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P. O. Box 596

- 9499 Bush Street
Plymouth CA 95669
Febrpary 1, 2004

L T
|

et ]

Mr. Bill Allan

Regional Environmental Specialist L
Bureau of Indian Affairs - 4
2800 Cottage Way S s

Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Mr. Allan:

The following comments are in response to your request via the Ledger Dispatch
that you would prefer written concerns about the proposed Indian gaming casino
In our neighborhood rather than verbal ones at the Feb. 4™ Scoping Session.
Please refer to the letter we sent to Mr. Clay Gregory on November 12 stating
our position on this matter. We would be directly affected by this project as our
ranch is located within a mile of its proposed location.

As Iif the multitude of impacts this project would bring to the local community were
not enough, we now learn that lkon and the Miwok Indian group have made the
decision to use ground water for the Proposed project rather obtaining water from
the Amador Water Agency. In an area where water resources are scarce to nil
this is a total outrage. In our immediate neighborhood there are multiple
examples of wells that have gone dry and new wells that have produced as little
as 0.5 gpm. The well that supplies our home and animals only produces 7.5
gpm. We have been able to manage by using water judiciously but have no
guarantees and can not imagine a facility the size of the proposed casino drilling
enough wells to produce the estimated 150,000 gallons needed per day.

In summary we have been opposed to this casino since we became fully
informed about it. The recent decision for them to provide their own water is the
final blow. Our ranch and the land and lives of all those around us would be
without value without the limited water we already have.

Very truly yours,

- William E. Altison N -
YNy im0 4, Daris A. Allison ST
Encl. Kt fﬂ-.‘ﬁ:’;‘l?ﬁgayg
Cc: Gale Norton, Dept. of Interior
R. Leé Flathidiing! I8ga4 40 (10 :
Barbara Boxer, U. S. Senate , OL
Mario Biagth@@B@Jer.




P. O. Box 596

9499 Bush Street
Plymouth, CA 95669
February 1, 2004

Mr. Bill Allan

Regional Environmental Specialist
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Mr. Allan:

The following comments are in response to your request via the Ledger Dispatch
that you would prefer written concerns about the proposed Indian gaming casino
in our neighborhood rather than verbal ones at the Feb, 4™ Scoping Session.
Please refer to the letter we sent to Mr. Clay Gregory on November 12 stating
our position on this matter. We would be directly affected by this project as our
ranch is located within a mile of its proposed location.

As if the multitude of impacts this project would bring to the local community were
not enough, we now learn that Ikon and the Miwok Indian group have made the
decision to use ground water for the proposed project rather obtaining water from
the Amador Water Agency. In an area where water resources are scarce to nil
this is a total outrage. In our immediate neighborhood there are multiple
examples of wells that have gone dry and new wells that have produced as little
as 0.5 gpm. The well that supplies our home and animals only produces 7.5
gpm. We have been able to manage by using water judiciously but have no
guarantees and can not imagine a facility the size of the proposed casino drilling
enough wells to produce the estimated 150,000 gallons needed per day.

In summary we have been opposed to this casino since we became fully
informed about it. The recent decision for them to provide their own water is the
final blow. Our ranch and the land and lives of all those around us would be
without value without the limited water we already have.

é?ry trul yours 4{5"'\

&&:’z
Willam E. Allison. "
Doris A. Allison

Encl.

Cc: Gale Norton, Dept. of Interior
R. Lee Flemming, BIA
Barbara Boxer, U S. Senate
Mario Biagi, Bd. of Super.
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P O. Box 59

9499 Bush Street
Plymouth, CA 95669
November 12, 2003

Mr. Clay Gregory

Acting Regional Director, Pacific Region
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Mr. Gregory:

We are sending you this letter to express some of our concerns regarding
environmental impacts on the local region from a proposed 120,000 square foot
casino and 250 room hotel planned for land in and adjacent to the City of
Plymouth. Although we would like to be calm and factual about this project, our
first comment is neither. How could anyone in their right mind believe for even a
second that a project of this size could be built in a city with less than 500

population in a very rural county with approximately 30,000 people without major
and devastating effects?

We own a 285 acre ranch within a mile of this proposed project. We are retired
from careers in business and the health care industry and came here to raise a
few cattle and enjoy a quiet rural existence during our remaining years of life. As
we see it the negative effects of such a huge project are almost too numerous to

mention. However, here are a few of the reasons we believe this is a very bad
idea.

- Traffic — Highways 49 and 16 are country highways that can barely
accomodate local traffic. Improvements to the road could never get ahead of
the major increase caused by the casino and hotel.

- Water — Ikon has proposed connecting Plymouth's water to the Amador
Water Agency lines. This would solve the immediate need for water for their
project but Californians need to look at the regional scarcity of water.
Historically Plymouth has taken its water from wells and the Cosumnes River.
Most residents of the surrounding area have wells for drinking and agriculture.
We simply cannot continue to use larger amounts of this precious resource
for recreation—it must be used cautiously to assure our long term survival.

Lights/Noise — This will be a 24 hour business with a high need for security.
Light poliution will be something we all have to see, not just the people at the
casino and hotel. Noise will be the same—people coming and going with
voices and vehicle sounds all day and all night.



- Public Intrusion — Because we own land in historic mining country with a
creek, we expect a major problem with people leaving the casino and trying to
get into the country (all private roads) for a few beers by the side of the road,
exchange of drugs or sex in an area off the public streets, target shooting or
four wheeling in the pasture. Gates will be left open, fences will be cut, cattle
will be out.

- Social/Moral — The wise people of the State of California have not chosen to
have casino type gambling because they do not want it. Now we are fast
approaching a time when every area will have one or more Indian casinos.
The moral effect on young people and the social implications are far reaching.

The impacts mentioned above are only a few of the many that are anticipated
with the coming of another casino to Amador County—we already have one in
place and approval for a second one. The governing bodies of the closest cities
and the Board of Supervisors have all voiced their opposition to this project.

Only the City Council of Plymouth has voiced its support in spite of a large
majority of residents of the city voting against the project in a recent survey. The
local residents in unincorporated land adjacent to this project are overwhelmingly
opposed to it. This City Council either has been coerced, threatened or bribed to
vote against the citizens’ wishes and risk a recall election which is indeed
underway at this time.

Another more basic reason we are opposed to this project is the belief that
outside gaming/investor interests have invaded our state and used vulnerable
Indians to bring gaming to the state as well as to make enormous profits for
themselves. In this specific case there are a lot of reasons to believe that this
“tribe” is not really a tribe at all but a convenient group of people gathered
together to accomplish the goals of the development group. There already is an

lone Band of the Miwoks who live on tribal land in lone and are not involved in
this project.

In summary we ask that you oppose this casino/hotel project because the impact

on our small, rural community would be devastating for the reasons mentioned
above and many more.

Very truly yours,

William E. Allison

Doris A. Allison
cc. Gale Norton, Dept. of Interior

R. Lee Flemming, BIA
Barbara Boxer, U. S. Senate
Mario Biagi, Bd. of Super.
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P O Box 596

9499 Bush Street
Plymouth, CA 95669
November 12, 2003

Mr. Clay Gregory

Acting Regional Director, Pacific Region
Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way

Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Mr. Gregory:

We are sending you this letter to express some of our concemns regarding
environmental impacts on the local region from a proposed 120,000 square foot
casino and 250 room hotel planned for land in and adjacent to the City of
Plymouth. Although we would like to be calm and factual about this project, our
first comment is neither. How could anyone in their right mind believe for even a
second that a project of this size could be built in a city with less than 500

population in a very rural county with approximnately 30,000 people without major
and devastating effects?

We own a 285 acre ranch within a mile of this proposed project. We are retired
from careers in business and the health care industry and came here to raise a
few cattle and enjoy a quiet rural existence during our remaining years of life. As
we see it the negative effects of such a huge project are almost too numerous to
mention. However, here are a few of the reasons we believe this is a very bad
idea

- Traffic — Highways 49 and 16 are country highways that can barely
accomodate local traffic. Improvements to the road could never get ahead of
the major increase caused by the casino and hotel.

Water — lkon has proposed connecting Plymouth's water to the Amador
Water Agency lines. This would solve the immediate need for water for their
project but Californians need to look at the regional scarcity of water.
Historically Plymouth has taken its water from wells and the Cosumnes River.
Most residents of the surrounding area have wells for drinking and agriculture.
We simply cannot continue to use larger amounts of this precious resource
for recreation—it must be used cautiously to assure our long term survival.

- Lights/Noise — This will be a 24 hour business with a high need for security.
Light pollution will be something we all have to see, not just the people at the
casino and hotel. Noise will be the same—people coming and going with
voices and vehicle sounds all day and all night.



_ Public Intrusion — Because we own land in historic mining country with a
creek, we expect a major problem with people leaving the casino and trying to
get into the country (all private roads) for a few beers by the side of the road,
exchange of drugs or sex in an area off the public streets, target shooting or
four wheeling in the pasture. Gates will be left open, fences will be cut, cattle
will be out

_ Social/Moral — The wise people of the State of California have not chosen to
have casino type gambling because they do not want it. Now we are fast
approaching a time when every area will have one or more Indian casinos
The moral effect on young people and the social implications are far reaching.

The impacts mentioned above are only a few of the many that are anticipated
with the coming of another casino to Amador County—we already have one in
place and approval for a second one. The govemning bodies of the closest cities
and the Board of Supervisors have all voiced their opposition to this project.

Only the City Council of Plymouth has voiced its support in spite of a large
maijority of residents of the city voting against the project in a recent survey. The
local residents in unincorporated land adjacent to this project are overwhelmingly
opposed to it. This City Councll either has been coerced, threatened or bribed to
vote against the citizens’ wishes and risk a recall election which is indeed
underway at this time.

Another more basic reason we are opposed to this project is the belief that
outside gaming/investor interests have invaded our state and used vuinerable
Indians to bring gaming to the state as well as to make enormous profits for
themselves. In this specific case there are a lot of reasons to believe that this
“tribe” is not really a tribe at all but a convenient group of people gathered
together to accomplish the goals of the development group. There already is an

lone Band of the Miwoks who live on tribal land in lone and are not involved In
this project.

In summary we ask that you oppose this casino/hotel project because the impact
on our small. rural community would be devastating for the reasons mentioned
above and many more.

William E. Allison

Doris A. Allison
cc. Gale Norton, Dept. of Interior

R. Lee Flemming, BIA
Barbara Boxer, U. S. Senate
Mario Biagi, Bd. of Super
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Mark Johnson, Associate Pastor

? Of AmadOF Cou N ty ward Willoughby, Senior Adult Pastor

A

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Sacramento Area Office

Att: 2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, California 95825

October 7. 2003
Dear Sir:

1 pastor the congregation of Grace Fellowship Church in Amador County. We
have a congregetion of about 500-600 that participate and cail our church
“home".

I have been back in Amador County for seven years and this is my thirty-sixth

. vaar in pastoral ministry. Iam concerned about the proposed devaiopmant of
another casine in Plvmouth, California. 1am persuaded that one casint—nos
rhres that wouic be here if one were buik in Tone in addition to the cne in
Jackson—is more than adequate for our county population of 35,006 peaple.
We have warked hard in this county to allow for normal arowth while at the
same time presarving the “small town” atmosphere that is 50 appeaiing tc
residents and guests in this area. ‘

I feal that the anticipated financial gain from the gambling industry is nuliified bv
the sacrifices that we would have to make in terms of increased trafiic,
accelerated crime, and the other unavoidable management issues that are
concomitant to the gaming industry.

We hope that you will give strong consideration to the wishes and desir2s of the
people here who have made Amador County their home.

Sincerely,

\,le

&

Daie Barrett, Senior Minister
GEACE FELLOWSHIP CHURCH

. Cc: Aliga Malick, Paul Cherry

Administrative office: 8040 South Highway 49 @ Jackson, CA 95642 @ Mailing: PO Boy 850 @ Jackson, CA G642
(209)223-1971 e Fax: (209) 223-1988
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A

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

My name is Don Becker dhd [ hive at 5756 Voorhtes Ct., Plymouth.

The following organizations and elected officials are strongly opposed to a Casino in Plymouth:

Amador County Board of Supervisors
Jackson City Council

Sutter Creek City Council

Amador City Council

lone City Council

Community of Burke Ranch

Community of Willow Creek

Amador County Unified School District

Board of Directors of Amador Air District

Assemblyman Alan Nakanishi representing the Plymouth area
Senator Rico Oller representing the Plymouth area

Bethel Assembly of God Church

Plymouth Pentecostal Church of God

Fiddletown Community Church

Superintendent, Amador County Office of Fducation

Additionally, in a survey conducted by the current Plymouth City Council, 73% of the voting citizens
of the city opposed a Casino in their town. They recognize the rural small town community they

highly value will cease to exist if a Casino is built.

These organizations compelling reasons for opposing the casino are detailed in their enclosed separale

letters.

In Tight of this we respectfully ask you how justice and faimess are served if you support a non-
reservation land casino in the face of overwhelming opposition by the citizens of P yvmouth and the

surrounding county of Amador.

bh)Bects

Don Becker

Ce: George Skibine
BIA
1849 C St. N.W,
Washington, DC 20240

Mario Biagi
500 Argonaut Ln.
Jackson, CA 94652

EGEIIWVIE

BUREAL O AMTHAN ATTAIRS
OFFICE OF SHEGAN CALUNYG MANAGEMENT




November 19, 2003

Bureau of Indian Affairs
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 935825

o N 2%
My name is Don Becker and [ Live «###86 Voorhies Ct., Plymouth @K

Due to the ssymesimging cnvironmental, economic, and social impacts, the following
organizations and elected officials are strongly opposed to a Casino in Plymouth:

Amador County Board of Supervisors

Jackson City Council

Sutter Creek City Council

Amador City Council

lone City Council

Community of Burke Ranch

Community of Willow Creck

Amador County Unified School District

Board of Directors of Amador Air District
Assemblyman Alan Naokanishi representing the Plymouth area
Senator Rico Otler representing the Plymouth Area
Bethel Assembly of God Church

Plymouth Pentecostal Church

Fiddletown Community Church

Superintendent, Amador County Office of Education

These organizations compelling reasons for opposing the casino are detailed in their
Shedemedseparate lettcr%, S o W‘,‘@;ﬂ#{ )7 %} L"J

ELVER,
Additionally, in a survey conducted by the current Plymouth City Council, 73% of the
voting citizens of the city opposed a Casino in their town. They recognize the rural small
town community they highly value will cease to exist of a Casino is built.

In light of this, we respectfully suggest that these adverse impacts cannot be mitigated if a

Casino is built v pmets

Don Becker

cc: George Skibine
BIA
1849 C St. N.W.
Washington, DC 20240

Mario Biagi
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA 946352
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IONE BAND OF MIWOK INDIANS - FEE-TO-TRUST PROJECT
November 19, 2003 - 6:00 — 9:00 PM
Amador County Fairgrounds
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CFFICE OF

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

500 ARGONAUT LANE « JACKSON, CA 95642-3534 + (209) 223-6470 » FAX {209) 257-0612

May 22, 2003

Jacqueline Lucido
Chamber of Commerce
P.O. Box 396

Jackson, CA 93642

Re: Board of Supervisors® Opposition to Proposed Casino in Plymouth
Dear Ms. Lucido,

Enclosed is a package of letters opposing the proposed casino in Plymouth, Letters were
sent to the cities and the Governor. Also enclosed is the Board of Supervisors Resolution and the
minutes pertaining to this subject. We are seeking the support of the Chamber of Commerce at
this time.

Please call me if you have anv questions.

Yours very truly,

Mario Biagi
Vice-Chairman of the Board of Supervisors

encl.



Leonard W. & Marian L. Randolph & Family
17800 Randalph CL
Plymaouth, CA 95669
PH:209-245-6207

e-mail: lenmar3dgmwinwalfinet

Besides the water problems, the City of Plymouth currently has complex sewer problems as the
sewer is at its capacity. The usage of 60,000-80,000 gallons on its face, demonstrates the enormous
quantity of wastewater that will be created by such an establishment.

The casino promoters estimate that 7,000 car trips daily will cceur. Realistically this will probably
multiply tenfold, which is much more than the city of Plymouth, or the surrounding community can
tolerate. Along with the economical disaster: traffic and utilities impact; comes the air and noise pollution
which will be horrific. Plus, our life of looking at the night skies will be diminished with neon and flood
lights on 24 hours per day. Automobiles and delivery trucks causing air pollution and sirens and trafTic
noise causing health pollution—all unnecessarily.

Any help you can offer will be greatly ippreciated.

Thank you,

Leonard W, Randolph

Marian Randolph

Thomas Dillian

LaVonne J. Dillian

Leonard Randolph, Jr.

Kelleen Randolph

IJ
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The Honorable Cray Davis il [y 21 Bl 3 13
Governor of the State of California
State Capitol, First Floor
Sacramentao, Ca 95814 SRS G REETY G

7 3 et ol - i

Dear Governor Pavis:

This letter concerns the negotiating process Ly your office
for the issuance of a compact with the Ione Band of Miwnk

Indians to operate an Indian gambling casino near Plymouth,
in Amador County, approximately six miles from my residence.

Being a resident of this area forapproximatelyvy 20 years and
active in my community, I find this proposal fFrightening.

Since our lumber mill was clased, our County has looked for
sublinesses that can adequately support ourcommunity services.
We need product producing companies that will generate revenue.
Another casino is only going to add to the praoblem of revenue
shortfall. Gamblers don't share in the:support of a tax base.
They are only interested in communicating with "lady luck™.

Of all the things that concern me regarding the approval of
another compact for a gambling casino in our small rural
community, approximately 31,000 people, is theserious step

we are taking to destroy our culture. What message are we
sending ocur young peopel? Our parents and grandparents have
always stressed the principles-of hard work and being thrifty.
This has:-made our country what it is today. Unless yvou were
raised in Nevada, how many of us canh boast of having a gambling
house in their neighborhood? As good citizens, we have a res-
ponsibility to pass on the heritage that was given us. We
must give our young peoples more than a converient place for
spending idle time.

As governor, I look to you to do the right thing and respect-
ively reguest that you deny this application for a gambling house
compact by the Ione Band of Miwok Indians.

}Sincerely.
AL (Sl td

James I. Bullock

Faiag Federal Seénators Feinstsin and Baoxar
State Senator Niler
State Assemblvman Nakanishi

amador County Superviseor Biagil
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BEEchard Escamilla
Amador County Board o
50¢ Argonaut Lans
Jacksen, CA 95642

Superv._

th
L5
L
-
Ly

Raf: Indian Casine in Plymouth

1 strongly object te an Indian Casinoe in Plymouth, Celifornia: Our couacy
has one Indian Casinoe in Jackson and we are familiar wish the negative impac:
that establishment has had on ouz county services and en the quality af lifs
£ar sur residents,

The Jackson Rancherlia cost Amader County over 351,000,000 per years. How zan
we afford enother Casine? Thers is the pessibility that it could barnkrupt
this cgunty!

The impact oa local infrastfiuc-urs will be devastating. It will affest the
cost of road mainrtenanoes, ocur watsr supply, sSchoels, polics servige, fires and
ambulance service. )

Thers are environmental ifssues concerning the air pollutien, light and nnise
nollution, traffic congestisn and increased crime.

Tt 18 argued that iz will provide empleoyment for pesple living in Amador
County. The reality is that the Plymouth Casino, located ac the intsrssctiscn
of highways 16 and 49 will have a large percentage of employees coming from
the Sacramencto and Bl Dorado counties.

Yor Lhe homéocwnecss, property values will go down. The largest reduction will
be for those living in Plymouth; however, all oroperty values in the county
will be affected becauses of the abave listed impacts and issues.

You have my opposition s tHa Plymaodth Indian Casine. T am now acsking for
YOUr suppart Lo stop this Casing from becoming a realicy.

w % 5 ,.

woetodan i o

Rutn Sandsars



Marie Biagl
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Gowernor Gray Oavis
Senatar Bice Oller
Congressman [oug &80
Assemblyman Alan Nakanlspl

0.5: Department of Tnuerior
Bureay of Ipgidr Affairss

Actlng Regiong. DIirecter
sureay of Indlan Affarrs

Flymouth Zity Counc.l Mambess
Plymoutly Tify RUminhlstzator

Richard Ezcamilla [Sanay &
RULn)

Li-Richary Forster (Jgnnis a

Himberly
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May 20, 2003

Mazio Blagl

Amador County Board of
500 Argonauc Lans
dackson, CAR 95642

Supervisors

Ref: Tndian Casinp in Blyvmouth

I 'strongly object te an Indian Casine in Blymouth, Califsrrnia, o
Ras one Indian Casiro in Jackson and we ars familiar with “hHe pe
that establishment has had on sur county services and on the guality of life
for osur residents.

The Jackson Rancheria cosSt Amader County over $1,000,000 ger yaarc. How can
we afford another Casinoe? Thers is the possibility chat it conid bankrupt
THis county!

The impact on local infrastructuore will be devastating. It will affect th
cest of rzad malnteénance, our water supply, scheols, polics serviee, Firs
ambulance service.

There are environmsntal 1issues concerning cthe air pollutiocn, light and noise
pollution, traffic congestisn and increased crime.

It 1s argued that it witl orovide employment for pssple Living in Amader
Countw., The reality I tHas e Plymouth Casing, lscated at the intersection
of highways 16 and 49 will hive a large percentags of emplayees coming from
the Sacramento and El Do-ado 2auntiss.

Tor the homeowners, property values will §a down. The largest reduction will
ce for those livirg in Elymouth; however, all property values in the county

will be affected Because of the above listed immpacts and {ssies.

Yau have my oppeositisn to tha Plymouth Indian Casine. I am now asking for
YOUr Support to step this Casino £rom becoming a reality,
EE P

1;;zliQE:fl,c,gln;q_illgﬂkJ3__

Buth Sanders
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Richard Escamilila

Amader Zourty Beoard of Supsrvisors
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indian Casing in Plymouth

1 strongly object to an Indian Casinoe in Plymoutrh, Californiz. ous Epunty
has ore Indian Casine in Jacksen and we are familiar with the negative impach
that establishment Has nad on aur county services and on the guality gf 137a
far our residents.

The Jackson Rancheria cost Amador County aover 51,000,000 per ysa-. How can
we aiford anather Casino? Thers is the possipility that it ceuld barnkrupt
this county!

The impact on lecal infrastructure will be devastating. It wil! affers the
cest of road maintenance, oLr wat s supply, Schools, pelice service, Zire sad
ambulances service.

There are environmental issues concerning the air pollution, light and anise
pallutien, traffiz cengeshion and increased crime.

It i= argued that zt will cravide employment for peaple living in Amador
County. The reality is that the Plymauth Casing, locased a:z the intersecoioh
of highways 16 and 49 will have a large percentage of emplovees coming Ifraom
Ene Sdcramentso and Bl Dorade coun-ies.

For the homeowners, propercy values will go down. The largest reduction will
be for theosa living in Plymou<h; however, all property walues in tHe county
will pe affected becauss of the abeve listed impacts and iLssuss.

You have my oppesitien to zhe B

Lymouth Indian Casing. I am now asking fsr
¥YeUur support to stop this Casins £

rom becoming & csality.

Leonard Jandeirs
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Zef: TIndian Casino 1n Pluvmcuth

= strongly object to a@n Indian Casino i Plymouth, Califarmia. Our county
has one Indizan Casino in Jacksadn and we ar2 familiar wiz® the nega-ive impact
that establishment #nas haﬂ R Sur county services and &n Ehe gualiry of lifa
for pur residents.

The Jackson Rancheria o
we afford ativther Casin
this county!

st amador Ceounty ower 51,000,000 per year. How can
? Thersz is The possibillity that it could mankrup+

The impact on local infrastructure will be devastating., It will affect the
cost of road maintenance, our water supply, schoels, police servics, fizs and
ambulance service.

Thers ars spviranmerntal issiuas cancening the air pollatign, light and neise
pellution, traffic congestion and incrsased crime.

It is argued that it will prowvide employment for people L1v11q in Amador
County. The reality 14 that the Plymouth Casino; located at the intsrssction
of highways 16 and 49 will have a large percentage of erployees coming from
the Sacramento and 2! Daotada caountizsg.

For tne homenwners, property va 1ues'wiLL go down., Tha ldrgest reduction will
be for these liwiag in Plymouth; nowever, all property walues in the county
will be affected because of the above listsd impacts and issues.

fou hawe my oppesition To the Plymouth Indlan Casino. I am now 4s5king for
VOUL SUDport Lo step this Casino from becoming a reality.

Klmberly Sanders
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May 20, 2003

Richasd Forster
Amader County 3oard of Superuisors
500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, C&A 85§42
Ref: Indian Casine in 2lymouth

[ strongly object to an Ladizn Casino in Plymouth, California. Qur county
has one Indian Casino in Jackssn and we are familiar with the negative impacs
that establishment has had ar cur county services and on the gquality of lifae
for our residents.

The Jackson Rancharia cost Amador County owver $1,000,000 per year. How can
we afford another Casine? Thera is the possibility thaz it could bankzipt
this county!

The impact on local infrastructure will be devastating. It will affect the
sest of road maintenancs, our watsr supply, schools, pelice service, fire and
ambulance service. .

There ars environmental Lssuss concerning the air pelluticn, Light and noiss
opallution, tratfic congestion and inereased crime.

It 15 argeed that it «will previde employment for pecpls living in Amador
County. The zeality 13 that the Plymouth Casine, lecated at the iatsrsection
of highways 16 and 43 will have a large percentage of employees coming Erom
the Sacramento and 2l Dorzads caintids,

For the homecwners, property values will go down. The largest reduction will
be for these living in Blymouth; however, all property valuss in the county
will be atffected bBecause of rhe abowe listed impacts and issues.

You have my obposition to the Plymouth Indian Casino. I am now asking ftor
yeur support to stop this Casing from becoming a reality.

Kimberly Sanders
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May 20, 2003

Maria Biagi

Amador Colnty Board of Supervisors
200 Argonaut Lana

Jacksern, CA  0O5&E42

Ref: Tndian Casino in Plgmeuch

L strongly object to an Indian Casino in Plymoutzh, Callfornia. Ou- county
has one Indian Casine in Jackson and we are familiar wi=h <he negative impact
that establishment has Had on olr county services and on the gqualiry of l:ofs
for ocur residents.

The Jackson Rancheria cost Amador County eover $1,000,000 tier vear. Hew .can
we gifprd anctier Casino? Thare is the pessibility that it conld bankruot
this counzy!

The impact on lecal infrastructure will bBe devas: ating: Tt will af
cost of road mainzenance, our websor supply, scheols, peolice service, £1
amburlance service.

There ars savircnmental

lssues concerning the a‘r pollution, Tight am noiss
pollucinn, traffic coligast

sue
lon and increased crime.

It ls argued thar it will grovide smployment for people iving in Amado-
County. The reality la that the Plymouth Casino, located a: the in- ersection
nf highways 16 and 43 will have a large percentage of employees coming fram
Lhs Sacramenzo and Bl Derade countias .

For he.hameowners, property values will go down. The largest redh ucticn wilt
e for those livirg in Plymouth; however, all preverty values in the county
LY bp atfected because of the above listed impacts and issues.

2

[.

You have my opposition ze¢ the Plymouth Indian Casifs. T am now asking for
your Supmort to step talis Cxsing from becaming a Eeality.
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The Honorable Gray Davis
Governor of the State of California Wi E e W
State Capitol, First Floor Ak kY
Sacramenta, Ca 95814

Dear Covernor Davis:

This letter concerns the negotiating process by your office
for the issuance of a compact with the Tone Band of Miwok
Indians to operate zn Indian gambling casino near Plyvmouth,
in Amador Countyv, approximately six miles from my residencs.

Being a resident of this area for approximately 20 years and
active in my communitv, I find this proposal frightening.
Since our lumber miil was closed, our County has locked for
businesses that can adeguately support our community services.

We need product producing companies that will generate revenue.

Another casino is only going to add tc theproblem ©f revenue
shortfall. Gamblers don't share in the support of a tax base.
They are only inteérested in communicating with "lady luck".

Df all the things that concern me regarding the approval of
another compact for a gambling casino in our small rural
community, approximately 21,000 people, is the serious step
we are taking to destrov our culture. What message are we
sending our young people? Our parents and grandparents have
always stressed the principles of hard work and being thrifty.
These principgles have made our codntry what it is today-
[Inless you were raised in Nevada, how many of us can boast of
having had a gambling house in our neighborhood? As gcood
citizens, we have a responsibility to pass cn the heritage
that was given us. We must give our voung peocple more than

a convenient place for spending idle time.

As governor, I look to you to do the right thing and respect-
ively request that you deny this application for a gambling
casino compact by the Ione Band of Miwek Indians.
Sincerely. 3 1) 4
B drar e Bl
Jfﬁﬂ/bﬁffu fhgﬂcbyﬁﬁﬂéif
T 3
Mary E./Bullock
cc: Federal Senators Fainstein and Boxer
State Seanator Qller
» State Assemblyman Nakanishi
County SZSupervisor Biagi
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GOVERNOR GRAY DAVIS “U0r SCPERVIE S
STATE CAPITOL BUILDING el )

980 9™ STREET, SUITE 1800 4 ctP 2 AM 1o 51
SACRAMENTO , CA. 95814

AUGUST 7, 2003

DEAR GOVERNOR DAVIS,

MY HUSBAND AND I ARE ASKING YOU TO PLEASE NOT SIGN OVER
OUR LITTLE TOWN OF PLYMOUTH TO YET ANOTHER OFF-
RESERVATION GAMING FACILITY.

I AM ON THE BOARD OF THE AMADOR COUNTY WINE GRAPE
GROWERS ASSOCIATION, AND WE FEAR THAT A CASINO WOULD
RUIN THE WINERY BUSINESS HERE THAT IS FINALLY SEEING

WORK AND PROMOTION.

THE COUNTY OF AMADOR CANNOT SUPPORT A THIRD CASINO.
TRAFFIC (7000 CAR TRIPS PER DAY), WATER (60,000 TO 80,000
GALLONS PER DAY), SEWAGE fDISPOSAL OF 60,000 TO 80,000
GALLONS PER DAY IN A SYSTEM THAT IS ALREADY AT CAPACITY,
SCHOOLS (THAT CAN NOT HANDLE AN INCREASE IN STUDENTS
WITHOUT PROPERTY TAX AND IMPACT FEE INCREASES OF
WHICH THE RESERVATION WOULD BE EXEMPT), AND FINALLY
POLLUTION (AIR QUALITY, NOISE LEVELS, BUMPER TO BUMPER
TRAFFIC, DRUGS, ALCOHOL, AND CRIME RATE).

WE HAVE SEEN AND PAID FOR, THROUGH THE COUNTY, THE
PROBLEMS GENERATED FROM THE RANCHERIA IN JACKSON T

OVER ONE MILLION DOLLARS INE
YOU AND I KNOW THIS HAS VERY
AND A WHOLE LOT TO DO WITH BI
MISSISSIPPI, FLORIDA AND NEV
LOOPHOLE IN A BILL WRITTEN I

THANK YOU.
SINCERELY,

Wee

DY WEISS

CC TO:

PLYMOUTH CITY COUNCIL
DIANNE FEINSTEIN
BARBARA BOXER

DOUG OSE

ALAN NAKANISHI

PAUL MOOREHEAD

XPENSES A YEAR.

LITTLE TO DO WITH INDIANS,
G GAMBLING OUT OF

ADA THAT HAVE FOUND A

N GOOD FAITH.

GREG BERGFELD
DALE RISLING
AUREEN MARTIN
GALE NORTON
RICO OLLER
MARIO BIAGI

i s = ]




They don't really care about us, do they?

,i,-}n early July, we received a letter from Matthew Franklin saying that he
was the Chairman of the lone Band of Miwok Indians Tribal Counsel;
this letter being about the proposed new casino soliciting our
comments. We immediately sent him a letter (copies enclosed),
which was subsequently returned to us as the ZIP code was incorrect.
We looked up the address using the Internet and resent the. letter
with the correct ZIP code for the address on the letter. A second
time, our letter was retumed to us. Why did the lone Band of
Miwok Indians send a letter to citizens of Amador County with an
incorrect return address, or does this man really exist. He exists, but
REALLY is NOT interested in our ‘comments and concerns?

Citizens of Amador County, please do the math. Regarding the front
page article about the Plymouth Casino mitigation plan, 8-15-03. The
water project.who is going to pay the $5 million needed to make this
work (after the Indians contribute $2.74 million), the project estimate is
$7.24 million! The city of Plymouth will get $2 million, but citizens of
Amador county (or the city of Plymouth?) will have to come up with
the needed 35 million to allow this project to go forward. 2! How
does this help our local economies ... we will start out in the hole
and perhaps never be able to climb out of it. To the residents of
the town of Plymouth, please, do not be fooled by a pretty picture,
Betty Riley Hoddy

read the fine print! Reject this project. :
)
Plymouth, California }{,ZZ@ #‘/7'(”{%
August 16, 2003 : ¢ /j ’
/0 72/ Shon e tlrg A
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1o Biagi -Fwd: Fwd NO CASINO in Plymouth - proponents applied to State for compact Gaming license stating ~ Page 1

From: " <mjbiagi@centralhouse.net>
A To: <mbiagi@co.amador.ca.us>
Date: Thu, May 15, 2003 12:04 PM
Subject: Fwd: Fwd: NO CASINO in Plymouth - proponents applied to State for compact Gaming

license stating

——- Original Message -

From: Betty Riley

Sent: 5/14/03 4:44:04 PM

To: mjbiagi@centralhouse.net

Subject: Fwd: NO CASINO in Plymouth — propenents applied to State for compact Gaming license stating
"no opposition” - yeah, because Amador County citizens were not notified 11!

> Mario, | am hoping you will welcome the media attention... if they come our way. It was actually
Rosemary Wreaks idea, and | was put up to the task of seeking phone numbers for her. | decided to try

email.

>

> If they contact you, | am hoping you can correct any mis-informs | may have made (and, | only said you
would "share all" ... to entice them to want to talk to us!)

=2

> You did a great job with the Plymouth town hall meeting. | will not be able to attend Sundays meeting at
the Little Red Schoolhouse. | will plan to attend Tuesday's Board meeting. | have sent a brief email to
John for him to send out to Grape Growers...

>

> Thank you too, as always... for caring about all of us. You are a good man, Mario.
-

> Bet

-

> Betty Riley <bettyriley@yahoo.com> wrote:

> Date: Wed, 14 May 2003 23:28:03 -0700 (PDT)

> From: Betty Riley -

> Subject: NO CASINO in Plymouth - proponents applied to State for compact Gaming license stating "no
opposition” — yeah, because Amador County citizens were not notified 11!

> To: news@kovr13.com
>

>

> The small town of Plymouth in Amador County is currently organizing mass opposition to a newly
proposed Indian Casino. In a town hall meeting this evening (Wed., May 14), representatives from the
“true" Band of lone Miwok attended stating that they do not even know who these others are who are
claiming that they are also Miwok of lone... Citizens in Amador County are up in arms, alarmed by the
potential unmitigatable impacts ANOTHER casino would have on our small communities; two lane
roadways would not be able to handle the traffic, the proposed land site does not have water (with
proponents claiming they will "truck” in water to the tune of 60-80,000 gallons PER DAY). Sewage is
another issue, as the little town of Plymouth is already operating at capacity. Proposed site, lands, are not
suitable for septic systems to handle these volumes of daily wastewaters.

>

> Apparently, the tribe applied to the Governor stating in their application that there was NO
OPPOSITION. DA, of course not, because this was all done VERY quietly with no information leaked until
"in the process". There is TREMENDOUS OPPOSITION, and we need your help to get the attention of the
Governor and word out in general. We understand this small tribe of pecple from the Sacramento area,
are claiming to be Miwok of lone...they have investors from Biloxi (spelling?) Mississippi backing their
project...and NONE of it sounds good for California. We need your help in getting the attention of

Governor Davis!
>



i0 Biagi - Fwd: Fwd: NO CASING in Plymouth — Proponents apphed 10 State for compact Gaming license stating - Page fﬂ

> Amador County does NOT need a third casino!l Especially with the possibility of each tribe having 2
casinos. Our county supervisors, Mario Biagi, and Richard Forrester, are currently holding Town Hall type
meetings to help the publiesbecome informed. Mario Biagi will be hosting one of these, this Sunday, May
18 at the LITTLE RED SCHOOLHOUSE on HWY 16 between Rancho Marietta and Plymouth, 2 p.m. If
you would like to contact Mario, please do... 209-223-6470.

>

> My name is Betty Riley and | am a Planning Commissioner for the County of Amador. | believe in
supporting GOOD projects for our county... Our county’s experience with existing casinos has proven to
be excessively costly for taxpayers. Personally, | am not a "public speaker”, however, | encourage you to
please contact Mario, as he would be pleased to share all and welcome the assitance of the media in our
efforts protect our rural countryside in Amador County.

>

> Sincerely,

=

> Betty Riley

>

> 209-245-4843

&

> EMAIL: bettyriley@yahoo.com

>

>

=

-

> Betty Riley Hoddy EMAIL: bettyriley@yahoo.com
> "Friends are flowers in the garden of life."

>

> Take a look at my jewelry...Swarovski crystals and more!
> "Shenandoah Sparklers"...on Yahoo! Stores

> http://www.store.yahoo.com/sparkiers

> | now have ltalian Charms for sale, EMAIL for more info.
>

>
> Do you Yahoo!?

> The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo.
-3

>

> Betty Riley Hoddy EMAIL: bettyriley@yahoo.com
> "Friends are flowers in the garden of life."

>

> Take a look at my jewelry...Swarovski crystals and more!
> "Shenandoah Sparklers"...on Yahoo! Stores

> hitp://www.store.yahoo.com/sparklers

> | now have Italian Charms for sale, EMAIL for more info.
>

>
> Do you Yahoo!?
> The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo.
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Congressman Doug Ose =i'?f“: rh GURDS
4400 Auburn Blvd., Suite 110 AMADCHK COUNTY. CA.

Sacramento, CA 95841
Dear Congressman Ose,

I am writing to request your support in opposing the proposed Indian casino in
Plymouth. Amador county is really quite small in terms of population
(approximately 35,000) and taxpayers should not be expected to support 3
Indian casinos, One is too many, as we have all realized with the Jackson
Rancheria (costs incurred by the county to support emergency services, maintain
roads, etc). A second casino is pending in the Ione area, and a third would be
pushing us all toward desparate measures. Not good.

Our roads are small two lane highways. Increased traffic fiows would lead to
horrific increases in accidents; which lead to increased costs for supporting our
county’s emergency services. Water is @ major issue, and appropriate means for
handling wastewater (which would be generated by this casino) non existent. In
€very way imagineable, our lives would be impacted negatively with possible
damages to our land which would be extremely costly if even possible to repair.
Once the damages are done, with the State having no control over Indian lands,
we, citizen of the State of California—loose. Please do not allow this to happen.

The Ione Band of Miwok Indians have acquired options to purchase about 220
acres of land. 1t is wrong for the State of California to expect any small
community (like Amador County) to suppe multiple Indian reservations. This
would be an “acquired site for an Indian reservation”, and this we do have a
right to oppose. I ask that you help the citizens of this county, fight the
acquisition of these lands for Indian gaming.

Sincerely,

Betty Riley Hoddy
10721 Shenandoah Road
Plymouth, CA 95669

Enc: copy of letter in local paper "Open letter to Governor Gray Davis”
v~ Cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District V, Amador County



May 28, 2003

: 30 OF SUPERVIz2 s
. Honorable Governor Gray Davis .

Office of the Governor . 0B CIN Y4 Pm g 31

State Capitol e U e e AT

Sacramento, CA 958144 UFFIUIAL RECOHDS
AMADOR COUNTY. cA

Dear Governor Gray,

I am writing to request your support in opposing the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth area. Please

do NOT approve a compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians who now have a proposal before you
for approval.

Amador county is really quite small in terms of population (approximately 35,000) and taxpayers should
not be expected to support 3 Indian casinos. One is too many, as we have all realized with the Jackson
Rancheria (costs incurred by the county to support emergency services, maintain roads, etc). A second
casino is pending in the Ione area, and a third would be pushing us all toward desparate measures.
Please put yourself in our shoes and consider the impact to your own community if we were you. In
approving another gaming facility in Amador County, you would be sacrificing our lives, for state
monies?, but in the long run...we all loose as we may never regain all that would be lost as a result of

this type of development in our small community. Amador county, simply cannot support 3 gaming
facilities!

" Our roads are small two lane highways. Increased traffic flows would lead to horrific increases in
accidents; which lead to increased costs for supporting our county’s emergency services. Water is a
major issue, and appropriate means for handling wastewater (which would be generated by this casino)
non existent. In every way imagineable, our lives would be impacted negatively with possible damages
to our land which would be extremely costly if even possible to repair. Once the damages are done,
with the State having no control over Indian lands, we, the “other” citizens of the State of California—

loose. Please do not allow this to happen. I respect the Indians rights to own land and have gaming
facilities—but let's be reasonable, please.

It is wrong for the State of California to expect any small community (like Amador County) to support
multiple Indian reservations. This would be an “acquired site for an Indian reservation”, and this we do

have a right to oppose. I ask that you help the citizens of this county, fight the acquisition of these
lands for Indian gaming.

Sincerely, / ~
Betty Riley Hoddy

10721 Shenandoah Road
‘ Plymouth, CA 95669

-Enc: copy of letter in local paper “Open letter to Governor Gray Davis”
~Cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District V, Amador County
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The Honorable Selby Beck, Mayor
City of Plymouth

P.O. Box 429

Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Mr. Mayor,

I am writing to request your support in opposing the proposed Indian casino in
Plymouth. I realize the City of Plymouth has been offered some sort of
incentives, but even millions of dollars will not give the city all that it will loose in
the long run. Think about this.

If the population of Plymouth doubles or triples in Indian population, what will
happen to the existing city structure. Is the million dollars promised enough to
take care of the city forevermore. Undoubtedly not, and even these moneies are
not guaranteed. If the city wants to give it’s land to the Indians, ask for 20
BILLION dollars! At least acquire enough money to redo or restore the city to a
state of wealth before the building of any casino. BEFORE, not after or during.

Our roads are not equipped to handle the traffic flows, we do not have water to
support such activities, we do not have sewer systems to hand the wastewaters.
There are so many reasons NOT to allow this type of facility, but most
importantly perhaps is how such a casino would completely, most radically,
change the atmosphere of our rural, agricultural lands. There are better ways to
development our community and I beg you to consider alternatives and I
respectfully ask the city to stand with the County of Amador in fighting the
acquistion of our Plymouth lands by this Indian tribe.

Sincerely,

et 7

Betty Riley Hoddy
10721 Shenandoah Road
Plymouth, CA 95669

-

v Cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District V, Amador County



Governor Davis

‘erstand your office isin the
s of negotiating a compact
& lone Band of Miwok Indians

ipprove a gambling compact
or Couaty bicah
or ty isa geograp
county and hasa popu-
approximately 3L000 people.

-

GUEST COMMENTARY

Open letter to Governor Gray Davis

Plans to build another casine in the
Ione area of Amador County were re-
cently announced — this is in addi-
tion to the proposed Plymouth casi-
0o and the already existing Jacksan
Rancheria Casina.
Whﬂeﬂ:elana]m:m.lismmut—
Iy on hold, even two casinos is exces-
sive for such a small county and
three major casinos would virtually
destroy the quality of life in Amador

ty.
A Plymouth casino would be a
mere fifteen minutes from the ex-

panding and very busy Jackson Casj-

State Senator Rico Ofier

no. Plymouth lacks the basic infra-
structure to handle the waffic and
commerce that a casine attracts.
First. Highway 49 in Plymouth is
a twisty, two-lane road that is not

moratori-
um due to an inadequate supply of
water. Finally, 3 new casine will only

add to the large costs presently in-
curred by several county depart-
ments in providing additional servic-
es due to the impacts of these casino
developments. including all facets of
law entorcement (sheriff, jail. district
artorney, probation. courts), public
health, public works and roads, emer-
gency medical services and fire.

F the increased traffic
generated from such development
impacts the entire county, not past the
specific casino sites. :

As an additional marter, | under-
stand that there is a membership dis-

]

pute within this tribe. Further, it ap-
pears that there is a question regard-
ing the bands historic ties to the land
being considered for the casing site.
Anmlnhmmnummamﬂaﬁnqs
should be halted unti] these funda-
mental jssues are resolved. -

ing a gambling
-compact with the lone Band of Mi-

woks. | would be happy to speak with
wunb‘outth.ismnm-tblmipclaﬁfy
myofl‘hmcimtsasmn:ggqg_.

ward a decision, . ie
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Jeffrey L. and Mary A. Juell TR y, (C
16484 Rolling Oaks Court SEOF BUNERAGE 30 (el
Fiddletown, CA 95629 ] o '
iy st 7 AR 11 51
August 6, 2003 i T

The Honorable Gray Davis AMALGE CIURTY, GA.
Governor of the State of California

State Capitol Building

980 9" Street, Suite 1800

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

We are writing to bring to your attention our wish to have our names included among all
of those in Amador County who are adamantly opposed to the establishment of a casino
in the town of Plymouth. Our opposition is based, in part, on the following;

* The impact on our limited source of available water. We depend on our
wells to meet all of our water needs.
A distressing increase in traffic along both Highway 16 and Highway 49.
The subsequent escalation in traffic accidents. Highway 16 (which has
only fwo lanes) is the primary artery that we, as well as many other
residents in our county, use to cormmute to and from Sacramento and
beyond.

* The intolerable noise and air pollution that will accompany the increased
traffic. _

* Arise in crime, as is evidenced by crime that surrounds similar casinos,
including felony drug and alcohol abuse. Moreover, the proposed
Plymouth casino is less than one mile from an elementary school.

We encourage you to visit the town of Plymouth to appreciate its rural character, and to
drive through its lovely Shenandoah Valley vineyards and stop to sample award winning
wines in this region’s easygoing, friendly wineries. The development of a casino in
Plymouth would change the character of this community beyond recognition and, if built,

the damage to this area, along with the demise of its historical significance, can never be
undone.

Respectfully,

Jeff and Mary Juell

cc: Citizens Opposed to Development of the Plymouth Casino
Amador County Board of Supervisors ¢



August 2, 2003 : M3 85 Y pm o3 g

Honorable Phil Hogan, Chairman *“!f -"r:: R RO 08
National Indian Gaming Commission AMADSE COUNTY, TA.
1441 L Street NW

Washington D. C. 2005

Fax: 202-632-7066

RE: OFF-RESERVATION CASINO PROPOSAL IN PLYMOUTH CALIFORNIA

Dear Chairman Hogan:

I'm writing you to let you know about an off-reservation casino proposal by the Jone Band of Miwok
Indians here in Plymouth California. Plymouth is a small Northern California foothill town of 950 plus
popuiation with a larger surrounding population in the area.

A group of Indians calling themselves the Ione Band of Miwok Indians ("Tribe") has proposed,
primarily through a promoter, to acquire approximately 300 acres of land not owned by the Tribe
both in the City of Plymouth and in the adjacent unincorporated area of Amador County on which
to place a tribal casino, retail businesses, housing and other tribal facilites. The Casino itself will
be located in the City. On May 20, 2003 the Board of Supervisors of Amador County adopted

a resolution stating its opinion "that the establishment of the Casino would have significant, even
grotesque, adverse impacts on the County". The reasons the Board, the majority of Citizens in
Plymouth and Amador County oppose this Casino are as follows

) The land proposed for the Casino is not now and has never been Indian land.

i Most of the Tribe's members are not Amador County residents.

3. Amador County already has one very large Indian Casino, the Jackson Rancheria
located about 15 miles from Plymouth.

4.

Another Indian casino has been proposed in the Buena Vista area of the County near the

Amador-San Joaquin County line about 12 miles from Plymouth.

S Amador County has a population of 31,000 people and Plymouth has a population of about
950. Amador County and Plymouth are to small to accommodate another casino.

6. Though the Jackson Rancheria does give some money to the County and local charities, the

County taxpayers are subsidizing the casino through the County's general fund in the amount

of around $1,000,000 annually to cover increased costs for law enforcement and social

services,

Traffic impacts of the proposed Casino will be enormous. State Route 49 runs through the

City of Plymouth. The proposal is to build the casino on Highway 49. It is a two

lane highway as well as are all other roads corning into Plymouth. It is anticipated that traffic

will triple on Highway 49.

8. Neither Plymouth nor the County can supply the Casino with water. Plymouth's water supply
comes from wells in and around the surrounding area and from a 17 mile open ditch running
from the Cosumnes River. '

9, Currently, sewage treatment and disposal is inadequate for Plymouth and there is no capacity o.

space to add the Casino's sewage to it.

~l



The City Councils of all of the towns in Amador County voted to oppose the casino with the

exception of Plymouth. The Amador County School Board has also opposed the casino.

Stand Up For California, the preeminent organization in California addressing statewide gaming issures,
is currently working on sending letters to two legislators to develop statewide legistation to prevent
ofi-reservation casinos. We would greatly appreciate your support in opposing this reservation
shopping effort and associated gaming by the Miwoks. The County cannot afford it and the vast
majority of voters oppose the project. Thank you for your attention to this very important matter.

Please keep me informed on steps you are taking to hel p the citizens of Plymouth and Amador County.

Sincerely,

Sue Dimmers

18000 Burke Dr.

Plymouth, Ca. 95669

Fax: 209-245-3418

e-mail: sawdim@centralhouse.net

CC:  Greg Bergfeld, National Indian Gaming Commission
United States Senator Diane Feinstein
Governor Gray Davis
Attorney General of California, Bill Lockyer
Michael Rossetti, Counselor to the Secretary
of the Interior - Gale Norton
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Date: June 20, 2003 . CA.

RE: OPPOSITION TO A PROPOSED CASINO IN PLYMOUTH, CA

Dear Governor Davis,

More than a month ago you received a deceptive letter stating that there was no opposition to a
proposed Plymouth Casino. There is in fact very strong opposition to the proposed casino. All

early planning for the proposal was kept secret and the options on the properties involved were
obtained under false pretenses.

The general public, and public servants were not made aware of the proposal until after you
received their letter requesting a compact.

Please do not enter into a compact with the Ione Indian Tribe. The proposed casino will be
in the city limits of Plymouth which has been under a water moratorium for several years, and

with a sewer system is at capacity. Only two-lane winding roads (Hwy. 49 & Hwy. 16) lead to
Plymouth.

The local, county and state infrastructure here would be severely taxed in every way
imaginable—water table drain, sewage & waste disposal, road upgrades, traffic lights, new
turning lanes & bypasses, police, fire & rescue. Additionally, our thriving local wine industry
(27 local wineries, all accessed through Plymouth) and local Plymouth restaurants and
businesses would be squeezed out of business by outrageous traffic and cut-rate casino food.

All this would result in the biggest negative impact of all — on our environment and way of life.
Please do not allow this to happen!

Sincerely, (ﬁ
Loz

Registered Democrat
17121 DeMartini Rd.
Plymouth, CA 95669
209-245-3789

CC:  Maris Biagi Amador County Supervisor
Plymouth City Council
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RE: NO COMPACT for the IONE BAND proposing a casino in Plymo;lth, CA

Dear Governor Davis,

Thus letter is to urge you to NOT sign a Compact with the lone Band of Indians for a proposed Indian
casino in Amador County. We currently have one casino in J ackson, CA, and another that YOU already
approved in Buena Vista, CA. Both are less than 15 miles from each other. This fledgling “band’
wants to put ANOTHER casino in PLYMOUTH, CA.

The so-called IONE BAND is proposing a complex that would consist of a 120,000 square foot
building to contain 2,000 gaming machines and 40 table games and include 3,000 parking spaces.
Plymouth is a small town of less than 500 residents. It does not have the facilities nor infrastructure to
support a doubling of its residents and a three-ten-fold increase in traffic on our two-lane highway 49

We are registered Democratic voters in the state of California. The people who are planning this are
from Sacramento and those who will be contracted for the casino, are from MISSISSIPP]!!

This "tribe" did not even have federal status until 1994 when it was reaffirmed without specific
information on land acquisitions. How can this "tribe" who does not OWN Indian land, nor reside in our
county, be allowed to BUY land and construct an INDIAN casino????

The negative impact of this casino to ALL residents of the City of Plymouth, all surrounding areas and
Amador County, as well as to the State of California, are enormous. The additional funding that will be
required for highway construction, police protection, utilities and pollution will be an unnecessary

strain on all concerned. And with no additional county, sales, or STATE taxes, who will end up picking
up the tab!!! :

Water in another huge concern throughout our county. The proposed casino estimates it will need a
minimum of 60,000 to 80,000 gallons per day. The majority of residents in the area depend on wells

for our water supply. Our wells are already going dry, without the enormous drain a casino would add
to the water table.

Along with the safety infrastructure, economic, water and traffic drains on the community will come air
and noise pollution. It will suffocate our current wine and tourism industry. The very rural character
that draws people to this area will be polluted and trashed—all so a few “newly found™ tribal members
and a company in Mississippi can get their “share of the American profit dream™.

This scenario is totally unnecessary. All you have to do is NOT SIGN A COMPACT with the [ONE
Band of Indians. Your decision might be clearer if you imagined that each casino compact you sign
would be built right next to your home.

17121 DeMartini R
Plymouth, CA 95669

CC: R A mador County Supervisor

Plymouth City Council
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Date: July 30, 2003 SlRlal mEn, v
AMARCR COUNTY. CA.

RE: PLEASE DON’T SIGN A CASINO COMPACT WITH THE IONE BAND

Dear Governor Davis,

This letter is to urge you to NOT sign a Compact with the Ione Band of Indians for a proposed
Indian casino in Amador County. We currently have one casino in Jackson, CA. and another
that YOU already approved in Buena Vista, CA. Both are less than 15 miles from cach other,
This wannabe “band” wants to put ANOTHER casino in PLYMOUTH, CA.

Our small rural county cannot handle the first casino, let alone two more. Our County’s
median income is already one of the lowest in the state. A casino will not add higher paying
Jobs to the community, nor bring extra income to the city, county or state via taxes. And there
is no way to accurately compute the financial drain to the community and state, even if the
Band agreed to pay it. They would just make a BIGGER CASINO to pay for bigger
contributions. Once they get approval, none of us have any say in what they do.

Whatever benefits Town of Plymouth or state of CA gain from Indian Gaming in NO WAY
compensates for the negative impact on surrounding communities. Nor does it appear to
create successful, well-balanced Native American community members.

The local, county and state infrastructure here would be severely taxed in every way
imaginable—water table drain, sewage & waste disposal, road upgrades, traffic lights, new
turning lanes & bypasses, police, fire & rescue. Additionally, our thriving local wine industry
(27 local wineries, all accessed through Plymouth) and local Plymouth restaurants and
businesses would be squeezed out of business by outrageous traffic and cut-rate casino food.

All this would result in the biggest negative impact of all — on our environment and way of life.
Please do not allow this to happen!

Sincerely,

’:;ZU— L LO LQQ.L)QT;’IQ

June Williams
17205 DeMartini Rd.
lymouth, CA 95669

CC: &M Bigs, Amador County Supervisor
Plymouth City Council
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Governor Gray Davis e g
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Date:  July 31, 2003

Dear Gavernor Davis,

This letter is to urge you to do everything in your power to disapprove the proposad Indian casino from being built
in Amador County. We currently have one in nearby Jackson, CA, and another approvad in Buena Vista, CA, both
less than 15 miles from each other, AND now ANOTHER proposed in PLYMOUTH, CAIH!

Qur small rural county cannot handle the first casino, let alone twe more! Jackson Rancheria is already doing a
$40 Million expansion to compete with other casinos in neighboring Sacramento, El Dorado, Yolo, Placer and San
Juaquin Counties. Jackson Rancheria—a dry casino—already negatively impacts Amador County mors than $1.0
Million annually. But they can't be made to cover that impact to the community because they are a sovreign
nation. So we taxpayers (your citizens) pick up the tab. ONE is ENOUGH!

No matter what they promise, and whatever benefits the state of CA gains from Indian Gaming in NO WAY
compensates for the negative impact on surrounding communities, not to mention the people who lose their money
there. Nor does it appear to create successful, well-balanced Native American community members.

California has more than enough Indian Casinos. Lst's think of another way to encourage fribal members’
participation in their communities rather than slowly blighting their surrounding neighbors. These people were not
sven part of a 'Band' prior to a few years ago. And, they don’t live anywhere near Plymouth!

I have lived in Plymouth, California, for 30 years and have never seen a worse idea for this fown. The traffic
increases will drive away other legitimate tourism. The huge water drain would severely tax our alrsady limited
water table. And the associated increass in crime and accidents will be mare than our community can deal with.

Please don't approve the lone Band's request for a casino in Plymouth (and many others in CA). The short term
cash offered by the out-of-state, slickly financed casino promoters who are backing this and other bands of Indians
will not be able to compensate for their overall impact and the degradation of our community. Think of the healthy
futures of all our children. Let's creats a batter legacy for California's future.

Sincarely,

s 00
fOLLW\,Q_ ! QN A
June Williams a Tﬂo
17205 DeMartini Rd.

Plymouth, CA 85669

CC:  Mario Biagi, Amador County Supsrvisor
Plymouth City Council
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Office of the Governor
State Capital
Sacramento, CA 95814

Date:  July 1, 2003 = ST
RE: PLEASE DON'T SIGN A CASINO COMPACT WITH THE IONE BAND

Dear Governor Davis,

This letter is to urge you to NOT sign a Compact with the lone Band of Indians for a proposed Indian casino in
Amador County. We currently have one casino in Jackson, CA, and another that YOU already approved in Buena

Vista, CA. Both are less than 15 miles from each other. This fiedgling ‘band’ wants to put ANOTHER casino in
PLYMOUTH, CA.

Our small rural county cannot handle the first casino, let alone two more! Jackson Rancheria is already expanding
to compete with other casinos in neighboring Sacramento, El Dorado, Yolo, Placer and San Juaquin Counties.
Jackson Rancheria—a dry casino—already negatively impacts Amador County more than $1 Million annually. But
they can't be made to cover that impact to the community because they are a soverign nation. So we taxpayers
pick up the tab. NO MORE CASINOS!

Our County's median income is already one of the lowest in the state. A casino will not add higher paying jobs to
the community, nor bring extra income fo the city, county or state via taxes. And there is no way to accurately
compute the financial drain to the community and state, even if the Band agreed to pay it,

Whatever benefits the state of CA gains from Indian Gaming in NO WAY compensates for the negative

impact on surrounding communities. Nor does it appear to create successful, well-balanced Native American
community members.

California has more than enough Indian Casinos, Don't sign another compact—especially in Amador County.
Let's think of another way to encourage tribal members’ participation in their communities rather than leeching off
of them and slowly blighting the surrounding area.

As registered Democratic voters, we have support you as our leader. But we won't continue to do so if you
approve of the lone Band of Indian's casino proposed for Plymouth, CA. These people were not even part of a
‘Band’ prior to 1994. Their status as “The lone Band® is challenged by an historic lone Band who already owns 40
acres in lone, CA. The pelitioning lone Band members mainly live Sacramento, 40 miles from Plymouth and have
secretly purchased options on private land for their casino!

Please don't approve this casino (and many others in CA) in order to show short term cash offered by the out-of-
state slickly financed casino promoters who are backing this and other bands of Indians. Think of the healthy
futures of our children. Let's create a better legacy for California’s future.

Sincerely,

e B
e Zoo k e
Susan G?Hartfe ‘

17121 DeMartini Rd.
Plymouth, CA 95669

ce: Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
Plymouth City Council



Governor Gray Davis

Office of the Governor
State Capital .
Sacramento, CA 85814 2933 s

Date: June 23,2003 ~

RE: OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED CASINO IN PLYMOUTH, CA

Dear Governor Davis,

This letler is to urge you to do everything in your power to disapprove the proposed Indian casino from being built
in Amadar County. We currently have one in Jackson, CA, and another approved in Buena Vista, CA, both less
than 18 miles from each other, AND now ANOTHER proposed in PLYMOUTH, CALlll

Our small rural county cannot handle the first casino, let alone two more! Jackson Rancheria is already expanding
to compete with other casinos in neighboring Sacramento, EI Dorado, Yolo, Placer and San Juaquin Counties,
Jackson Rancheria—a dry casino—already negatively impacts Amador County more than $1.0 Million annually.
But they can't be made to cover that impact to the community because they are a sovreign nation. So we
taxpayers (your citizens) pick up the tab. ONE is ENOUGH!

Whatever benefits the state of CA gains from Indian Gaming in NO WAY compensates for the negative impact on
surrounding communities, not to mention the people who lose their money there. Nor does it appear to create
successful, well-balanced Native American community members.

California has more than enough Indian Casinos, Let's think of another way to encourage tribal members'
participation in their communities rather than leeching off of them and slowly blighting their surrounding neighbors.

We are registered Democralic voters in the state of California. And we have voted for you and continued to
support you during these trying economic times. But we won’t be able to do so if you approve of the lone Band of

Indian's casino proposed for Plymouth, CA. These people were not even part of a ‘Band’ prior to a few years ago.
And, they don't live anywhere near Plymouth!

Please don't approve this casino (and many others in CA) in order to show short term cash offered by the out-of-
state slickly financed casino promoters who are backing this and other bands of Indians. Think of the healthy
futures of our children. Let's create a better legacy for California's future.

Sincerely,
L 7
i i~
L (_(_::,
Susan G. Hartje

17121 DeMartini Rd.
Plymouth, CA 95669

CC: Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
Plymouth City Coungil



(N Su"’ S R .
LL b L"’UJ D'C:‘:ﬁ’lcﬁ- I’D”"\'CL':.L

Ms. Gale Norton July 25, 2003
Secretary of Interior

U.S. Department ofthe Interior

1849 C Street NW

Washington DC 20240

Subject: The landless Ione Band of Miwok Indian’s claim that they are going to
buy land and develop an 120,000 square foot alcohol serving gambling
casino within and next to the City of Plymouth, California.

Dear Ms. Norton:

We were pleased to read that Federal Officials in Washington are now aware of
Indian Tribes attempts to develop offreservation casino sites. We understand that
Realtors in some counties are now including such information in disclosure packets
to prospective buyers of real estate. Unfortunately those of us who have already
built our homes in areas that are now being selected for casino sites and reservation

lands by various bands of Indian tribes will not have the advantage of such
information,

My wife and I are retired and we live adjacent to the town of Plymouth, California.
This area is a community blessed with many wonderful families, networks of dear
friends, and organizations that typically exist in lightly developed rural areas. Our
agrarian ranching quality of life is a special heritage. The legacy we wish to provide
our children, grandchildren and future generations is one free of an alcohol serving
gambling casino within our town. We feel such a government sponsored and
subsidized activity near our homes is inappropriate.

The Ione Band of Miwok Indians don’t own the land nor have any proven exclusive
connection to the area proposed for the Casino. Certainly another band of Miwok
Indians could dispute any such ancestral claim. The existing Jackson Rancheria

Indian Casino is located approximately 15 miles from Plymouth and is governed by
a separate band of Miwok Indians.

Disagreements place some of our local Miwok Indian people who do reside in
Amador County (The Traditional Band of Miwok Indians) against this other
landless group. According to the local Amador County newspaper, The Ledger
Dispatch , “the warring Bands of the Miwok Tribe apparently each have documents
that back their tribe’s legitimacy.” How membership and boundaries in these tribal
bands is established remains unclear. Government actions that created such a
horrible situation should be revisited; conflicts of interest should be exposed and the
issue should be made right. A meeting in Plymouth should be held by other than
the Federal Bureau of Indian Affairs to clarify tribal memberships and permit
questions from the public. I say this because there is a fear of mismanagement and
great distrust of the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs within this State.




Data, facts and experiences from experts, government officials, individuals and
various organizations were brought together for an informational meeting
conducted by and for the Plymouth City Council, on July 2,2003. The residents
from the Plymouth area were each given a brief and limited opportunity to speak to
this issue. The number of speakers in opposition were so many that they overran
the allotted time made available. The result at this public forum showed
overwhelming negative consequences and opposition to any casino proposal in
Plymouth.

We are requesting your leadership in the investigation of this entire proposal. We
also are looking forward to guidance you may present to the Governor of California
regarding opposition to any gaming compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians.

Thank you for this opportunity to convey the concerns shared by many citizens of
California who are opposed to and dismayed that reservation shopping by landless
bands of Indian tribes is being permitted by the Federal Government.

Sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Martin,
18090 Burke Dr.
Plymouth, California, 95669.

Ce: Gray Davis, Governor of California
Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator
Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senator
J. Dennis Hastert, Speaker United States House of Representatives
Doug Ose, U.S. Congressman ’
Amador County Board of Supervisors
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The Honorable Alan Nakanishi July 15, 2003

Assemblyman, 10th District
California Legislatyre

Dear Mr. Nakanishi:

We wish to thank you for your opposition to the Ione Band of Miwok Indian’s
proposal to place a alcohol serving gambling casino within our town of Plymouth.

We also wish to thank you for a copy of your letter to Governor Davis.

An informational meeting was conducted by and for the Plymouth City Council, on
July 2, 2003. The residents from the Plymouth area were each given a brief and
limited opportunity to speak. The number of speakers in opposition were so many
that they overran the allotted time made available. The result at this public forum
showed overwhelming negative consequences and opposition to any casino proposal

in Plymouth.

We welcome your leadership to oppose this casino proposal. We also are looking
forward to any guidance you may present to the Governor regarding the decision to

oppose a gaming compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians for a casino in the
Plymouth area.
Again thank you for acknewledging and acting on the wishes of your constituents in

Amador County.

Sincerely, !
; ; M
}/,(} : :T'Z,- { W%\ST %’Vﬂ_‘:‘

Kenneth Martin and Cyndi Martin

18090 Burke Dr.
Plymouth, California, 95669.

Cc: Honorable Gray Davis
Amador County Board of Supervisors

Plymouth City Council
United States Department of the Interior
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Mrs. Darlene Estey-Scanlon, Member, City Council of Plymouth é -2 -0
P.O. Box 429, Plymouth, Ca, 95669

Dear Mrs. Estey-Scanlon:

The proposal by the Ione Band of Miwoks for an Indian Gaming Casino in the City of

Plymouth will change forever the Plymouth Area impacting people within a radius of
several miles.

If this proposal is approved by the City Council the Gambling Casino will be the
Plymouth landmark defining the community where our homes are located. Property
will be taken off the tax rolls and your control no longer will exist, or at most be
limited, over issues affecting your quality of life. Also the City of Plymouth’s sphere of
influence for these casino lands will no longer be relevant as part of the City’s and
County’s General Planning process. Sovereignty is a strong word defined as “supreme
power over a body politic” and “freedom from external control”.

A common mantra from people hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us 1o do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created”; “We
will provide funds to help you solve local problems”. Unfortunately, many individuals
have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadly, those Ieft in the community will bear the
brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end jobs, and funds no
longer being provided to solve problems. To obtain their objectives, proponents will
sign MOU’s, or any other document that will allow them to infiltrate @ communiity.

Documents such as those are designed to expire, change, be subject to interpretation or
be outright ignored at some future date.

Well meaning elected officials are under considerable pressure to do what is right. Be
assured the City of Plymouth will never have the funds to pay for legal or other
consultant advice at a level maitching those financed by the proponents of a casino.

Proponents of this Gambling Facility have said “wait until the engineering studies are
completed”. These studies should have been completed before presenting the proposal
so the findings can be reviewed for clarity, accuracy and truth. From what we know
has happened through-out California I even question the necessity to have such
documents to become aware of all the problems created by existing Gambling Casinos.

We can learn from the people that have been through it elsewhere and suffered greatly
as a result of gambling being established in their comm unity.

A Casino isn’t attracting people to the area to spend money at our local businesses.
Their objective is to provide everything a client needs on-site; the money will flow

directly to the financial backers and a select privileged few, undercutting prices
charged by local business which would devastate the local community.
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The strain on City financial and administrative resources will be horrible. Do you
truly believe that our small community will receive all the money and resources to
make everything right over time?

My wife and I were attracted to this beautiful area and built our retirement home. We
JSrequently invite family, friends and business associates to Plymouth.. Some of these
people have invested money in the area and spend a considerable amount of money in
support of local businesses. The 49er travel park, Rory’s, the Pokerville market, the
aulto parts store, real estate office, gas stations, vet and the Plymouth hardware in town
all benefit from our referrals and patronage. Important to us are the local restaurants.

Had this proposed Plymouth Casino been in place we would not have bought land,
constructed our home or moved here. We have no desire to subsidize Gambling
Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the community. Also it would be sad that,
as grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of a Gambling Casino.

The overwhelming negative comments of people who live in the vicinity of existing
Casinos are clear. Seek them out, hear first hand the terrible impact on their lives.
Talk to members of City Councils and Board of Supervisors where casinos were
established. Hear what was promised and what was delivered. Find out how those
gambling facilities have affected nearby residents.

You were quoted in the Stockton Record as having said “Here we are, this little
community,(the casino developers) come in, hit us hard and in five years they’re out of
there and we’re left to survive”. Your instincts are right and you are in a powerful
position to say no to this casino. You cannot mitigate finite resources and quality of
life. Be proud of the legacy you will leave the families of Plymouth including our
children and grandchildren. This is a critical decision regarding future control of land
in Plymouth. Don’t squander your opportunity to make a difference. Please support a
resolution by the City Council to the Governor that opposes this Indian Gaming Casino
in Plymouth.

Respectfully yours,

K e T oty % I HoartTie_

Kenneth and Cyndi Martin
18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 5



Mr. Gary Colburn, Member, City Council of Plymouth lL-2 -3
P.O. Box 429, Plymouth, Ca, 95669

Dear Mr. Colburn: ~

The proposal by the Ione Band of Miwoks for an Indian Gaming Casino in the City of

Plymouth will change forever the Plymouth Area impacting people within a radius of
several miles.

If this proposal is approved by the City Council the Gambling Casino will be the
Plymouth landmark defining the community where our homes are located. Property
will be taken off the tax rolls and your control no longer will exist, or at most be
limited, over issues affecting your quality of life. Also the City of Plymouth’s sphere of
influence for these casino lands will no longer be relevant as part of the City’s and
County’s General Planning process. Sovereignty is a strong word defined as “supreme
power over a body politic” and “freedom from external control”.

A common mantra from people hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us to do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created 7 “We
will provide funds to help you solve local problems”. Unfortunately, many individuals
have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadly, those left in the community will bear the
brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end jobs, and funds no
longer being provided to solve problems. To obtain their objectives, proponents will
sign MOU’s, or any other document that will allow them to infiltrate a community.

Documents such as those are designed to expire, change, be subject to interpretation or
be outright ignored at some future date.

Well meaning elected officials are under considerable pressure to do what is right. Be
assured the City of Plymouth will never have the JSunds to pay for legal or other
consultant advice at a level matching those financed by the proponents of a casino.

Proponents of this Gambling F, acility have said “wait until the engineering studies are
completed”. These studies should have been completed before presenting the proposal
so the findings can be reviewed for clarity, accuracy and truth. From what we know
has happened through-out California I even question the necessity to have such
documents to become aware of all the problems created by existing Gambling Casinos.
We can learn from the people that have been through it elsewhere and suffered greatly
as a result of gambling being established in their community.

A Casino isn’t attracting people to the area to spend money at our local businesses.

Their objective is to provide everything a client needs on-site; the money will flow :-—5:

directly to the financial backers and a select privileged few, undercutting prizes~ . _

charged by local business which would devastate our local community. -§ = =
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The strain on City financial and administrative resources will be horrible. Do you
truly believe that our small community will receive all the money and resources to
make everything right over time?

My wife and I were attracted to this beautiful area and built our retirement home. We
Jrequendy invite family, friends and business associates to Plymouth.. Some of these
people have invested money in the area and spend a considerable amount of money in
support of local businesses. The 49er travel park, Rory’s, the Pokerville market, the
auto parls store, real estate office, gas stations, vet and the Plymouth hardware in town
all benefit from our referrals and patronage. Important to us are the local restaurants,

Had this proposed Plymouth Casino been in place we would not have bought land,
constructed our home or moved here. We have no desire to subsidize Gambling
Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the community. Also it would be sad that,
as grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of a Gambling Casino.

The overwhelming negative comments of people who live in the vicinity of existing
Casinos are clear. Seek them out, hear first hand the terrible impact on their lives.
Talk to members of City Councils and Board of Supervisors where casinos were
established. Hear what was promised and what was delivered. Find out how those
gambling facilities have affected nearby residents.

Council member Estey-Scanlon was quoted in the Stockton Record as having said
“Here we are, this little community,(the casino developers) come in, hit us hard and in
Jfive years they’re out of there and we’re left to survive”. Her instincts are right and
you are in a powerful position o say no to this casino. You cannot mitigate finite
resources and quality of life. Be proud of the legacy you will leave the families of
Plymouth including our children and grandchildren. This is a critical decision
regarding future control of land in Plymouth. Don’t squander your opportunity to
make a difference. Please support a resolution by the City Council to the Governor
that opposes this Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully yours,

Kenneth and Cyndi Martin
18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 5



Mr. Ryan Gillaspie, Member, City Council of Plymouth £-6C2—53
P.O. Box 429, Plymouth, Ca, 95669

Dear Mr. Gillaspie:

The proposal by the Ione Band of Miwoks Jor an Indian Gaming Casino in the City of
Plymouth will change forever the Plymouth Area impacting people within a radius of
several miles.

If this proposal is approved by the City Council the Gambling Casino will be the
Plymouth landmark defining the community where our homes are located. Property
will be taken off the tax rolls and your control no longer will exist, or at most be
limited, over issues affecting your quality of life. Also the City of Plymouth’s sphere of
influence for these casino lands will no longer be relevant as part of the City’s and
County’s General Planning process. Sovereignty is a strong word defined as “supreme
power over a body politic” and “freedom from external control”.

A common mantra from people hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us to do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created”; “We
will provide funds to help you solve local problems”. Unfortunately, many individuals
have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadly, those left in the community will bear the
brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end jobs, and funds no
longer being provided to solve problems. To obtain their objectives, proponents will
sign MOU?’s, or any other document that will allow them to infiltrate a community.
Documents such as those are designed to expire, change, be subject to interpretation or
be outright ignored at some future date.

Well meaning elected officials are under considerable pressure to do what is right, Be
assured the City of Plymouth will never have the JSunds to pay for legal or other
consultant advice at a level matching those Jfinanced by the proponents of a casino.

Proponents of this Gambling F acility have said “wait until the engineering studies are
completed”. These studies should have been completed before presenting the proposal
so the findings can be reviewed for clarity, accuracy and truth. From what we know
has happened through-out California I even question the necessity to have such
documents to become aware of all the problems created by existing Gambling Casinos.
We can learn from the people that have been through it elsewhere and suffered greatly
as a result of gambling being established in their community.

A Casino isn’t attracting people to the area to spend money at our local businesses.
Their objective is to provide everyth ing a client needs on-site; the money will flow

directly to the financial backers and a select privileged few, undercutting prgEes’_‘-.'
charged by local business which would devastate our local community. <
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The strain on City financial and administrative resources will be horrible. Do you
truly believe that our small community will receive all the money and resources to
make everything right over time?

My wife and I were attracted to this beautiful area and built our retirement home. We
frequently invite family, friends and business associates to Plymouth.. Some of these
people have invested money in the area and spend a considerable amount of money in
support of local businesses. The 49er travel park, Rory’s, the Pokerville market, the
auto parts store, real estate office, gas stations, vet and the Plymouth hardware in town
all benefit from our referrais and patronage. Important to us are the local restaurants.

Had this proposed Plymouth Casino been in place we would not have bought land,
constructed our home or moved here. We have no desire to subsidize Gambling
Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the community. Also it would be sad that,
as grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of a Gambling Casino.

The overwhelming negative comments of people who live in the vicinity of existing
Casinos are clear. Seek them out, hear first hand the terrible impact on their lives.
Talk to members of City Councils and Board of Supervisors where casinos were
established. Hear what was promised and what was delivered. Find out how those
gambling facilities have affected nearby residents.

Council member Estey-Scanlon was quoted in the Stockton Record as having said
“Here we are, this little community,(the casino developers) come in, hit us hard and in
Jfive years they’re out of there and we’re left to survive”. Her instincts are right and
you are in a powerful position to say no to this casino. You cannot mitigate finite
resources and quality of life. Be proud of the legacy you will leave the families of
Plymouth including our children and grandchildren. This is a critical decision
regarding future control of land in Plymouth. Don’t squander your opportunity to
make a difference. Please support a resolution by the City Council to the Governor
that opposes this Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully yours,

~+ 7
! . B, P
gy (T el st Wi tem
Kenneth and Cyndi Martin /

18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 5



M. Rich Martin, Vice Mayor, City Council of Plymouth L -2 -3
P.0. Box 429, Plymouth, Ca, 95669

-

Dear Vice Mayor Martin:

The proposal by the Jone Band of Miwoks JSor an Indian Gaming Casino in the City of

Plymouth will change forever the Plymouth Area impacting people within a radius of
several miles. :

If this proposal is approved by the City Council the Gambling Casino will be the
Plymouth landmark defining the community where our homes are located. Property
will be taken off the tax rolls and your control no longer will exist, or at most be
limited, over issues affecting your quality of life. Also the City of Plymouth’s sphere of
influence for these casino lands will no longer be relevant as part of the City’s and
County’s General Planning process. Sovereignty is a strong word defined as “supreme
power over a body politic” and “freedom from external control”.

A common mantra from peopie hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us to do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created”; “We
will provide funds to help you solve local problems”. Unfortunately, many individuals
have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadly, those left in the community will bear the
brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end jobs, and funds no

longer being provided to solve problems. To obtain their objectives, proponents will

sign MOU’s, or any other document that will allow them to infiltrate a community.

Documents such as those are designed to expire, change, be subject to interpretation or
be outright ignored at some future date.

Well meaning elected officials are under considerable pressure to do what is right. Be
assured the City of Plymouth will never have the Jfunds to pay for legal or other
consultant advice at a level matching those financed by the proponents of a casino.

Proponents of this Gambling F. acility have said “wait until the engineering studies are
completed”. These studies should have been completed before presenting the proposal
so the findings can be reviewed for clarity, accuracy and truth. From what we know
has happened through-out California I even question the necessity to have such
documents to become aware of all the problems created by existing Gambling Casinos.
We can learn from the people that have been through it elsewhere and suffered greatly
as a result of gambling being established in their community.

A Casino isn’t attracting people to the area to spend money at our local businesses.
Their objective is to provide everything a client needs on-site; the money will flow
directly to the financial backers and a select privileged few, undercutting prices =
charged by local business which would devastate the community.
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The strain on City financial and administrative resources will be horrible. Do you
truly believe that our small community will receive all the money and resources to
matke everything right over time?

My wife and I were attracted to this beautiful area and built our retirement home. We
Sfrequently invite family, friends and business associates to Plymouth.. Some of these
people have invested money in the area and spend a considerable amount of money in
support of local businesses. The 49er travel park, Rory’s, the Pokerville market, the
auto parts store, real estate office, gas stations, vet and the Plymouth hardware in town
all benefit from our referrals and patronage. Important to us are the local restaurants.

Had this proposed Plymouth Casino been in place we would not have bought land,
constructed our home or moved here. We have no desire to subsidize Gambling
Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the community. Also it would be sad that,
as grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of @ Gambling Casino.

The overwhelming negative comments of people who live in the vicinity of existing
Casinos are clear. Seek them out, hear first hand the terrible impact on their lives.
Talk to members of City Councils and Board of Supervisors where casinos were
established. Hear what was promised and what was delivered. Find out how those
gambling facilities have affected nearby residents.

Council member Estey-Scanlon was quoted in the Stockton Record as having said
“Here we are, this little community,(the casino developers) come in, hit us hard and in
Jive years they’re out of there and we’re left to survive”. Her instincts are right and
you are in a powerful position to say no to this casino. You cannot mitigate finite
resources and quality of life. Be proud of the legacy you will leave the families of
Plymouth including our children and grandchildren. This is a critical decision
regarding future control of land in Plymouth. Don’t squander your opportunity to
make a difference. Please support a resolution by the City Council to the Governor
that opposes this Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully yours,

[(,24.: el %/(a-_n:'ét:l_ Q/ o AN T

Kenneth and Cyndi Martin
18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 5



Mr. Shelby Beck, Mayor, City Council of Plymouth l—e2d ~o»
P.O. Box 429, Plymouth, Ca, 95669

-

Dear Mayor Beck:

The proposal by the Ione Band of Miwoks Jor an Indian Gaming Casino in the City of
Plymouth will change forever the Plymouth Area impacting people within a radius of

several miles.

If this proposal is approved by the City Council the Gambling Casino will be the
Plymouth landmark defining the community where our homes are located. Property
will be taken off the tax rolls and your control no longer will exist, or at most be
limited, over issues affecting your quality of life. Also the City of Plymouth’s sphere of
influence for these casino lands will no longer be relevant as part of the City’s and
County’s General Planning process. Sovereignty is a strong word defined as “supreme
power over a body politic” and “freedom from external control”.

A common mantra from people hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us to do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created”; “We
will provide funds to help you solve local problems”. Unfortunately, many individuals
have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadl , those left in the community will bear the
brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end jobs, and funds no
longer being provided to solve problems. To obtain their objectives, proponents will
sign MOU’s, or any other document that will allow them to infiltrate a community.
Documents such as those are designed to expire, change, be subject to interpretation or
be outright ignored at some future date.

Well meaning elected officials are under considerable pressure to do what is right. Be
assured the City of Plymouth will never have the funds to pay for legal or other
consultant advice at a level maiching those financed by the proponents of a casino.

Proponents of this Gambling F. acility have said “wait until the engineering studies are
completed”, These studies should have been completed before presenting the proposal
so the findings can be reviewed for clarity, accuracy and truth. From what we know
has happened through-out California I even question the necessity to have such
documents to become aware of all the problems created by existing Gambling Casinos.
We can learn from the people that have been through it elsewhere and suffered greatly
as a result of gambling being established in their community.

A Casino isn’t attracting people to the area to spend money at our local businesses.
Their objective is to provide everything a client needs on-site; the money will flow

directly to the financial backers and a select privileged few, undercutting prices =
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The strain on City financial and administrative resources will be horrible. Do you
truly believe that our small community will receive all the money and resources to
make everything right over time?

My wife and I were attracted to this beautiful area and built our retirement home. We
Jrequently invite family, friends and business associates to Plymouth.. Some of these
people have invested money in the area and spend a considerable amount of money in
support of local businesses. The 49er travel park, Rory’s, the Pokerville market, the
auto parts store, real estate office, gas stations, vet and the Plymouth hardware in town
all benefit from our referrals and patronage. Important to us are the local restaurants.

Had this proposed Plymouth Casino been in place we would not have bought land,
constructed our home or moved here. We have no desire to subsidize Gambling
Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the community. Also it would be sad that,
as grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of a Gambling Casino.

The overwhelming negative comments of people who live in the vicinity of existing
Casinos are clear. Seek them out, hear first hand the terrible impact on their lives.
Talk to members of City Councils and Board of Supervisors where casinos were
established. Hear what was promised and what was delivered. Find out how those
gambling facilities have affected nearby residents.

Council member Estey-Scanlon was quoted in the Stockton Record as having said
“Here we are, this little community,(the casino developers) come in, hit us hard and in
Jive years they’re out of there and we’re left to survive”. Her instincts are right and
You are in a powerful position to say no to this casino. You cannot mitigate finite
resources and quality of life. Be proud of the legacy you will leave the families of
Plymouth including our children and grandchildren. This is a critical decision
regarding future control of land in Plymouth. Don’t squander your opportunity to
make a difference. Please support a resolution by the City Council to the Governor
that opposes this Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully yours,

U egpy e TC~ Mt2a7To C’WL, A e
Kenneth and Cyndi Martin A
18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 5



C=p %: ../2'&({,‘(/*5

pe el ,".L.""

Governor Gray Davis IE0F 312 ERV] 2 6-14-03
State Capitol Building o 4
980 9th Street, Suite 100 3 N 18 Pm 1oy
Sacramento, CA 95814 _ R, 26 Y
Wittie bt el S

P AL AT wos . . "Ir“-'.'hs
Der Govemos Eavix AMADGR GounTy gy
This is a request that you oppose the creation of a project, which will establish an alcohol serving gambling
casino, within the smail rural town of Plymouth in Amador County. Please do not sign a Gaming Compact

with the lone Band of Miwok Indians for a Casino in the Plymouth area.

According to the 2000 census, the City of Plymouth is a small community with 980 residents,. My wife and
I reside in a rural subdivision called Burke Ranch adjacent to the City of Plymouth. To be consistent with
the Amador County Regional Plan for the City of Plymouth’s “sphere of influence™; the Plymouth City
Council directed staff to add Burke Ranch to the City of Plymouth’s General Plan as being within the City’s
“sphere of influence”.

You were sent a letter by the proponents of 2 Casino in Plymouth which told you that there is no opposition,
This is untrue. There is overwhelming opposition to such a facility in this small town. A survey, presented
to the City Council, was conducted of the residents by Plymouth Citizens that indicated 80% of Plymouth
residents were opposed and 20% were undecided. An additional survey conducted within the Burke Ranch
subdivision, also presented to the Council, indicated 97% of Burke Ranch residents were opposed to the
Casino and 3% were undecided.

The proponents claim that the lands, not yet acquired by the tribe or their out-of-state financial backers, are
considered ancestral land. This may be true of the Sierra Miwok Indians but there is no evidence that this
was the land of the Tone Band of Miwok Indians. The Jackson Band, or whatever other Band of Miwoks,
could certainly dispute such a claim. The disagreement in our area among the Indians; mother against son,
family against family, is sad. How membership and boundaries in these tribal bands is established remains
unclear. The government representatives actions that created such a horrible situation should be revisited
and this issue should be made right.

Our local elementary school, church, park, grocery market, auto parts store, hardware and gas station are all
next to or within a mile or so of this proposal. The proposed casino fronts historical Hwy. #49 which is the
main access within our town. This proposal will have a harsh and severe impact with very painful
consequences to this community. How do you mitigate the destruction of our existing quality of life? How
do you mitigate the hostility or pain that has already been created and which will be certain to follow this
project? Token efforts by the Casino proponents to address other issues becomes almost insignificant and
meaningless.

We pray for your protection from this proposal by the lone Band of Miwok Indians. Further we ask that
you refrain from signing 2 Gaming Compact with the Band.

Sincerely,

K ownsTl £, MarTi, - Mgz
Kenneth and Cyndi Martin
18090 Burke Dr.,

Plymouth, Ca. 95669.



Mr. Mario Biagi, Member of the Board %7\ (G, zoss
Amador County Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane,~Jackson, Ca. 95642
Re: Our Opposition to an Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth.

It is an incontrovertible fact that the proposal by the Ione Band of Miwoks for an
Indian Gaming Casino in Plymouth and adjacent to the City of Plymouth will change
Jforever the Plymouth Area. Not just the City but the entire area within a radius of
several miles. The question becomes will this change make our lives better or worse?

A common mantra from people hired to support this type of proposal is “Trust us to do
what is right”; “Agreements to mitigate will be signed”; “Jobs will be created”; “We
will provide funds to help you solve local probiems”. Unfortunately, many
sophisticated individuals have been taken in by this rhetoric. Sadly, those left in the
community, bear the brunt of unenforceable agreements, broken promises, dead-end
Jjobs, and funds no longer being provided to solve problems.

The additional financial strain on the County infrastructure such as water, law
enforcement, traffic and sewage will never be adequately mitigated. We have no desire
to subsidize Gambling Casinos and the type of lifestyle they draw to the commurity.

Local families that have resided in this area for generations have left a wonderful
legacy that we cherish and are thankful for. Their hard work and sacrifices should not
be destroyed by the impact of another Gambling Casino.

My wife and I were attracted te this beautiful area-and built our retirement home. We
spend a considerable amount of money in support of local businesses. Had this
proposed Plymouth Casino beern in place we would not have moved here.

Please talk-to people who-live in-the vicinity of existing Casinos. The overwhelming
negative comments are clear. Those who have moved to Amador County to get away
from Casino induced environments and urban lifestyles have much knowledge. Please
seek them out and listen to their experiences. Also.it would be sad that, as
grandparents, we could no longer provide our visiting grandchildren with an
experience free from the impact of @ Gambling Casino.

Please support a resolution by the Amador County Board of Supervisors to oppose this
Indian Gaming Casino in the Plymouth area.

Respectfully yours,

K%_am U o T cfé?m el g

Kenneth and Cyndi Martin
18090 Burke Dr., Plymouth Ca. 95669
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The Honorable Rico Oller July 17, 2003

Senator
California Legislature

Dear Mr. Oller;

My wife and I wish to thank you for your opposition to the Ione Band of Miwok
Indian’s proposal to place a alcohol serving gambling casine within our town of

Plymouth. We also wish to thank you for your letter to Governor Davis opposing
the Plymouth Casino.

Data, facts and experiences from experts, government officials, individuals and
various organizations were brought together for an informational meeting

conducted by and for the Plymouth City Council, on July 2, 2003. The residents
from the Plymouth area were each given a brief and limited opportunity to speak to

this issue. The number of speakers in opposition were so many that they overran
the allotted time made available. The result at this public forum showed
overwhelming negative consequences and opposition to amy casino proposal in

Plymouth.

We welcome and are thankful for your leadership, in addition to that of our other
elected officials, in opposition to this casino proposal. We also are looking forward
to any guidance you may present to the Governor regarding the decision to oppose a
gaming compact with the Jone Band of Miwok Indians for a casino within the town

of Plymouth.

Again thank you for acknowledging and acting on the wishes of your constituents in
Amador County.

Sincerely,
i Tl A ke AN G

Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Martin,

1
L

18090 Burke Dr.

Plymouth, California, 95669. > LSS

Cc: Honorable Gray Davis SN
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Amador County Board of Supervisors
United States Department of the Interior
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We are requesting your opposition to the Ione Band of Miwok Indian’s propesalito placeian alcohol
serving gambling casino along historic Highway #49 within the town of Plymouth, Ca. Our homes,
elementary school, church, park, grocery market, hardware store and gas station are all near this
proposal.

Dear Congressman Ose:

This is a community blessed with many wonderful families, networks of many friends, and fraternal
organizations that typically exist in rural areas. Our agrarian ranching quality of life is a special
heritage. The legacy we wish to provide our children, grandchildren and future generations is one
free of an Indian Gaming Casino within our town. We feel such a government sponsored activity
permitted near our homes is inappropriate.

The Ione Band of Miwok Indians don’t own the land nor have any proven exclusive connection to the
area proposed for the Casino. Certainly another band of Miwok Indians could dispute any such
ancestral claim. The Jackson Rancheria Indian Casino is located approximately 15 miles from
Plymouth and is governed by a separate band of Miwok Indians.

Disagreements place some of our local Miwok Indian people who do reside in Amador County (The
Traditional Band of Miwok Indians) against this other landless group. According to the local
Amador County newspaper, The Ledger Dispatch , “the warring Bands of the Miwok Tribe
apparently each have documents that back their tribe’s legitimacy.” How membership and
boundaries in these tribal bands is established remains unclear. Government actions that created
such a horrible situation should be revisited; conflicts of interest shouid be exposed and the issue
should be made right. A meeting in Plymouth should be held by other than the Federal Bureau of
Indian Affairs to clarify tribal membership and permit questions from the publie.

On July 2, 2003, data, facts and experiences from experts, local government officials, individuals and
various organizations were brought together for an informational meeting regarding the Indian
Gambling Casino. The residents within Plymouth were each given 2 brief and limited opportunity to
speak. The number of speakers in opposition were so many that they overran the allotted time made
available. The result at this public forum showed overwhelming negative consequences and
opposition to any casino proposal within Plymouth.

We are asking for your leadership, in addition to that of our other elected officials, in oppesition to
this casino proposal by a landless tribe. We also are looking forward to any guidance you may
present to the Governor of California regarding a decision to oppose a gaming compact with the
Ione Band of Miwok Indians for a casino in the Plymouth area.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs, Kenneth Martin,
18090 Burke Dr.

Plymouth, California, 95669.

Cc: Honorable Gray Davis
Amador County Board of Supervisors
Gale Norton, Secretary of the Interior
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Christine Price

From: "Christine Price"
<webmaster@bia.gov>

To:
Ce: <governor@goveMor,ca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2003 1:46 PM
Subject: Proposed Casino in Plymouth, CA

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs
Ladies and Gentlemen:
This e-mail is sent tc express my concems in regard to the proposed casino in Plymcuth, CA.

and tax payer of Amador County |
' term effects of such an o j ing on this community and
me of these effects are outlined as follows:

Negative environmental impact on water and sewer services, pollution/air quality, traffic impact, crime & strain
cn already overburdened law enforcement agencies and the legal system prosecuting cases relating to crimes
committed on casino property, decrease in property values, burden to a small school district which does not have

for its existing needs, the moral impact on the youth and family values as

the dollars to currently provide
gambling is presented as an acceptable life styie, etc

AMADOR COUNTY IS THE SMALLEST COUNTY IN CA.
HERIA, BUENA VISTA,
granted, would be too many

IN AN 8 MILE RADIUS OF EACH OTHER - JACKSON RANC
t this new casino, if
ncial data gathered in CA (printed in the Sacramento

PLYMOUTH. Official research and statistics already prove tha
casinos for Amador County to support per capita. Official fina
dy existing casinos in CA owe local and state

Bee) and current political investigation also shows that airea
agencies millions of dollars in unreimbursed funds.

In addition, the citizens of CA supported Proposition 1A so the tribes could keep what they had at the time, WE
DO NOT SUPPORT iINVESTORS FROM MISSISSIPPI AND ELSEWHERE TO ESTABLISH NEW CASINOS ON
"OFF RESERVATION" LAND. | emphasize, this is not a racial issue as some tribal members may perceive it to
be, the bottom line is that the majority of residents of Amador County do not want another gaming casino in this

under the guise of an Indian gaming casino or whether it be run by Caucasians,

county, whether it be run
Hispanic, Asians and/or other ethnic group(s).

Furthermore, the lone Band of Miwok casino propaosal is a blatant and self-serving scheme which will benefit
the tribe’s out-of state investors, who shamelessly assert lone Miwok sovereignty to the detriment of the very
citizens of the City of Plymouth that voted to support the economic self-reliance of tribal gaming.

spects of this proposed project. Do not be "dupped" by these out
/or local business is

Please do your homework and research all a
0 thinking that any Miwok tribe member, resident and

of state investors. Do not be lured int
g run from profits made by the casino. Do you think that these out of state
e but themselves? Please do not allow the lene band of

going to financially benefit in the lon
investors are geing to share their profits with anyon
ow the state to make a compact with this tribe.

Miwok to open a casina in this county. Do not all
Thank you. Christine Price, P.O. Box 144, Plymouth, CA. g =3
=
— T o ey
ce's.  Mayor and Plymouth City Council Members = e 9
City Administrator, Charles Gardner =0 B = AL e
Amador County Board of Supervisors = PY e 22
Mathew Franklin, Chairman lone Band of Miwok Tribal Council = 7 PR ey
' Governor Gray Davis B A e A
Senator Rico Oller S, Smesont
Assemblyman, Alan Nakanishi S6as e i)
or B e
' =

Congressman, Doug Ose
Acting Regional Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs
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TO: Walt Dimmers (facsimile: 245-3418)
Mario Bisgi  (facsimile: 257-0619)

FROM: Leecann Lans

DATE: July 17, 2003

SUBJECT: Final Letter to the Citizens of Plymouth

The final letter drafted by Jon Colburn and edited by Pat Henry is herewith as requested
this afternoon.

One notation: The words “This is NOT a done deal!” were added to the last paragraph on
page two subsequent to the last committee mecting (6/15/03). The addition was at the
suggestion of Mike O"Meara. In all other respects the letter follows the draft presented to
the commirtee at the meeting Tuesday night.

I will be delivering a final original to Jon at his home this evening within the hour.
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July 17, 2003

To the Gitizens of Plymouth;

in the naxt few weeks the City Council will be poiling the registered voiers of Flymouth to see If the malority
support or opposs the proposed Indian gambling casino, The Plymouth Council hae not been suoocessful in
getting the Indlans to provide a plan for the project, or haw they Intend to mitigate its impacis, They have
given the tribe 15 days to respond with their intentions detalling the project and thelr offer to offset its

Impacts,
WHAT TC EXPECT

1. We expect that in 16 days the tribe will come forth with a grand plan to get the voters to
sndorse their casino.

2 We expect to see the tribe to increase thelr lobbying efiorts on the govemor to sign & compact
with the tribe before the City makes a decision, or his recall slection. (Indian tribes are the
largest contributors to California campaign funds),

3. We expect that in the next few weeks you will receive a large amount of nformation both for
and against the casino.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1 Read all materials avallable to you, carefully seek out other information from existing casino
operations, talk lo others, and make the best-informed decision possile,

2, Respond to the Clty Questioner. It is important for them to know your opinlon.

3. Letyour opinion count by writing to the Govemnor, and to your State and Federal legislations.

SOME THINGS TO CONSIDER

1. Once the casino Is built t will become a sovereign nation. Nothing they agree i now will be
enforcaable (n the courts (communtties throughout the state have airsady seen this road
block.)

2. Even f this tribe says that they will give up partial sovereignty, it will be unenforceable unless it
I8 partof the govemor's new compact

3.

The Gavemor is trying o rewrite the standard compact. Itis in progress now. Under pressure
from countios and clties In Califomia the oompect is expected to contsin:

A. Al new gaming casinos must mitigate ail Impacts with local communities.

B. All new gaming casinos must give up partial sovereignty 80 agresments with
local communities will be anforceabls in the courts.

.82
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How does it change the Clty's bargaining pesition In the future ff they oppose cr support the
casino now?

A> Nothing they agree io now will be enforceable,

B. Ifthe state compact is changed as expectad, they must meet all impacts of the
local communities anyway.

I it true that the casino Is a done deal? Absolutely NO! After much research the supportsrs,
as well as the apposttion agrea, there are meny areas in which this casino might ba slopped.

Can we trust what the tribe is saying in trying o get cur support? At the inception of this
projact they spoke of housing on a portion of the reservation, tn a letter sant out by Mr.
Frankiin he states, "It will work to make our community a promising place where our young
people will stay, find jobs, start careers and raise families.” Two days later they distributed a
paper that sakd, “no Indians will be living on the deveiopment and they witl not be voting in
Plymouth® which Ia it, housing, or no houaing?

There are many impacts of this casino, but ane of the impacts hat cannot be mitigated s the
quality of sducation for our children. Whether the tribe's children or employee's chiidren, our
schoola can not handle the Increase without serlously Impacting the quallty of our chiidren's

education. This has been shown In other casino impacted school districts.

Eight weeks ago the City Attorney told the councll that the city could Influence the outsome of this project If
they moved swiftly because the clock Is running. Two weeks ago the county council of Yolo County sald

the same, if all effecled groups acted in unison,

This is NOT a done deal! We think it Is time for our
County.

Respectfully submitted,

Mike O'Meara
Berved as Mayor of Plymouth

Pat Shackleton
Served as Plymouth Clty Council Membar

ety council to act; and actin unison with the rest of the

Jon Colburn, Served on Plymouth City
Council & County Board of Supervisors

irene Cranford
Served as Plymouth Clty Council Member

.83



July 4, 2003

The Honorable Gray Davis
Governor of the State of California
State Capitol, First Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis,

I have lived in Amador County for over 30 years and am writing you today to ask you
to deny the gambling compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians.

The proposed casino is not a good thing for this rural community. The impact on
Highway 16 would be a disaster. There is considerable traffic on this road with the
daily commuters. The accidents increase yearly.

I am also concerned that the local businesses would suffer as a result of the casino.
The sewage and water systems are not adequate for this venture.

I have been to several meetings and have found that opposition to the project far
outweighs a few people in favor of it.

At the last meeting there was still confusion as to which group of Indians is indeed the
true Ione Band of Miwok Indians. There are two groups of Indians claiming to be the
true tribe.

California has too many casinos as it is. Amador County has 2 of them already. That
is about 2 too many!!!!

ecgﬁdly,

77 ;
Jo Sm:th
Jo Smith
24100 Upton Rd.
Plymouth, CA 95669
cc. Mario Biagi




Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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AMAGOR COUNTY ¢

I am writing to you to address oty concems over the proposed Indian Gaming Casino in
Plymouth.

Twould appreciate your assistancs in dealing with the impact issues that the Casino will
bring to the County of Amador. *

Iam very concerned and am requesting that in the course of reviewing and negotiating all
potential impacts on the issues such as water, sewer, trafiic, crime, environment, etc that
you also examine and make allowances for additional impacts to the people, homes and
properties in the surrounding area not mcorporated into the City of Plymouth, but directly

impacted by any decisions the City of Plymouth makes. (Burke Ranch, Willow Creek
area, et al)

In addition to the items of concern already listed [ am very ¢oncerned with the future
availability of the Ground Water we are dependent upon for the quality of our lives, and
the impact the proposed development and Casino will have on depleting the aquifer. My
concem remains despite any assurances that water usage will come from other sources.

Since ground water is an ares of unknown and with thie potential of no recourse on
damages [ am requesting specific wording to protect our homes and properties from the

impact the Development and Casino will have on our availability to use our natural
resources. ;

The Developers and subsequent Trustees need to be requested to pay for water supply and

conveyance as a contingency to the propertes in the swrrounding impacted area not

protected by any agreement with the City of Plymouth. I also request the burden of proof
“be placed on the Parties involved in any development agreements for any and all impacts.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

& .
’)Qlim,m f‘zb{vﬁﬂ, /f -
Henrietta Lubenko 4
P.0. Box 250 5
Plymouth, CA 95669

wh
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Plymouth City Council AMADCR COUNTY, gA.

City Hall
9426 Main Street
Plymouth, CA 95669 July 1, 2003

Dear Governor Davis and Plymouth City Council Members,

We are opposed to the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth. The casino would
have significant adverse impacts on the environment and our local economy.

The casino would increase traffic on Highway 16 and in the town of Plymouth.
Highway 16, without passing lanes, is already dangerous and heavily traveled.
The casino promoters suggest that the casino would increase traffic on the
highway by 7,000 car trips daily. Noise and air pollution from this volume of
traffic is a significant environmental impact to our rural community.
Widening the highway to accommodate additional traffic would Just further
increase noise and air pollution, and increase urban sprawl info our rural
county. The counties east of Sacramento already have high ozone levels due
to valley air pollution. :

Current water supply is not sufficient to support the casino. Additional
water that could be secured by the Amador Water Agency should not go
towards a development that does not support the quality of life in the area
or provide significant revenue back to the County.

A significant amount of wastewater would be generated from the casino. T+
is our understanding that the sewage treatment plant is at capacity and
could not handle the additional inflow.

The casino would burden Plymouth and Amador County with infrastructure

costs that they cannot afford. A casino, open 24 hours and serving liquor,
will most likely increase the need for City and County emergency services,

Despite reimbursements paid to the State Gaming Fund, Amador County



subsides Jackson Rancheria with thousands of dollars a year in emergency
services. .

Since casino visitors tend to visit only the casino they do not spend their
tourist dollars at local businesses. The casino will not benefit Plymouth
residents or businesses. It will more likely compete with current
restaurants, and detract from our quality of life.

We agree with the Amador County Board of Supervisors (Resolution No. 03-
236) in opposing the Tone Band of Miwok Indians Plymouth Casino. We
request that Governor Davis not sign a compact with the Ione Band
approving this casino and that the Plymouth City Council oppose the proposed
casino.

Sincerely, _
el an,

and Steven Doﬁs
31 Harris Court
Plymouth CA 95669

Cc: Supervisor Mario Biagi, Amador County
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EDMUND M. SCOTT
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Gray Davis

California State Governor
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

] - - . " o e
AHADCE GOUNTY, CA

Dear Governor Davis:

[ write to you as a concerned property owner in Amador County and as a
life long Democrat (in fact my father was appointed to the bench by Earl
Warren.) Iam writing to you to strongly disapprove of any casine in Plymouth.
The casino is being pushed not by local residents or even Indians. The casino is
being pushed by out of state gambling concerns. This casino threatens the
tranquility of Amador County as well as the safety of its residents. The area
around Plymouth was not designed to accommodate the amount of traffic which
this casino would generate. The pollution alone would ruin the County.

Water is a large problem in Amador County and this casino will not help.
In fact, allowing such a casino will have disastrous effect. The casino threatens
the viability of all wells in the area.

The County already has a casino. It does not need another one. The one
that it does have, the Jackson Rancheria, createsa one million dollar impact on
the County. The casino will definitely put the local merchants out of business.
Local merchants cannot compete with businesses that do not pay taxes, that do
not charge sales tax and are not required to pay Workers Compensation.

Further, another source of distress is the fact that the current casino
accounts for 25% of all felonies committed in Amador County.

This casino is being promoted by people who have no care or concern for
Amador or its residents. It is not unlike the energy crisis which besieged this

State some time ago. Do not allow this to happen again in Amador.

Very truly yours,
Edmund M. Scott

cc: Sen. Dianne Feinstein
cc: Sen. Barbara Boxer



City of Sutter creah

\ o oo o U .t
“Still Rich in Beauty” azTiET s g
R B U PR S G 1
AMaDG COURTY, CA Mayor Pro Tempore
Bill Hepworth
' Council Members
June 23, 2003 Pat Crosby
Timn Murphy
Gary Wooten
City Administrator
J. Robert Duke
The Honorable Gray Davis
Goveror of the State of California
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Opposition to a Compact for Casino Operations for the lone Band of Miwok
Indians — Plymouth, Amador County :

Dear Governor Davis:

The City of Sutter Creek joins the Amador County Board of Supervisers in its opposition
to the Jone Band of Indians’ proposal for a new casino in the City of Plymouth and the
adjacent unincorporated area of Amador County.

The tribe that is proposing to open this casino is planning to purchase approximately 300
acres of non-tribal owned property to establish this new gambling facility. This land is
not now and has never been Indian land. Approving a compact for this project would set
a dangerous precedent for construction of new gambling facilities virtally anywhers
within California.

The Sutter Creek City Council urges you to limit Indian casino gaming to Indian Trust
property and refuse proposals for compacts on non-tribal land. For the reasons stated
anove, please do not enter into a compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians for a
gambling facility in Plymouth.

Sincerely,

T ey

W. Brent Parsons
Mayor, City of Sutter Creek



Page 2

June 24, 2003 *
Governor Gray Davis

Opposition to this project is widespread throughout all constituencies in Amador
County, and we add our voice to that groundswell of outrage. When this matter crosses
your desk for action, please consider the wishes of more than 30,000 Amador County

residents rather than the economic benefit to a handful of Indians and their out-of-state
gambling partners.

Very truly yours,
Amador Winemakers Association

L

Dick Aberley,
7 President

cc: Mario Biagi
Amador County Supervisor, District 5
cc: John Doolittle

4™ Congressional District Representative
cc: Rico Oller

California State Senator

cc: Tim Leslie
California State Assembly

cc: Plymouth City Council

cc: U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs
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June 6, 2003

Honorable Gray Davis
California State Governor
Office of the Governor
Sacramento, CA. 95814

RE: Proposed Ione Band Off Reservation Casino in the City of Plymouth
And a Request for a public Policy Statement

Dear Governor Davis:

The Jone proposal is just one of the most recent off reservation proposals in California. Amador
County already has a large operational casino by the Jackson Rancheria, a second proposed casino by
the Buena Vista Band and now a third proposal by the Ione Band. This small rural county cannot
sustain the negative environmental or social impacts created by three tribal casinos. Significant
questions of saturation of the area for gambling need to be considered.

One of the most important components of the California Gambling Control Act of 1998 is the
consideration of location for gaming establishments. Neither citizens nor established gaming tribes in
their yes vote on Prop 1A anticipated “off reservation” gaming. Tribal leaders across California
continue to be approached by gaming investors from out of state that intend to push negotiate local
agreements with willing/threatened/desperate for money city/county jurisdictions in order to promote
off reservation casinos. California unlike other tribal gaming states is without a strong policy of “no
off Reservation Casinos”.

Tribes promoting gaming off reservation are outside of the scope of IGRA and have no right due to
require the Governor to negotiate in good faith for a compact. As for the off-reservation acquisition of
land, the tribe cannot take such land into trust without the concurrence of the Governor as specifically
required by Section 20(b)(1)(A) of IGRA. That is in the US Code at 25 Section 2719(b)(1)(A).

The Governor's concurrence is actually a right to veto -- and there is no standard of reasonableness or
good faith which goes with the right to veto. The law merely says that the Governor must concur — if
the Governor does not concur, then the land cannot go into trust for gaming. Oregon has a strongly
stated position that there will be no off-reservation casinos. The Siletz sued the Governor for refusing
to concur and the courts through the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals ruled with the Governor. The off
reservation casino is purely at the discretion of the Governor. The Governor’s refusal or even local
jurisdictions refusal to deal with the tribes for off reservation lands is not a matter they can litigate.
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United States Departinent of the Interior i mm—
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY o —,

Washingion, D.C. 20240 i .

: MAR 22 1934

The Honorable Nicholas-Villa, Jr.
Chisf, Ione Band of Miwok

P.O. Box 1152

Ione, California 85640

Dear Mr, villa,

-

I am writing regarding our meeting on October 28, 1983 and
subseguent discussions with Congressman Doolittle, In that meeting
I agreed to clarify the United States’ political felationship of
the Ione Bang of Miwok, as well ag Mr. Louis Bruce’s 1gy72 letter
Tegarding the tribe'sg political status and its historic land base.

Upon review of the matter, I am now realfirming the portion of
Commisszioner Bruce's letter which reads:

The Secretary also recognizes that obtaining a tribal
community land base for the lone Band is a part of hig policy
of Indian eelf-determination and cultural identification, #+#a
Federal recognition was evidently extended to the Ione Band of
Indians at the tipe that <¢he 1Ione 2lana Purchase wag
contemplated. =#% ;g the ‘Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1
therefore, hereby agree to accept by relinguishment of title
or gift the following deseribed parcel of land to be held in

trust for the Ione Band of Miwok Indians. (5ee Bruce letter
2ttached) '

AS Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs 1 hereby agree to accept
the parcel of land designated in the Bruce letter to be held in
trust as territory of the Triba. As I stateqd during the October
maeting, the Tribe will henceferth be included on <=he list of
"Indian Entities Recognized and Eligible to Recelve Services from
the United states Bureau of Indian Affairs," last published in the
Federal Register on October 21, 1993,

I am hereby directing the Bureau of Indian Affairs and specifically
the Sacramento Area Office to deal with the tribe accordingly. The
Bureau will maintain contact with the tribe to address the relevant
details, I extend MY personal congratulations and look forward to
working with you and Your pecple,

Cielo. & JOira

Ada E. Deer
Assistant Secretary - Indian Affaircs

Doz
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any authority either to [*4] act under those regulations or to disregard the fact that the regulations are the exclusive
mechanism by which Departmental officials may acknowlcdge Indian tribes. Appellant should Drescnt its argurnents in
connection with its petition fof acknowledgment under those regulations.

Thereforc, pursuant 1o the authority delegated to the Board of Indian Appeals by the Secretary of the Iaterier, 43 OFR
4.1, tus appeal is dockered, and the Sacramento Area Director's May 11, 1992, decisior is affirmed.

Anita Vogr, Administrative Judge

Kathryn A. Lynn, Chief Administrativa Judge
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addressed to Villa as "Chief, lone Band of Miwok." It appears that, at the ume the Assistant Secretary issued her letter,
the Band consisted of two groups, one headed by Villa and the other headed by Harold Bums, Sr. Thus, the fact |*3)
that the Assistant Secretary addressed her Jetter to Villa as "Chief” gave nise to questions as to whether she intended to
recognize only Villa's group or whether, possibly, she intended 1o recognize Villa as leader of the crrire Band. On July
14, 1994, end July 27, 1994, the Assistant Secretary 1ssued memorande addressing these and other questions, In her J uly
27, 1994, she made it clear that she intended to recognize "as one entiry the entire group of Indians associated with the
lands near the town [evidently Tone] i Amador County, California " In & September 15, 1994, letter 1o Villa, she srated:

The Department has not anointed you or Mr. Burris as the single leader of the lone Band and it has not recognized two
distinet ennutes. The BLA does recogmuze that the lone Band of Indians 1s deeply divided among political factions and 15
providing technical assistance in helping these factions overcome their differences.

Assistunt Secretary’s Sept 15, 1994, Letter at 1.

o4 Both constructions are refiected in the administrative rccord. It is not necessary, for purposes of this appeal, to
determine which copstruction is comrect, All parties sgree that, at the time of the svents at issue here, the Band was &
Federally recopnizad tribal entity. [*4)

Pursuant to instuctions in the Assistant Secretary's July 14, 1994, memorandum, the Ares Director and the
Supenntendent. Central California Agency, undertook to sponsor discussions between the Vills and Barris groups for
the purpose of develaping a preliminary membership roll and establishing an mterim governing body. Mectings were
beld on Scptember 30, October 14, and November 21, 1994, the last one chaired by a Federal mediator. However, the
TWo proups were unable to agree on either memberslup or leadershup.

When the groups had not reached agreement by September 1995, the Deputy Commussioner of Indiae Affairs
appointed Jerry Cordova, a BIA employee from BIA's Central Office, who was 2xperienced i tribal governypent
matters, to assist the groups S In a September 20, 1995, memorandum, the Deputy Cormmissioner outlined the steps
she believed should be raken by Cordova,

nS Cordova bad participated in the Sept 30, 1994, meeting and therefors had some familiarity with this dispute.

The first meering called by Cordova took place on October 18, 1995, The second meetng was scheduled for
November 7, 1995 On November 6, 1995, Villa mformed the Arca Dircctor that be was "cancelling” “5] ths
meehng on the advice of his aomey. Although Cordova and the Burris group appeared at the appointed place and time
on November 7, and Cordova informed Villa by telefax that he was still welcome to participate, Villa evidently did not
do so.

On December 20, 1995, Villa's group, by a vote of 13-0, removed him from his position of leadership and replaced
hina with Loren Hill BLA recognized the change in leadership of the group, thereafter called the "Hill group.”

By tus time, settlement of intemal Band disputes had become a goal m Tone Band of Miwok Indians v, Burmns, CIV S-
90-0993 LKK PAN (E.D. Cal.), a lawsuit filed in 1990. né The Assistant Urited States Anorney {AUSA) representing
the Federal defendants undertook to facilitate a settlement. n a February 25, 1996, letter to attorncys for the Burns
group, the Hill group, and Villa, she outlined a detailed proposal made by BLA for the sstablishment of an Enrcllment
Commirtse and an Election Board. The Burris and Hill groups agreed to the proposal, and sach selected its
fepreseniatyes to the Enrollment Committee and Elcetion Board. In az April 18, 1996, order based upon the apparent
agreement of the parties, Judge Nowinski (*6] approved the proposal and ordered that "no person shall seek to
influence the process of scttling tribal membership or wdentifying a tribal govemment except throvgh the above-
described proceedings. Apr. 18, 1996, Order at 2.

n6 This swt 1s described in the Findings and Recorminendation re Dismissal 1ssued on May 31, 1996, by Magstrate
Judge Peter A, Nowinski: :

"In 1990, a group of ten persons cailing themselves the Ione Band of Miwok Indians, including Nicholas Villa St. and
Nicholas Villa Jr. cormmenced this action claiming that about 40 acres in Amador Counry that the plamtffs and
defendants occupied is Indian Country. * * * The defendants * = *, including Harold E. Burris, crossclaimed and
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110 Ebea served as Chair of the Election Board, which also included two mentbers from the Hill group and two
members form the Burris grou. Even was to vote only in the case of a te. He was never required to vote.

all Villa was present at the beginuing of the May &, 1996, meeting but left soon thereafter, stating that e and his gToup
were "withdrawing from this process.” Tr. of May 8, 1996, Mecting at 68.

Working wath lists submitied by the two groups, and assisted by BIA staff, the Enrollment Comrmttee prepared a list
of individuals potentially sligible for membership in the Band. The list Was published in several local papers prior to
May 24, 1996, together with notice of a June 1, 1996, public meeting and a description of procecuras for appealing or
challeaging the inclusion or omission of persons fom the membership roll. With respect to membership criteriz, the
notice stated:

Tbe eniteria chosen by the Enroliment Committec and [*11] the Election board for membership in the Ione Band is
(1) linea] descendency from an individual listed on the 1915 Jone census or from one of the individually-named
plainaffs identified in the October 31, 1972, Tudgmeat entered 1 Villa v. Moffat. No. 8160 (Cal. Super. Ct. Amador
County) (1972 Judgment"), (2) possess Miwok blood and (3) consistent interastion with the tribe through cultural

coatacts with residents of the 40-acre tract that was the subject of the 1972 judgment,

Examples of acceptable documentation to establish Lincal descendency include bur are not limited 1o birth certificares,
death certificates, and roll numbers from gne of the Cahfornja Indian Judgement fund rolls maintained by the Burcau of
Indian Affairs. Acceprable documentation to establish interaction wath the tnbe will be writen verification of cultural
centacts by three (3) descendants of the 1915 census or someone listed on the 1972 judgement, each of whaom 1s 60
years of age or alder,

Atthe June 1, 1996, public mesting, the Enrollment Comumittec and the Election Board explained the procedures for
appeals and challenges concermng membership and the procedures for slection of the Interim Couneil. [*12] Questions
and comments were taken from those in anendance.

The Election Board met on June 29 and 30, 1996, to consider membership appeals. A further meeting was held on

August 23, 1996, for the Purposc of considering objections that had been mads to the exrollment procedures by counse]
for the Burris group, . ]

The Election Board held a public meeting on September 6, 1996, at which it described its bandling of membership
appeals and explained procadures for the upcoming electon. It also responded to & number of questions and comments
from those in attendance.

Tlie election took place on Septernber 28, 1996. Those elected to positions on the Interim Council were: Kathy
Ramey, Chaiwrperson; Matthew Franklin, Vice Chairperson; Lisa Pulskamp, Secretary; Karen Green, Treesurer; Johnnie
Jamerson, Member at Large; and William Franklin, Sr., Elder,

The Superintendent acknowledged the election results in aa October 8. 1996, lettzr to Ramey.

On December 11, 1996, counsel for the Burris Eroup wioie to the Area Dircctor, allcging that the Superintendsur Lad
failed to act oo u challenge rmade by Carol Benng nl2 o Bla's recognition of the election results. The Ares Director
responded by letter of January [*13] 31, 1997. He stated that boch the enrollment process and the election wers triba]
acticzs and that Ms. Boring should make her complawt to the Band. The Burris Appellants appealed the Ares Dircotor's
letter to the Beard. The Boarg received their notice of appeal on March 3, 1997,

al2 Carol Boring was a member of the Election Board.

[0 a document dated March 26, 1997, and received by the Board on March 3 1, 1997, Villa stated that he ineended 1o
2ppeal to the Board from the Area Dirsctor's January 31, 1997, letter and, stmultaneously, to appeal to the Arca Direcior
from the Supenntendent's October 8, 1996, letter to Rsmey. The Board accepted Villa's appeal from the Area Dirsclor's
Tanvary 31, 1997, latrer as umely, because the Area Director’s lerter had not provided appeal information (see 25 CF.R
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of Miwok Indians that the 30-100 appeal forms for the Jamerson family members bearing my signature were
misrepresented to me and | si@ed under pressure." The statemsnt signed by Elmer Moman reads:

I Ebuer Moman wash to mform the Membership Commuttee of the Ione Band of Miwolk Indians that it is suspecied by
many potential members of this Tribe that the appeal forms signed by mysc!f and two others for the Jamerson family
may have been obtained fraudulently and copies were made without cossideration for or consent of the involved parties

It should also be noted that I have ng personal knowledge of the Jamerscon family baving had conrinued [*18]
contact with the families of the Jone Band of Miwok Indians that I have maintained contact with aver the last 83 years of
my life

nlS Thus was the same atlorney who represents the Burris Appcllants m this appeal. The Board presumes that the
present Burns Appellants are leaders of the Bums group and do not necessarily constitute th= entire Burris group.

The AUSA referred the attorney's letter to the Election Board, which considered the complaints at its August 23, 1996,
meenng, After considerable discussion, the Board concluded that the slders' onginal signatures would stand. Ameng
other things, the Election Board members observed that the attormey's complaint was not made undl Jate in the
enrollmenvelsction process and that the elders' statements slleging pressure might themseives have resulted from
prossure.

The Bumns Appellants refer to the elders’ statements as "affidavits" and "declarstions.” The statements. bowever, were
not made under oath or under penelty of perjury. The Election Board members, while not speaking in legal terms,
clearly understood that the elders' later statements were not inherently any more cradible than were the starernents they
had [*19] made through their original signatures, Further, as the Ares Dircctor and the Intennm Council poiat out in
this appeal, both of the fater Stalements were vague and unsupported. :

Upen review of the ranscript of the Election Board's August 23, 1996, meeting, the Board finds that the Election
Board took the compilant seriously, gave it careful consideration. and made a reasoned decision,

Although the Burmis Appellants now object that appeal times were too short, the times were agreed to by th: Burris
Eroup’s representatives, Further, even tho ugh the agrecd-to procedures did not specifically provide for the considerstion
of complaiats such as the one submitted by counsel for the Burris group, the Election Board undertook to consider it
The fact that the Election Board rejected the complaint may easily be attributed o the inadequacy of the complaint itself,
for which the Bums group has only ttself to blame, rather than 1o any shortness of time or to any fault on the part of the
Election Board. The Board finds 20 reason fo fxult the Election Board's decision.

The Burnis Appellants next argue that the Burns group was depnved of fair representatior. on the Election Board.
They allege [*20] that they discovered in the summer of 1996 thar two of the group's representatives to the Election
Board. Randy Yonemura and Laura Yonemra, al6 had $witched allegiance 1o another group. They allege further thar
B1A "prohibited Burris Group's leadership and counsel to attend [sic] the [Election Board's) mestings, discouraged
Burris Group's representatives from fully disclosing the substance of their discussions, and wrongfully ignored Burris
Group's replacement of its defecting representatives on the [Elcction Board] " Burris Cpening Brief at 8.

016 The Burris group's primary representatives were Randy Yonemura and Carol Borin g Laura Yonemura served as an
aitcrnate

The Burns Appellants do pot support their allegatons. Of the record documents they cite in this part of their bnct,
only one even mentens the issue, That document is an Cetober 3, 1996, (i.c., post-=lection) lener from counsel for the
Burris group to the Deputy Regronal Solicitor, which makes a number of compleints and alleges, inter alia, that, when
te Burris group "attempred 1o teplace Randy Yonemura and Laura Yonemura, (BLA] and the [Election] Beard refused
10 ackmowledze the change " Oct. 3, 1596, [*21j Letter at2. Like the allegation made in this appeal, the alieganon in
the October 3, 1996, lemer was unsupported by any evidence, Further, in both compluints, the allegations are extemely
vague. For instance, both fail to inchude any 1iormaton regarding when the alleged replacernsnts were chosen, wha
th=y were, or when and how they were presented to BIA and/or the Election Board.
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The Board finds that, oven if Ramey was irutially 2 member of the Election Board, as indicated in the AUSA's March
8, 1996, letter, she was not a Rember on Septermnber 28, 1996, The Board therefore concludes that there was no necd for
Ramey 10 resign from the Election Board poior to runsung for ejective office.

In a related argument, the Burris Appcllants contead that the electon results were mvalid because they were not

- certified by the Election Board and/or because they were in conflict with a certification signed by Carol Boring on
October 15, 1996. [*26] Bonng stated in her certificanion that she was the sole remamng member of the Elcction
Board. She further stated that she believed that, under Election Board rules, Ramey, Green, Pulskamp, and Randy
Yonemura had been ineligible to run for office. Based upon aer interpretation of the rules, she certificd that those
el=cted to office were: Harold Burris, Chairperson; Matthew Franklin, Vice Chairperson; Jeanerte Innerrarity Secrerary.
Tracy Tnpp, Treasurer; Johnnie Jamerson, Member at Large: and William Franklin, Sr., Elder.

The Burris Appellants submit o declaration Som Carol Boring, in which she statss thar, on October 3, 1996, Dorson
Zunie asked her to sertify the election results. Because the Area Director does not deny Boring's statement, the Board
assumes, for purposes of this decision, that the staterment is accurate. The Board oberves, however, that Zunie's request
to Bering is not determinative of the question whether certification of the election was required @s a mamer of tribal law

Both the Area Director and the Interim Council contend that there was no requirement for certification of the elestion
o the rules esteblished for the September 28, 1996, clection. Further, [*27] the Area Director notes that BlAa
'epresentatives were present at the election, as well as at most of the preceding meedingy, and that there was 4 trmscript
of the ciection. Therefore, he contends, BLA bad sufficient docurnentation 1o rely upon it recognizing the results of the
election.

The Intertn Council also contends that Boring had no authority, on her own, 10 issue an interpretation of the Elsction
Board rule or to certify slection resules based upon her personal imferpretation of the rule.

As evident from the discussion above, Bonug's inierpretation of the Election Board rule is in conflict with the
interpretation of the majority of the Election Board members. It is also in conflict with the decisicn of the tribal voters to

The Burris Appcllants produce no evidence that certification of the election was required under the rules adoptad for
the September 28, 1996. election. The Board finds therefore that the Burris Appellants have failed to show that
cemficanon of the [“28] election was rcquired.

The Board further finds that the Burris Appellants’ allegations concerning the Sepiember 28, 1996, election provide no
basis for overtuming the Area Dirsctor's decisions.

Villa Appeal

The main premise of Villa's appeal is that the entire earollment/election process was unlawful because the Assistant
Secretary. in her March 22, 1994, lener, "confirmad the status of the Ioae Band of Miwok Indians as a tribe that WaS
alrzady recognized, that alrcady bad a defined population, and that already had a funcrional Zoverument organized under
a tribally-ratified ‘permanens' constitution." Villa Reply Brief] at 4. nl8 Vil'a's filingg indicate thet he belicv=s the
Assistant Secretary recogmzed him as the leader of the Band.

218 Villa filed two recly briefs, replying separately to the answer brefs filed by the Iaterim Council and the Area
Dureeter,

Villa ignores the fact thar the Assisiant Secretary, in her July 14 and July 27, 1994, memoranda to the Arsa Director
and her September 15, 1994, Tetter 1o Villa, made it clear that she had pot recognized Yilla s the leader of the Band and
that she considersd the preparation of o membership 1ol and the formasion [*29] of a tribal government to be t1asks
remaining to be accomplished. Thus, to the extent decisions were made not 10 recogaize Villa as the Band's leader, not
10 recogmize any existing tribal government, and not to Tecognize Villa's membership roll as controlling, those decisions
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The record shows that those who served on the Enroliment Commuirtee and Electon Board performed admurably It is
clear that those individuals, as well as the BIA employees who assisted them, took their responsibilities seriously,
putting in long hours and serving with the greater interests of the Band in mind. Given the deep rifis in the Band, it was
not an casy task to bring the [*33] enrollment/election process to completion.

Finally, the record shows that, despite the animosities of some members of the Band toward each other, there are 2
number of individuals, including those who were elected to office on September 28, 1996, who are committed to belping
the Band move forward. Thus, it clearly seems possible for the Band to suceeed in cstablishing 2 stable govemment,
with all the benefits that would acerue from that accomplishment. Appellants now have the oppertumty to join m that
pusiuve effort, The Board urges them {o do so,

Pursuant to the authonty delegated to the Board of Indian Appeals by the Sceretary of the Intzrior, 43 CF.R. § 4.1, the
Ares Director's January 3 1, 1997, and Jauuary 23, 1998, decisions are affirmed. n22

222 Arguments made by Appellants but not discussed in this decision have been considersd and rejseted
Anita Vogt, Administrative Judge

I concur: Kathryn A. Lynn, Cluef Administrative Judge
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The casino, which generates $100 million in revenue a year, has been under
the control of a group that said it took over in March because an elected
council ignored petitions for a recall election. Members said the tribe's
hereditary chief, Charles Old Bear, had appointed them.

Federal officials gave the tribe notice last month that it was in violation of
gaming rules. A deadline to return casino operations to the elected council
led by Alex Walker Jr. was missed.

Talks of splitting power between the tribal councils until a special election
could be held ended without a compromise.

Then last week, the lowa Department of Inspections and Appeals followed
with a warning that a gambling agreement, or compact, with the tribe would
dissolve unless the elected tribal council resumed control by June 5.

Now, state officials are monitoring the federal action, said department
Director Steve Young.

"NIGC's order of temporary closure is a separate and distinct action from
that taken by the Department of Inspections and Appeals, under the terms of
the compact," Young said in a statement.

The national commission's order on Tuesday said the casino must close
because the appointed tribal council's government violates federal law and
officials recognize only the elected council as the tribe's leaders. The
dissident group also refused to allow authorized tribal officials into the
casino and put the public at risk "by their forcible occupation of the gaming
operation and tribal offices," the order said.

The commission's order will be lifted if the appointed tribal council
surrenders power to the elected council. An attorney for the elected tribal
council said he didn't expect the other side to throw in the towel. Mark
Jarboe, a Washington, D.C., attorney who represents the elected council,
said federal regulators indicated the casino could be closed for months.

Federal judges will have authority to rule now that regulators have enforced
a federal law, said Jarboe. A federal judge refused to step into the fray last
month.

"This is a totally different claim," Jarboe said. "There isn't any question
about federal court jurisdiction."

The national commission has closed casinos in the past, but "in every case
I've been aware, it has been . . . casinos that have opened illegally," Jarboe
said.

The casino and hotel employs about 1,300 people and brings thousands of
visitors a year to the settlement. McCloskey said 4,100 people come
through the casino's doors every 24 hours.
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From: "schmit" <schmit@quiknet.com>
To: "“Cheryl Schmit" <schmit@mail2.quiknet.com>
Date: Tue, May 27, 2003 8:47 AM
Subject: Letter frdm Rico Oller opposing off reservation casino

Open letter to Governor Gray Davis
Friday, May 23, 2003

- State Senator Rico Oller

Dear Governor Davis:

| understand your office is in the process of negotiating a compact with
the lone Band of Miwok Indians to operate an Indian gambling casino near
Plymouth in Amador County.

Amador County frankly does not have the room or the resources to absorb
all the impacts of another casino. | write to respectfully ask that you
not approve a gambling compact with this tribe.

Amador County is a geographically small rural county and has a ‘
population of approximately 31,000 people. Plans to build another casino
in the lone area of Amador County were recently announced - this is in
addition to the proposed Plymouth casino and the already existing
Jackson Rancheria Casino.

While the lone proposal is presently on hold, even two casinos is
excessive for such a small county and three major casinos would
virtually destroy the quality of life in Amador County.

A Plymouth casino would be a mere fifteen minutes from the expanding and
very busy Jackson Casino. Plymouth lacks the basic infrastructure to
handle the traffic and commerce that a casino attracts.

First, Highway 48 in Plymouth is a twisty, two-lane road that is not
equipped to handle the traffic a large casino would generate. Second,
water resources in the Plymouth area are already strained. In fact,
Plymouth is presently under a building moratorium due to an inadequate
supply of water. Finally, a new casino will only add to the large costs
presently incurred by several county departments in'providing additional
services due to the impacts of these casino developments, including all
facets of law enforcement (sheriff, jail, district attorney, probation,
courts), public health, public works and roads, emergency medical
services and fire.

Furthermore, the increased traffic generated from such development
impacts the entire county, not just the specific casino sites.

As an additional matter, | understand that there is a membership dispute



June 16, 2003 i

Gray Davis . 73 UN2Y AM Y 39
Governor, State of California e
State CapltOI \- -.: :\_‘::-_.Ir. -.'.! l-!lll'.: IJ.‘;“;
Sacramento, CA 95814 AMABT 2 COUMT Y. A

Dear Governor Davis:

This letter is regarding our opposition to an Indian Casino in the town of
Plymouth, CA, in Amador County.

First of all, let me say we strongly resent the fact that the Indian tribe
communicated with you that there was no opposition to this casino. We only
found out about the casino after you were told this. That certainly sets a bad
standard of dealing with the Indians by their lying from the beginning. What can
we believe from them from now on?

This little gold country town, and for that matter, Amador county, with only 30-
35,000 county residents, will forever be changed by putting in this casino. There
is already one casino, another already passed, and now they want a third one?
This rural town and county cannot support the services that the casinos require
already. The town of Plymouth has a building moratorium because of lack of
water, yet a casino is to be built? Where will the water come from to support a
big casino? Will they pull all the water out of our aquifers so that our wells go
dry? What about the businesses in Plymouth? Are we to be swallowed up by a
casino because we are a small rural town? How will our 2-lane roads handle the
extra traffic and buses from all over northern California? How will we handle the

criminal element that is always associated with gambling in some form or
another? i

Please carefully consider these questions in your decision regarding this rural
area of Plymouth/Amador County. We don’t want another casino in this county.

incerely, : N
and Rebecta Cartwright

Cc: Mario Biagi, Amador Co. Board of Supervisors
Plymouth City Hall
Rico Oller, Senator, 1% District
Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4™ District
National Indian Gaming Commission, Greg Bergfield, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs - Sacramento
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Denise Moreno :

P.O. Box 493 (95 SN 19 PM 11 59

Plymouth, Ca. 95669
A UFituint SE8CERES
June 3, 2003 -AMADCR COUNTY, CA.

Dear Governor Davis,

I am a lifelong resident of the town Plymouth in the county of Amador in our beautiful
state of California. My children parents, grandparents, great grandparents and myself
have enjoyed a rural lifestyle in this community for years. We are growing in many areas
and continue to do so. This is a wonderful place to raise children, livestock and be part of
a small country area. We are a bedroom community that commutes to Sacramento daily.
We love our home and lifestyle so much that we are willing to drive hours a day to work.
Many people from the bay areas are also finding homes here because of the privacy, and
country beauty. We are the folks that sit on site councils for our local schools, fix
spaghetti by the gallons to raise money for areas of need in our community.

Indian gaming promoters are trying to acquire property and develop a gaming casino with
liquor privileges in our small town population of 500. We understand that many taxes and
laws do not apply to Indian tribes. This brings the question where is the benefit to our
small town? Impacts to our community arise. Our county supervisors have not
supported this venture, our schools cannot handle the overload of students that this would
bring, the crime and drugs that accompany such a business will ruin our town and create
problems that will change our town forever. We know that even if the city was
reimbursed for some of the utility changes needed we could not be assured that future
financial backing could be guaranteed.

Our county already has one casino operating at this time (Jackson Rancheria) with
approval of a second one in the near future. This is all within 12-14 miles of one another.

Amador County is known for our country atmosphere, wineries, daffodils, Italian
restaurants, antiques and small town charm.

My family and I ask you to take our views into consideration before granting Indian
Gaming in our small town of: PLYMOUTH.

Sincerely,
Denise & Benard Moreno
Ce: City of Plymouth
Amador County Supervisors
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Dear Mayor Beck and City Council Members of Plymouth: Bl OF StrEpaa
I'am writing this letter to explain my opposition to the proposed cgsipa itNPlymoftf] P 25
am sure that you have heard many of the arguments why a third casino is bad for Amador :
County. I would like to present a history lesson, remember history? It's'that thing thatiwe:
always asked the teacher why we had to bother with and when they aiswered sothatiwe CA.
could learn from it, our response was — look at history, people don’t learn. I am hoping
that you will be the exception.

I am 45 years old and lived in Santa Cruz County prior to moving here two year ago.
This is what happened to two cities in Santa Cruz County in my lifetime.

The first city is Santa Cruz itself. Santa Cruz allowed the University of California to
build a college in the early 1960’s. Prior to the college, Santa Cruz was a sleepy town
filled with families and mostly retirees, with summer tourist that came and went. The
residential population was small. Then came the university, it seemed like a good idea,
and an opportunity for local youth. However, what happened was a disaster for Santa
Cruz and has changed it forever. The population of the students was larger than the town
at that time, the regents of the college decided to take a very liberal stance with the
college, (you could not get BA in business, or even a teaching credential until the early
1990°s). As the residents started to lose control over local politics due to the large
student vote, they tried to make it so temporary residents such as students could not vote.
The courts ruled this was unconstitutional, that because students resided during the
school year in Santa Cruz, and used that as their mailing address, they had the right to
vote there. The end result is that you can not get a conservative on the City Council,
marijuana is passed out on the steps of City Hall, and a county about the size of Amador
has the 2 largest planning department in the state. All manufactures and business
except retail have closed down or relocated. )

The second city is Scotts Valley, located about 6 miles west of Santa Cruz, in Santa Cruz
County. Scotts Valley was a very rural town made up mostly of families. People my age
remember riding their ponies into town in the afternoon to get an ice-cream or snack at
the market that kept a hitching post for us to tie up to. Today it would be difficult to find
an empty lot in town. However, despite progress, today Scotts Valley is the most
desirable city to live in within the county. Why? When progress happened, homes were
built, all kinds. There are two all-age mobile home parks, two over 55 only aged mobile
home parks, expensive homes, expensive town-houses, low-income apartments, business
parks, (including Borland International, and Seagate), and several nice shopping
complexes. The schools are considered the best in the county, with waiting list of
children from other cities wanting to attend. The politics are middle of the road.

What is the difference change has brought to these two cities? Families bring diversity,
there is not one group with a single viewpoint controlling growth. I am not saying the
casino controllers are going to be liberal, or conservative. My point is that whatever their
viewpoint, or goals are, (outside of self profit, it is a business), they will be able to vote,
and therefore set policies for more than just their property. It would be unjust to current



Dear Governor Gray Davis:

I am writing you to hopefully gain your support in opposing the proposed purchase of
property in Amador County,(Speciﬁcally in the town of Plymouth) solely for the purpose
of building an Indian casino.

Amador County already has one casino, and another one has been approved. Both of
these casinos are on existing reservation land. However, the one being proposed in
Plymouth is not only not on existing Indian held land — the majority of the tribe
resides in Sacramento. This land is not being looked at to purchase for the tribe to build
a sense of belonging and community, it has been bought by outside interests from
Mississippi who have approached this tribe, (whose legality is being questioned), to build
a casino. The front of this property is Highway 49, and the only access in or out is the
highway, it would be hard to argue that this is prime residential property,

Amador County already incurs debt of $800,000 to $1,000,000 each year in support
services to the one currently operating casino. This money comes out our taxdollars, and
the Jackson Casino is a “dry” one. The already approved Buena Vista Casino is looking
to serve alcohol, and the proposed one in Plymouth has stated they definitely will be
serving alcohol. If we are already incurring extra expenses from the operating casino,
imagine what that will look like with the additional police, highway patrol, fire, and
social service support that the other casino operations are going to require. We can not
afford to hire more of these people now, with the increased traffic, drunk driving, and
accidents that are bound to occur, this County will soon become lawless, because we can
not respond to incidents timely. This fact will not be missed by the types of people who

are attracted to gambling, the nice ones will go somewhere “cleaner” and we will be left
with the dregs of society.

Aside from the social/economic issues, there is the environment. Amador already
receives air pollution from the Bay Area, and the Valley. The proposed casino states

themselves they expect 7,000 cars a day to drive to Plymouth, this is over ten times the
current population of Plymouth.

Then there is sight pollution. Plymouth is a very rural area, filled with older residents,
young families, cattle ranchers, horse breeders, and vineyards. There is still a lot of open
space, but this casino would take up the majority of that open space in the city of
Plymouth. Upon entering Plymouth we would see a bi 8, gaudy, complex, with neon
signs and a huge parking lot. Sewage treatment has been brought up as a problem to the

developers, and their response is that they will build their own. So will get to look at that
upon entering town too.

Where the water for this plant and the casino at large is going to come from is another
problem. The developers state there are five wells on the property now, while this is true,
they don’t produce even 7 gallons per minute each. The main reason this property has
not been developed yet is that there is not adequate water for families to maintain their
homes, or large business. The developers answer is that they will truck water in. This
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[ am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.

The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to lock at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.
Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.

Yyrud M
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[ am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.
The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.
[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold. '
Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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Dear bk LI
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because I do not want mvself, my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49, The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino plans to sell
alcohol. The mix of alcohol, someone who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,
or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone I know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing
this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador
County. You have the power to veto that danger. Please do so for me, and the other
young people of Amador,
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1 am against the proposed cas :
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49. T_hc proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into

already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the propose
gry because they just lost a lot of money,

alcohol. The mix of alcohol, someone who is an

or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone 1 know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing
this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador
County. You have the power 10 veto that danger. Please do so for me, and the other

young people of Amador.
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because I do not want myself my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49, The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino pians to sell
alcohol. The mix of alcohol, someone who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,
or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone I know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing

this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador

County. You have the power to veto that danger. Please do so for me, and the other
young people of Amador.,
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I am against the propased casino in Plymouth because I do not want myself, my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49. The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino plans to sell
alcohol. The mix of alcoh

ol, someone who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,

or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/famil

y/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone I know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing
this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador
County. You have the power to veto that dan

ger. Please do so for me, and the other
young people of Amador. 7z /:E,{ .
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county and the world at large,

[ have heard thar this casino says they will address the potential Sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewa

dor County, we already have one, and

¢ more than enough to satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.,
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.
The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.
[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.
Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed cn to us, and the future youth.
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I'am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected

by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic

will make our air quality
decline significantly,
The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose-

SO people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

I have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about poliution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.
Please de not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador Co

unty become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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I am against the Proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it wil] cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes

from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly,

The water this casino would need useg 4p one of the most precious résources in Amador

on one of the most visibje hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems Jike this would be more than enough 1o satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.

SOQ\ Peﬁr@(-g

Fegenat Wigh Studet

b 0 T 1 v
Al k)| f B

€€ 2 Wd TT M) i

SR F Rk
Rk b 5 B

VI ALINNGS “ogvmy

A0 Q4

PANRET S

any i



Dear ) uanes D A Deowis

I am against the proposed casino in Pl

ymouth because I do not want myself, my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Hi

ghway 16, or Highway 49. The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino plans to sell
alcohol. The mix of aleohol, someon

e who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,
or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads

such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay

truck/a tractor, ect.- someone I know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming

this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to
County. You have the power to veto that danger.
young people of Amador.
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Dear ~
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because I do not want myself, my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49. The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino plans to sell
alcohol. The mix of alcohol, somecne who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,
or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone [ know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing
this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador
County. You have the power to veto that dangsr. Please do so for me, and the other
young people of Amador.
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Dear /jcw‘_fng\_/ ,()M_j, /bwfs

I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because I do not want myself, my family,
or my best friend to die in an accident on Highway 16, or Highway 49. The proposed
casino is estimated to bring 7,000 cars a day into Plymouth on two lane highways that are
already heavily used by local traffic. On top of this, the proposed casino plans to sell
alcohol. The mix of alcohol, someone who is angry because they just lost a lot of money,
or someone who is elated because they won and the typical current user of these roads
such as: an elderly person/young people/family/person with a horse or stock trailer/hay
truck/a tractor, ect.- someone I know and love is eventually going to get killed because of
lack of good judgment on the part of a person leaving or coming to that casino. Allowing
this casino to be built would be bringing unnecessary danger to the residents of Amador
County. You have the power to veto that danger. Please do so for me, and the other

young people of Amador, 4 é / fﬂ (f’e’- ’ f-
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.

The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to

benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and

are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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I'am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our

environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.
The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to

benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

I have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly,
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon si gns,

gaudy
on one of the most visi

we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
ble hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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1 am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.
The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.
I have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no o
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.
Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer

needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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Dear ./’.-}.::u-&v it
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.

The water this casino would nee

d uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble

. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neo

n signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would b

e more than enough to satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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I am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it will cause to our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.

The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamble. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

I have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem by building their own treatment plant. So on top of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, we will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, ne one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, we already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.
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Dear .-JA £AEAT 1) _uf'j,\:_ ,,‘3.- BL‘,\.:-:'_&

1 am against the proposed casino in Plymouth because of the damage it wi_ll cause 1o our
environment. Amador County is already negatively affected by air pollution that comes
from the Bay Area and Valley area, increased local traffic will make our air quality
decline significantly.

The water this casino would need uses up one of the most precious resources in Amador
for a shallow and weak purpose- so people can gamb le. This water should be used to
benefit families, farms, and ranches, things that are producing products that benefit this
county and the world at large.

[ have heard that this casino says they will address the potential sewage treatment
problem: by building their own treatment plant. So on tOp of a bunch of ugly, gaudy
buildings, a huge parking lot, neon signs, We will get a sewage treatment plant to look at
on one of the most visible hills in Plymouth? Talk about pollution, no one in their right
mind would think this casino is going to be a pretty sight to behold.

Please do not allow this casino to be built in Amador County, We already have one, and
are building another, it seems like this would be more than enough to satisfy customer
needs. Don’t let Amador County become Nevada Jr., think of the legacy you are
allowing to be passed on to us, and the future youth.

AL pr'l 5If\ S“ru\en\'

)

Nitt S

i
40

Sy RY
g e

1

o

f'/?’-)dtf Ay 2 kg : R s
J’\- CJD C‘)(.(,.., Tl /77(;'11,741'_..4‘: ’;Z? (3.»’}"* a:-\-"f'tﬁ:&

an A LHNGD &
Jided

20 2 Wd 1

-

Iy ,i.'\!.



afr .I 'I'lﬂﬁflﬁ e “Preserving Our Past, Enriching Our Present, Building Our Future”

@ 33 Broadway, Jackson, California 856422301 + voice (209) 223-1646 » fax (209) 223-314]
JA@MS N E-mail: cinfo@ei.jackson.ca.us + Web site: http://ei.jackson.ca.us
CALIFORNMNIA

June 10, 2003

The Honorable Gray Davis
Governor of the State of California
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Opposition to a Compact for Casino Operations for the Tone Band of Miwok Indians
City of Plymouth, Amador County

Dear Governor Davis:

The purpose of this letter is to join the Amador County Board of Supervisors in its
opposition to the Ione Band of Miwok Indians’ proposal for a new casino in the City of Plymouth
and the adjacent unincorporated area of Amador County.

Unlike most other Indian casino operations in the state, this Tribe is proposing to purchase
approximately 300 acres of non-Tribal owned property to establish this new gambling facility. This
land is not now and has never been Indian land. Approving a compact for this project would set
dangerous precedent for construction of new gambling facilities virtually anywhere within California.

The City of Jackson already experiences additionat traffic and related casino impacts from
the Jackson Rancheria. The rural nature of Amador County’s roadway system is incompatible with
casino-generated traffic and the addition of another gambling facility within such a short distance of
the Jackson Rancheria would exacerbate this impact within our county.

The Jackson City Council urges you to limit Indian casino gaming to Indian Trust property
and refuse proposals for compacts on non-Tribal land. For the reasons stated above, please do not
enter into a compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians for a gambling facility in Plymouth.

Sincerely,

W%

e Taylor
Mayor

cc: Amador County Board of Supervisors
City of Plymouth
Jackson Rancheria 2
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June 8, 2003

Governor Gray Davis
State of California
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Reference: Proposed Casino in Plymouth, CA

Dear Governor Davis:

As supporters of your position on crime and punishment, we write this-letter asking you to oppose another
casino in Amador County, which has been proposed for the small community of Plymouth, CA.

Currently we have a casino in Jackson, CA and another one approved in the Buena Vista area. Our County
cannot support another facility and the impact on the County resources would be detrimental to our
community with the increased demand on emergency services and law enforcement.

Please oppose this casino!

Sincerely,

PO T
T.C. and Donna Sisney \

-

cc: Amador County Board of Supervisors
Plymouth City Hall
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Dear Governor Davis,

We are writing you to express our opposition to the proposed casino in Plymouth,
Amador County. Our reasons for opposing the casino are many, but those that are primary are
issues of traffic, safety, infrastructure costs, and water. As you know, Amador County is a small
rural county, and Hwy. 16, which serves the area, is a two lane road which, as the county
population inevitably increases, has reached its limit in terms of carrying capacity. We are both
faculty members at CSUS and commute on Hwy. 16 daily, and over the past years we have seen
significant increase in traffic. Growth is, of course, inevitable, and we accept that; but a casino
with 3000 parking spaces will inevitably bring in a dramatic increase of traffic which we do not
believe Hwy 16 can safely accommodate. Safety on the highway, as well as on Hwy 49, which
winds from Plymouth to Placerville will be compromised, and that problem will surely be
exacerbated by the sale of alcohol at the proposed casino.

?

Water is another of our significant concerns. Currently, hundreds of families living on
rural land around Plymouth and depending on wells and septic systems are suffering from
depleted water supplies. Last summer, one of the most common sights on any of our rural roads
was well-digging rigs at houses whose owners were putting in second wells as they saw their
water supplies dwindle, often to nothing. We are deeply concemed that a large casino will lead
to a further dwindling of water supplies in Plymouth and surrounding areas, and that water will
be contaminated by the considerable output of waste from a large casino.

In short, Amador County infrastructure can not accommodate this casino (and two
others). As the casino would not be subject to taxation, the county will have to absorb costs of
accidents and crime, the roads cannot accommodate the traffic, and the water supplies cannot
accommodate so large a facility. All of these concerns are paramount in our minds as we watch
our county work to meet the demands of inevitable (and not necessarily bad) growth. As
residents of a county we love, we ask that you not agree to put this Plymouth land in trust and
not sign a compact enabling this large casino in this very rural area.

Singeyely, / { :
%@,zﬁ Ll racee L Affi,!:_,_‘_____\
Linda Palmer and Ken DeBow

cc:  Plymouth City Council

“Supervisor Mario Biagi ™
Senator Rico Oller




E - |-f-._~u_* cmﬂg
15407 Muller Rq.

Plymouth, CA 95669

Qsco2-

.Hlnnulh...uw.ww.w..qﬂ..mmm.o.m...m—. :——___?—:::L:—-____ﬁ_ﬂ-:_n_—__m—:—:_::._::__LT_



Govemor Gray Davis

State Capitol Building

980 9 Street, Suite 1800
#83 Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Govemnor Davis:

Please read this letter through before either “round filing it”, or throwing it into your Out
basket.

One hundred three years ago, my late Father-In-Law was born on this ranch. Eighty One
years ago, my husband was also born here. Through the years, there has been much growth,
Shenandoah Valley and the wine industry as an example, and many other changes we have
learned to live with and accepted. The idea of looking down from our hill to an Indian Casino
and all it entails really goes beyond the pall. It is just plain unimagineable !

Thus is a delightful, peaceful, beautiful, neightborly community and the proposed casino
would be detrimental to a quiet, trusting way of life for many,

[t is not just a question of increased services, increased traffic, increased sewer and water
problems, but the decrease in taxes for a small community, loss of privacy, and, as with other
casinos, a rather unsavory element dependent on alcohol and drugs seem to follow casinos.

The Jackson Rancheria out of Jackson is in a sparsely populated region of large acreages
devoted to cattle and other livestock. The proposed Buena Vista Casino would also be ina low
density area, mainly devoted to agricultural. This third casino, (too many for such a small,
rural county) would be in, or close to the City of Plymouth, population about 700. We not only
do not need three casinos in Amador, but we certainly are not in favor of one in a fairly densely
populated area, but also on one of the busiest two-lane highways in the Mother Lode.

Please Governor Davis, before you even consider granting a gambling compact to the Mi-
Wuk tribe, take the time to drive East on Highway 16 to our area and see for yourself an area

that is rapidly becoming unique in this hustle-bustle world, including our very picturesque and
friendly Shenandoah Valley.

Respectfully,
(e PAVSE
lé‘&;‘f%'ﬂl‘w r‘;}—j‘i’ 5]
(Mrs. Frank P. DalPorto) N e 14—
= - e= g'. =
cc: Diane Feinstein, U.S. Senator E:i = = e
Barbara Boxer, U. S. Senator il o = l.
Doug Ose, U. S. Congressman, District 3 .
Rico Oller, Senator, 1** District S8 TERES
Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4thDistrict i L =
Mayor Selby Beck, Plymouth % v
Greg Bergfeld, Regional Director v

Dale Risling, Superintendent
Mario Biagi, Supervisor,District 5
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June 3, 2003

Governor Grey Davis
Office of the Governgr
State Capitol
Sacramento CA 95814

Dear Sir,

I am writing in regard to an Indian Gaming casino that a “landless tribe” is trying
to place adjacent to the city of Plymouth. As a life long citizen of the town, I am very
concerned about the repercussions that will take place. This casino would be completely
disruptive to the local community with increased and damaging ettects on tratfic,
automobile accidents, air quality, water, crime, and local businesses. l'am particularly
hothered by the fact that the proponents have reported to authorities that there is no
opposition when in fact at the first town meeting concerning the casino. which was not
widely publicized, the city hall could not hold the crowds which showed up to protest the
building of this casino.

Most of the citizens who are aware of the situation oppose the building of the
casino, and we ask that you Tepresent our voices in protecting our community and
preventing this casino from being placed in our town.

Sincg;t;ly,
. /1"' L}; /-;

( / [é’/ / AN
Carol Y. Moreno

PO Box 396
Plymouth, CA 95669



Pamela J. Howard Phone: 209-245-6038
3530 Taylor Road FAX: 209-245-6268
Plymouth, CA 95669 E-mail: phoward@cdepot. net
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June 6, 2003

Governor Gray Davis
California State Governor
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: The Proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth, California
Dear Governor Davis:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed casino in Plymouth to be
located a short distance from Plymouth Elementary School This casino would have a
devastating effect on our lifestyle. There is already one casino in our small county and it is
located less than twenty miles from the proposed site of the new Plymouth casino.

Sincerely,

cc. Plymouth City Council
Supervisor Mario Biagi
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AMADCA GOURTY, CA.
Honorable Gray Davis
Office of the Governor
State Capital

Sacramento, Calif. 95814

Re: lone Band of Miwok
Proposed Casino in Plymouth, Amador County

Dear Governor Davis:

The above tribe is proposing a gaming casino in Plymouth, California. They have sent their request to you.
In that request they have stated there has been no opposition. That is a false statement. Their letter was
sent to you before the government and residents of Amador County were informed about the proposal. I
object to this casino and there is strong opposition to it by the residents.

This county, per capita, cannot support another casino. There is already a large casino, the Jackson
Rancheria, in our county with yet another being worked on in the Buena Vista area. It is a tremendous
drain on the tax payers and I know you are already aware of the obvious impacts; water, sewer, traffic, loss
of property taxes, crime, over powering the politics of a very small city, school impacts, etc. There is also
the tourism- Plymouth brings in a lot of revenues from its vineyards and the “Motherlode Gold Country”
theme. That history would soon be lost.

The citizens supported Proposition 1A so the tribes could keep what they had at the time. We do not
support investors from Mississippi and elsewhere to establish new casinos.

There is also at issue the “true” tribal government. There is inner fighting going on as to who exactly the
Ione Band of Miwok’s are.

Please do not allow the Ione Bank of Miwok to open a casino in this county. Deny a state compact with
this tribe.

Amador County Tax Payer

e D -
William D. & Gaylene Lichty
15460 Vaira Ranch Road
Drytown, Calif. 95699

(209) 245-5388

c.c: Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
Plymouth City Council



June 3, 2003 FL

Supervisor Mario Biagi

Supervisor Fifih Distritt 63 JUN 3 AM 10 56
County of Amador

500 Argonaut Lane 1 FIOEAL RECORES
Jackson, California 95642-9534 AMACOR GOUNTY, CA
Dear Sir,

I.am writing in reference to current issues with the Indian Gaming in California. In a
state where gambling is prohibited, it is very contradictory to find 42 casinos in operation and
many more planned to open. This growing issue has recently landed on my front doorstep—I
have just learned that there are plans for an Indian casino to be built just a few blocks from my
house.

This is disturbing for several reasons. Plymouth is very small with a population of only
about 1,000 people, and the effects of this large casino would be absolutely devastating on the
small-town, country lifestyle that exists. The traffic that the proponents expect will clog the
nearby highways that are already burdened with commuters and tourists, as well as adding to the
needed upkeep of the roads. There is also the issue of pollution and failing air quality that will
result from increased exhaust outputs. Our town also has limited water, which will be adversely
affected with the launching of the casino. The Indians will also be able to build housing for its
employees, which would further impair water supplies as well as strain our srall local schools
that are already short on space and faculty. The casino will also hurt local businesses, particularly
the local wineries. Since the proponents plan to build right at thé entrance of town, the majority
of the incoming people is expected to make the casino their first and primary stop, and will be
deterred from giving their business to the smaller local establishments down the road. Yet
another issue, and the one [ find most disturbing, is the increase of crime rate that is unavoidable.
Up to this point Plymouth has had a sort of “Mayberry” feel, where the crime is minimal and
neighbors are friends. Citizens are not afraid if they forget to lock their doors at night, and do not
hesitate to let their children walk to the store alone. But this will change with amount of people
that will be passing through the area to visit the casino. The casino also plans to serve alcohol,
which has been shown to increase the number of arrests and car accidents in other areas under
similar conditions. The over all result of all these factors is the destruction of my town,

There is already one Indian casino just 20 minutes from Plymouth, and we already feel its
effects in the increased amount of traffic, crime, and automobile accidents in our county. We do
not need another casino that will further damage this quaint town. I am appealing to you to help
protect my community. Please do not allow the Indian casino in Plymouth.

Sincerely,
M %W”
Danelle Moreno

PO Box 396
Plymouth, CA 95669



June 5, 2003

Dear Governor Davis,

I am writing this letter with the hope that you, as our elected leader and as an
honorable man that iS interested in doing what is right for his constituents, will take a
stand against an insidious blight that is creeping over our land and threatens to destroy our
very way of life if it is allowed to continue unchecked. The threat to which I refer is the
recent rash of unregulated Indian gambling casinos being proposed for off reservation land
in California, and in particular, the one proposed for the Plymouth area by the “Ione
Band” of Miwok Indians and orchestrated by out of town profiteers known as the Ikon
Group, LLC from Mississippi.

This investment group and band of Indians are clearly trying to take advantage of well
intentioned government and state laws that were originally designed to help impoverished
and down trodden tribes to become economically self reliant. This is a clear case of a tribe
actually being formed with the express purpose of building a gambling casino for profit,
and our little town of Plymouth was targeted because it would be a profitable site and they
do not believe that we have the resources or gumption to oppose them. There are no
current members of this Indian tribe that has ever even lived in our town! They came
into our town, told us that it was “their aboriginal land,” they were going to build a casino
here, and that there was nothing that we could do to stop it. I have attended every town
hall meeting since this bomb shell was dropped and have seen a clear majority of attendees
in opposition to the casino (for obvious reasons: traffic, noise, crime, water, sewer,
etc.); and yet, they had the gall to send you a letter saying that there was no opposition to
them building a casino in Plymouth! That was an outright lie to you! There is no question
that the casino will have a negative impact on both Plymouth and the surrounding
communities! There are already two other casinos (one in full swing and the other in the
planing stages) within 15 miles of Plymouth. We do.not need another!!!

Many of us have followed the American dream by working hard, saving our money,
buying land and building our homes here only to see it threatened by the wolf in sheep’s
clothing....people whose only goal is to line their pockets with money from a highly
profitable scheme of questionable morality. Please let Californians know that you are
against the twisting of government laws for personal gain and put the lid back on this
Pandora’s box that has been so slyly opened, and that can potentially ruin California for its
hard working honest citizens. Do this by refusing to enter into a compact with the Tone
Band of Miwok Indians. Do this by opposing their attempts to put into trust lands around
and in Plymouth. Do this by vetoing off reservation land acquisition for Indian cas'mga
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June 10, 2003

Dear Supervisor Biagi,
Enclosed are copies of my letters to the Plymouth City Council. Again, thank you for all

the good work you are doing for our county and our opposition to the Plymouth casino!

Sincerely,)
i e - /
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June 10, 2003

Dear Councilwoman Estey-Scalon,

I am writing this Jetter to express my deep concern and opposition to the proposed
Indian gambling casino in Plymouth. I'm sure that by now you have done extensive
research into the background of Indian “Gaming” in California, and are therefore aware of
the multitude of problems that these facilities can cause in the communities where they are
erected. I am also sure that you see what a quagmire our community will be imbedded in
should this Pandora’s Box be allowed to be opened. I am not, however, convinced that

you realize that this is something that we can prevent.

The representatives of the Ione band of Miwok Indians have slyly put out the word that
there casino is imminent and that our only recourse is to sit down and bargain with them
to mitigate the inevitable impacts on our community now. The truth is that they need the
support of our community in order to make their case to the Governor. There are already

many existing problems that they face:
1. Their dispute for identity with the other Miwok tribe in Ione, and whether they are

in reality “homeless.”
2. This would be an “off reservation” Class ITI gambling facility which is in violation of

the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
3. There are already two other casinos within the immediate area---Jackson Rancheria

would not welcome the competition.
4. They would have the casino within a metropolitan area-Davis has already come out

in opposition to this.
5. They are not welcome by the vast majority of the community.

6. The county of Amadore has publicly opposed them.
7. Senator Oller publicly opposes them. And the fist goes on.

It would be easy for Governor Davis to deny entering into a compact with them for any
or all of these reasons. However, he would be much more likely to do this if you, as the
city council of Plymouth, backed the growing opposition of your city, the surrounding
communities, and the county, by publicly opposing the Casino and doing everything in
your power to stop it. It really would be folly to start into any negotiations with them at
this time since that would imply that you are not opposed to their plans in the first place.

Like it or not, your actions on this matter within the next few days, months, and even
years will be highly scrutinized by the people who elected you, those who live in the
surrounding communities and support Plymouth businesses, and the people of California. ~-
Lets make a shining example of Plymouth as the little town in the foothills that didn’t roll=
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June 10, 2003

Dear Vice-Mayor Martin,

I'am writing this Jetter to express my deep concern and opposition to the proposed
Indian gambling casino in Plymouth. I’m sure that by now you have done extensive
research into the background of Indian “Gaming” in California, and are therefore aware of
the multitude of problems that these facilities can cause in the communities where they are
erected. Iam also sure that you see what a quagmire our community will be imbedded in
should this Pandora’s Box be allowed to be opened. Iam not, however, convinced that

you reaiize that this is something that we can prevent.

The representatives of the Ione band of Miwok Indians have slyly put out the word that
there casino is imminent and that our only recourse is to sit down and bargain with them
to mitigate the inevitable impacts on our community now. The truth is that they need the
support of our community in order to make their case to the Governor. There are already

many existing problems that they face:

1. Their dispute for identity with the other Miwok tribe in Ione, and whether they are

in reality “homeless.”
2. This would be an “off reservation” Class ITI gambling facility which is in violation of

the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
3. There are already two other casinos within the immediate area---Jackson Rancheria

would not welcome the competition.
4. They would have the casino within a metropolitan area-Davis has already come out

in opposition to this.
5. They are not welcome by the vast majority of the community.,

6. The county of Amadore has publicly opposed them.
7. Senator Oller publicly opposes them. And the list goes on.

It would be easy for Governor Davis to deny entering into a compact with them for any
or all of these reasons. However, he would be much more likely to do this if you, as the
- city council of Plymouth, backed the growing opposition of your city, the surrounding
communities, and the county, by publicly opposing the Casino and doing everything in
your power to stop it. It really would be folly to start into any negotiations with them at
this time since that would imply that you are not opposed to their plans in the first place.

Like it or not, your actions on this matter within the next few days, months, and even
years will be highly scrutinized by the people who elected you, those who live in the
surrounding communities and support Plymouth businesses, and the people of California.
Lets make a shining example of Plymouth as the little town in the foothills that didn’t roll

over and ple/}y dead when the profiteers with slick lawyers came riding in to ruin it.
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June 10, 2003

Dear Mayor Beck,

I am writing this Jetter to express my deep concern and opposition to the proposed
Indian gambling casino in Plymouth. I'm sure that by now you have done extensive
research into the background of Indian “Gaming” in California, and are therefore aware of
the multitude of problems that these facilities can cause in the communities where they are
erected. I am also sure that you see what a quagmire our community will be imbedded in
should this Pandora’s Box be allowed to be opened. Iam not, however, convinced that

you realize that this is something that we can prevent.

The representatives of the Ione band of Miwok Indians have slyly put out the word that
there casino is imminent and that our only recourse is to sit down and bargain with them
to mitigate the inevitable impacts on our community now. The truth is that they need the
support of our community in order to make their case to the Governor. There are already

many existing problems that they face:
1. Their dispute for identity with the other Miwok tribe in Ione, and whether they are

in reality “homeless.”
2. This would be an “off reservation™ Class ITI gambling facility which is in violation of

the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
3. There are already two other casinos within the immediate area---Jackson Rancheria

.

would not welcome the competition.
4. They would have the casino within a metropolitan area-Davis has already come out

in opposition to this.
5. They are not welcome by the vast majority of the community.

6. The county of Amadore has publicly opposed them.
7. Senator Oller publicly opposes them. And the list goes on.

It would be easy for Governor Davis to deny entering into a compact with them for any
or all of these reasons. However, he would be much more likely to do this if you, as the
city council of Plymouth, backed the growing opposition of your city, the surrounding
communities, and the county, by publicly opposing the Casino and doing everything in
your power to stop it. It really would be folly to start into any negotiations with them at
this time since that would imply that you are not opposed to their plans in the first place.

Like it or not, your actions on this matter within the next few days, months, and even
years will be highly scrutinized by the people who elected you, those who live in the
surrounding communities and support Plymouth businesses, and the people of California.
Lets make a shining example of Plymouth as the little town in the foothills that didn’t roll
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June 10, 2003

Dear Councilman Gillaspie,

['am writing this Jetter to express my deep concern and opposition to the proposed
Indian gambling casino in Plymouth. I’'m sure that by now you have done extensive
research into the background of Indian “Gaming” in California, and are therefore aware of
the multitude of problems that these facilities can cause in the communities where they are
erected. Iam also sure that you see what a quagmire our community will be imbedded in
should this Pandora’s Box be allowed to be opened. I am not, however, convinced that

you realize that this is something that we can prevent.

The representatives of the Ione band of Miwok Indians have slyly put out the word that
there casino is imminent and that our only recourse is to sit down and bargain with them
to mitigate the inevitable 1mpacts on our community now. The truth is that they need the
‘support of our community in order to make their case to the Governor. There are already

many existing problems that they face:

1. Their dispute for identity with the other Miwok tribe in Ione, and whether they are

in reality “homeless.”
2. This would be an “off reservation” Class IT1 gambling facility which is in violation of

the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
3. There are already two other casinos within the immediate area---Jackson Rancheria

would not welcome the competition.
4. They would have the casino within a metropolitan area-Davis has already come out

in opposition to this.
5. They are not welcome by the vast majority of the commumty

6. The county of Amadore has publicly opposed them.
7. Senator Oller publicly opposes them. And the ist goes on.

It would be easy for Governor Davis to deny entering into a compact with them for any
or all of these reasons. However, he would be much more likely to do this if you, as the
city council of Plymouth, backed the growing opposition of your city, the surrounding
communities, and the county, by publicly opposing the Casino and doing everything in
your power to stop it. It really would be folly to start into any negotiations with them at
this time since that would imply that you are not opposed to their plans in the first place.

Like it or not, your actions on this matter within the next few days, months, and even

years will be highly scrutinized by the people who elected you, those who live in the
surrounding communities and support Plymouth businesses, and the people of California.
Lets make a shining example of Plymouth as the little town in the foothills t{;atdadrﬁ*rol

over and play dead when the profiteers with slick lawyers came riding in to’ mm A5
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June 10, 2003

Dear Councilman Colburn,

Iam writing this letter to express my deep concern and opposition to the proposed
Indian gambling casino in Plymouth. I'm sure that by now you have done extensive
research into the background of Indian “Gaming” in California, and are therefore aware of
the multitude of problems that these facilities can cause in the communities where they are
erected. I am also sure that you see what a quagmire our community will be imbedded in
should this Pandora’s Box be allowed to be opened. I am not, however, convinced that

you realize that this is something that we can prevent.
The representatives of the Ione band of Miwok Indians have slyly put out the word that
there casino is imminent and that our only recourse is to sit down and bargain with them

to mitigate the inevitable impacts on our community now. The truth is that they need the
support of our community in order to make their case to the Governor. There are already

many existing problems that they face:

1. Their dispute for identity with the other Miwok tribe in Ione, and whether they are
in reality “homeless.”
2. This would be an “off reservation” Class III gambling facility which is in violation of

the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act.
3. There are already two other casinos within the immediate area-—-Jackson Rancheria

would not welcome the competition.
4. They would have the casino within a metropolitan area-Davis has already come out

in opposition to this.
5. They are not welcome by the vast majority of the community.

6. The county of Amadore has publicly opposed them.
7. Senator Oller publicly opposes them. And the-list goes on

It would be easy for Governor Davis to deny entering into a compact with them for any
>

or all of these reasons. However, he would be much more likely to do this if you, as the

city council of Plymouth, backed the growing opposition of your city, the surrounding
communities, and the county, by publicly opposing the Casino and doing everything in

your power to stop it. It really would be folly to start into any negotiations with them at
this time since that would imply that you are not opposed to their plans in the first place.

Like it or not, your actions on this matter within the next few days, months, and even

years will be highly scrutinized by the people who elected you, those who live in the

surrounding communities and support Plymouth businesses, and the people of California.

Lets make a shining example of Plymouth as the little town in the foothills that didn’t r;ﬂ_l;

over and piay_ﬂiead when the proﬁtcers with slick lawyers came riding in to ru1ﬁ..1t~
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i CEFIUAL RECORDS |

, ' 54 : AMADOR CounTy

To the U.S. Department of Interior 1 % COUNTY, ca.

Bureau of Indian Affairs |
| =

I am writing to you to address my concérns over the proposed Indian Gaming Casino in

Plymouth. ' ' :

T would appreciate your assistance in dealing with the impact issues that the Casino will
bring to the County of Amador. 3 ‘
|
+ I am very concerned and am re:qucsting}:k that in the course of reviewing and negotiating all
potential impacts on the issues such as water, sewer, traffic, crime, environment, etc that
you also exarnine and make allowances for additional impacts to the people, homes and
properties in the surrounding area not incorporated into the City of Plymouth, but directly

impacted by any decisions the City of Plymouth makes. (Burke Ranch, Willow Creek
area, et al) ° 18

In addition to the items of concern already listed I am very concerned with the future
availability of the Ground Water we are dependent upon for the quality of our lives, and
the impact the propesed development and Casino will have on depleting the aquifer. My
concern remains despite any assurances'j. that water usage will come from other sources.

Since ground water is an area of unknown 2nd with the potential of no recourse on
damages T am requesting specific wording to '

. _impact the Development and Casino' will hias
. Tesources:

* e e A
P T e

protect our homes and properties from the

T

The Developers and subsequent Trustees need to be requested to pay for water supply and

conveyance as a contingenicy to the properties in the surrounding impacted area not
protected by any agreement with the City of Plymouth. I also request the burden of proof
be placed on the Parties involved in any development agreements for any and all impacts,

Thank you for your attention to this

.'"'.r\r‘i-ﬂ':(!‘l'\ 195, .
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AMADOR COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
AMADOR COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Resolution No. 02/2003-19
Re: Proposed Casino in Plymouth

WHEREAS, the proposed Plymouth gamblmcr casino would be located less than one mile
from Plymouth Elementary School; and,

WHEREAS, many of the streets and roads students use to go to and come from Plymouth
Elementary School do not have sidewalks; and

WHEREAS, the dramatic increase in traffic would present a significant danger to an area
that does not have stop lights or crossing guards for students;

WHEREAS, a significant increase in families moving to the area as casino employees
would likely result in a dramatic impact on educational services with restricted funding; and

WHEREAS, this increase would likely result in overcrowding at a school site that
already shares space with the Amador County Fairgrounds to meet the needs of the current
student population; and

WHEREAS, a number of new housing units that would accompany a casino would not be

subject to the developer fees that help offset the costs of needed additional classrooms; and

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Governing Board of Amador County Unified

School District and Amador County Office of Education opposes any plans to build the proposed
gambling casino due to serious safety and educational concerns

Approved this 28" day of May, 2003
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Barfy Franks, ACUSD/ACOE Board President
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Honorable Governor Gray Davis,
Office of the Governor

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis,

| am a resident of Amador County and | am writing to you today to ask you to
deny the gambling compact to the Band of Miwok Indians who wish to build an
Indian Casino in the small rural community of Plymouth California. The impact
on roads, water, sewage, and the quality of life to the area would be
insurmountable.

We already have two other Casinos in the County of only 30,000 people. The
cost to the County is great and would be a burden. The new Casino would be 15
miles from the existing Jackson Rancheria Casino.

| hope that you will deny the gambling compact.

Respectfully,

Roseann(aCarty

840 Argonaut Dnve
Jackson, CA 95642

Cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor, District 1
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AMADOR CAIINTY a4
June 2, 2003 ADOR COUNTY, CA.

Governor Davis

Office of the Governor
State Capital
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

We are aware that your office is in the process of negotiating a compact with the Ione Band of
Miwok Indians to operate an Indian gambling casino in Plymouth in Amador County.

Plymouth, as well as Amador County does not have the resources to accommodate such a large
facility. The water availability to the county is now limited. The roads to and from Plymouth
are small two lane highways, not capable of absorbing anymore traffic. With the current
casino, Jackson Rancheria, the possibility of another one to be built in Ione, and the proposed
Plymouth Casino, this small rural county would not have the community resources to take care
of fire or emergency needs.

We write to respectfully ask that you do not approve a gambling compact with this tribe.

Sincerely,

Lorin S. Jones
Michelle L. Jones
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June 2, 2003

Plymouth City Council
Darlene Estey

Selby Beck

Rich Martin

Ryan Gillespy

Gary Colburn

PO Box 429
Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Ms. Estey, Mr. Beck, Mr. Rich, Mr. Gillespy, Mr. Colburn;

We are aware that the lone Band of Miwok Indians wants to operate an Indian gambling
casino in Plymouth in Amador County.

As residents in this city, we are opposed to this Casino being built. We currently have the
Jackson Rancheria in this small county and feel that the possibly of two more Casinos would be
an over kill. Our roads and community services would not have the resources to deal with such
a big operation. We are concerned with the quality of life and feel that this casino would create
more problems for all the residents in the surrounding area.

We write to respectfully ask that you do not approve a gambling compact with this tribe.

Sincerely,

Lorin S. Jones
Michelle L. Jones



Ernie and Suzanne Mauck May 30, 2003
17695 East Overlook Court
Plymouth, CA 93669-0457

Honorable Govemnor Gray Davis B0 OF SUP

VISR
Office of the Governor - I A
State Capitol Building 3 SN 3 AM 11 05
980 Oth Street, Suite 1800 L e O
AMADCR GCOUNTY, CA.

Dear Governor Davis:

Out of state developers have purchased land adjacent to the small City of Plymouth in Amador County. The
intent is to

1. “Revive” a tribal population that chose to disband many years ago,

2. Have the tribal population create Indian Trust land on the acquired property through the Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA), and
3. Establish a gambling casino.

How can anyone encourage a gambling casino adjacent to a small town?

The casino would be situated within 2 miles of the elementary school.

Alcohol is predicted to be available at the casino.

The limited infrastructure would not allow the surrounding area to cope with the mmpact of local traffic,
noise, water and sewer treatment.

e Amador County already provides police protection for the existing gambling casino, Jackson Rancheria,
in the Jackson area.

o Because the “revived” tribal population is equal to (or more) than the towns population, the livelihood of
the small town would be underminded by a gambling casino operation.

Where is the equity? The State of California has been more accomodating to gambling casinos operating on

Indian Trust land than any other state in the nation. The precedence that has been set is an injustice to all
California residences.

PLEASE do not allow the land acquired in Plymouth to become entrusted Federal lands through the BIA!. The
small City of Plymouth could not cope with the additional stress and impact of a gambling casino.

Your compassion on this issue is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely, &
KMo~ ek
Ermest B. Mauck, Jr. Suzanne Mauck

ce: Supervisor Mario Biagi
Supervisor Fifth District
County of Amador
500 Argonaut Lane
. Jackson, CA 95642

Plymouth City Council
City of Plymouth

P.O. Box 429
Plymouth, CA 95669
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M,
Re: Ione Band of Miwok Prongghd?égylnd,CA
in Plymouth, Amador County

Dear Sir,

The above tribe is proposing a2 gamimg Casino in Plymouth,
California. In that request they have stated there has been
no opposition.

I am writing to you today to inform you of a water shortage
that existed a few years ago. I served on a esommittee with
the Amador County Grand Jury investigating a water shortage
eomplaint from a Plymouth resident. At that time there was
barely enougzh fresh water to serve the community and the
annual County Fair.

How in the world eould this Casino be provided with water for
thousands of visitors to the eommumity year after year?

Our small County has a Jackson Rancheria Casimo and Hotel
which is eausing traffie problems.

I hope you will imvestigate PlymoutRk's water shortage before
approving any eonstruetiom of another Casino ir Amador
Couaty. Besides, one is enough.

Amador County tax payer

James L. Gouze

?(wwooz? x"/ﬁ-g&

CC: Mario Biagi,Amador County

ne Grove,
(209)223-1 343 Jaeckson, CA 95642
CC: Plymouth City Couneil
J.L.G/ELG Plymouth City Hall
Ql26 Main

Plymouth, CA 95669



May 29, 2003

The Honorable Gray Davis
Governor of the State of California
State Capitol, First Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

We were born in Amador County over 80 years ago, and have watched our County
grow and change. The one change we are not willing to accept is the proposed
Indian Gambling Casino.

The traffic on Highway 16, the water system, the sewage system and the quality of
life would be severely impacted.

Plymouth is a very small rural community that cannot support this casino. Amador
County cannot support three casinos.

We urge you to refuse a gambling compact with the Ione Band of Miwok Indians for

the purpose of building a casino here. We understand that the proposed site is not
Tribal land.

Respectfully,

Dena D’Agostini
p@ Al G }‘:—/Q/\’j C;./—‘a/:&-v“__:
Michele D’ Agostini

Drnchshs D oLl
Mr. And Mrs. M. D’Agostini |

12210 Stiener Road
Plymouth, Ca 95669

Ce: Mario Biagi
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To: Gov. Gray Davis , <t An 1017
From: Donald James Finch A‘f" AL ARG o
Date: 05/18/03 AMADOR coumry o

) . ), []9..' ™ A . .
Re: Proposed building of an Indian Gambling Casino in the town of Plymotuth, California
95669

Gov. Davis:

Sir, today [05/18/03] I attended a meeting at our town hall here in Plymouth, California, a
meeting that occurs about every two months. Our district supervisor was present today at
the meeting with a report that a proposal to build an Indian Gambling Casino was in the
works to begin. Sir, I, along with others from our community are opposed to this Casino
for several reasons beginning with the following;

TRAFFIC, The estimates of the casino promoters themselves are that 7,000 car trips daily
would occur. Realistically, vehicle trips through town, every day of every week, would
equate to ten times the total population of Plymouth. Next would be our WATER, supply,
a finite resource we all depend upon. Proponents of casino projects in this part of
California are estimating usage of 60,000 to 80,000 gallons per day, minimum, with
offers to truck in this quantity if it is not readily available. Trucking water into town adds
significantly to local, daily, casino traffic estimates, and at the same time depletes a most
important resource of the State- all for the benefit of an unwanted casino.

SEWAGE, The usage of 60,000 to 80,000 gallons of water daily, on its face,
demonstrates the enormous quantity of wastewater created and the overburdening of our
sewer system [already at capacity] that would occur. Wells could be contaminated, or
wells could be run dry, or BOTH. Next would be POLLUTION- air quality can only be
degraded by the horrific volume of traffic anticipated. Pollution also includes noise
levels, water quality, your view of the night be surrounded by neon signs, nor did we
move to Plymouth to endure bumper-to-bumper traffic through our town 24 hours a day,
7 days a week. We did not choose to reside in Plymouth to be close to noisy concert or
arena events. Rather, we chose a peaceful City, a small town to raise our children, to
know our neighbors, to enjoy quiet evenings, and the other innumerable benefits offered
by the rural ambiance we have and wish to have remain.

ECONOMIC: Both our City and our county would suffer irreparable financial burdens.
Our City cannot afford the financial burden of increased demand on emergency services
created by the daily volume of patrons to a casino. Our County cannot afford the financial
burden of further increasing the demand on emergency services; our County is already
overburdened by one casino; our County will be further overburdened by its second
casino, already approved but not yet constructed. Our City merchants cannot compete
with businesses that do not pay taxes and do not charge sales taxes. The resulting failures
of local businesses add financial burdens to our citizens, to our City and to our County.



QUALITY OF LIFE: Casino promoters will own our City. A small amount of money
paid to our City to “pffset” any impacts may sound rational, But a Casino in Plymouth
will change our way of life forever. No money is worth the safety of our children walking
the streets safely, or neighbors enjoying the company of each other in the quiet safety of
this beautiful community. Sir, I am originally from Santa Cruz, California. I watched this
small town give way to promoters, Silicon Valley, and a host of others bent on financial
self gain which eventually destroyed this quiet little town and made it the growing
metropolis it is now. Please Gov. Davis, don’t let this happen again in my life, please let
my children enjoy the safety of our city.

Sincerely yours, Donald James Finch



Amador County Republican Central Committee

Chairman: Jim Rooney
Vice Chair: Rena Bertolero
Secretary: Steve Hauser
Treasurer: Lois McDonald

Date: May 8, 2003
To: Amador County Board of Supervisors
From: The Amador County Republican Central Committee
At the regular meeting of the Amador County Republican Central

Committee a motion was made and passed to oppose the construction and
operation of an Indian gaming casino in Plymouth, CA.

Respectfully submitted

w4
Jim Booney,

Chairman




May 19, 2003

Supervisor Mario Biagi
Supervisor Fifth District
County of Amador

500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA. 95642-9534

Dear Supervisor Biagi:

Thank you for attending the informative meeting in regard to the Casino that has been proposed
for the Plymouth Area, on last Tuesday Evening.

I am totally apposed to the Casino project proposed for the Plymouth Area. It will be of no
benefit to anyone in the area, or County for that matter. The TRAFFIC, POLLUTION,
WATER, SEWAGE,DRAIN ON OUR ECONOMY, IMPACT ON OUR SCHOOLS, AND
LOCAL BUSINESSES, QUALITY OF LIFE, just to mention a few problems.

If we have water and sewer to spare, it should be used for homes, many people would like to

locate in this rural, peaceful area. It certainly should not be used for something that would be a
detriment to all of us.

The only ones to benefit from this endeavor are the promoters, which are far removed from this
area.

We have one Casino in the County, and another one proposed for the Ione Area. We certainly do
not need a third one in the second smallest County in the State.

I urge the Board of Supervisors to take all action necessary to put a stop to this detrimental
endeavor on the part of money hungry promoters that are far from our community.

I am a resident of Plymouth. My Grandparents came here in the late 1800’s. [ was a member of
the Plymouth City Council for seven years. I was Branch Librarian for Amador County
Plymouth Branch for twenty-eight years. I have been involved with the youth of the community

for many years, and presently in Monarch Montessori. 1 am very concerned about the impact a
Casino will have on our youth.

Smcerely, y
/e */Jét—,, dézw(_

Patr1c1a Mer hackleton

P.O. Box 174

Plymouth, CA. 95669
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From: "WILLIAM ADMIRE" <admire@volcano.net>
To: <mbiagi@co.amador.ca.us> P
Date: Mon, Mgy 19, 2003 5:37 PM 80 o~ s rf‘g”,r_,‘
Subject: Fw: Indian gaming compact s 4 S -:,r,_‘“f’

----- Original Message ----- Oty ,‘?[7 1y ]
From: WILLIAM ADMIRE ‘ /
To: governor@governor.ca.gov

& O e 'f-| ‘-: &
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 5:52 PM gy
Subject: Indian gaming compact firte

Governor Davis- I recently read in our local paper, the Amador -Dispatch in Amador county,
that another Indian Tribe is trying to put a casino in Plymouth area of Amador county. The
article states that the tribe has not encountered any opposition from the officials or citizens to
this casino. As a citizen of Amador county [ am opposed to any additional casinos in our
county. We currently have one large casino and it has placed a considerable strain on such
things as our county services, traffic impacts, and crime. The existing casino does provide jobs
and is somewhat beneficial in supporting the community. However, any additional casino in
our small county would be an overkill on our ability to maintain adequate services to the
county residents. As one of your constituents and a resident of Amador county [ am requesting
that you do not enter into a gaming compact for this casino. A response from your office would
be appreciated.

Respectfully submitted,

William M. Admire

Chairman: Amador County Secret Witness
ACUSD Oversight Committee
CAHP Foundation Trust
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-—- Original Message -—-— From: WILLIAM ADMIRE To: govemor@governor.ca.oov Sent:
Monday, May 19, 2003 5:52 PM Subject: Indian gaming compact
Governor Davis- [ recently read in our local paper, the Amador -Dispatch in Amador county, that another Indian
Tribe is trying to put a casino in Plymouth area of Amador county. The article states that the tribe has not ,
encountered any opposition from the officials or citizens to this casino. As a citizen of Amador county [ am opposed |
to any additional casinos in our county. We currently have one large casino and it has placed a considerable strain on
such things as our county services, traffic immpacts, and crime. The existing casino does provide jobs and is somewhat
beneficial in supporting the community. However, any additional casino in our small county would be an overkill on
our ability to maintain adequate services to the county residents. As one of your constituents and a resident of
Amador county [ am requesting that you do ot enter into a gaming compact for this casino. A response from your
office would be appreciated. Respectfully submitted, William M. Admire Chairman: Amador County Secret

Witness ACUSD Oversight Committee CAHP Foundation Trust

ST
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From: "WILLIAM ADMIRE" <admire@volcano.net>
T <governor@governor.ca.gov>
ey 11 1 Monday, May 19, 2003 5:52 PM

Subject:  Indian gaming compact

Governor Davis- | recently read in our local paper, the Amador -Dispatch in Amador county, that another Indian Tribe is trying
to put a casino in Plymouth area of Amador county. The article states that the tribe has not encountered any opposition from
the officials or citizens to this casino. As a citizen of Amador county | am opposed to any additional casinos in our county, We
currently have one large casino and it has placed a considerabie strain on such things as our county services, traffic impacts,
and crime. The existing casino does provide jobs and is somewhat beneficial in supporting the community. However, any
additional casino in our small county would be an overkill on our ability to maintain adequate services to the county residents,
As one ofyour constituents and a resident of Amador county | am requesting that you do not enterinto a gaming compact for
this casino. A response from your office would be appreciated.

Respectfully submitted,
William M. Admire
Chairman: Amador County Secret Witness

ACUSD Oversight Committee
CAHP Foundation Trust



[ONE BAND OF MIWOK INDIANS
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May 9, 2003 7093 Ay 13 PM 11 53
GEFICHAL REUGELS
AMADGR COUNTY, CA
Amador County
500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, California 95642-9534
ATTN: Patrick Blacklock, Administrator

RE: IONE MIWOK LAND TO TRUST -

- L

Diar M. Blacklock. 7

Y TIOHTL O
2003 oppoqmg the project as well as requestmg pposmg' pgéi'f"—%m thePan' Board
and local Wineries. B :

What is dlfﬁcutt for me to understand ls.thai aiyomfPubhc_Meetmg on Apnl 15, 2003, it

was decided to cormnumcatc wrththe Jackson Ranchcna Tn'be via Committee between
lﬂbﬁ and County R LRy .\,"uu,.. »'.:. R ke il %

In addition the County has a Signed Agreement with the Buena Vista Tribe in the form of
an Intergovernmental Service Agreement.

Why then the approach of discrimination displayed toward our Tribe?

We have offered to mitigate any impacts formed in the Environmental Assessment that

affects the County. We have also expressed our desire to work with your Ad-Hoc
Committee.

Therefore it is my request that before the County pass a Proposed Resolution opposing
our Project at your May 20, 2003 meeting, we be given the opportunity to work with the
County and be given the same consideration as the other Tribes in Amador County.

i 14 WEST MAIN STREET « PO Box 1190 - IONE, CA 95640
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AMADOHE COUNTY, CA
Supervisor Louis Boitano
Board of Supervisors
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Boitano,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint
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Supervisor Richard Vinson
Board of Supervisors
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Vinson,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative.impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of

society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

Dl

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint
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11861 Raggio Road CUFFICIAL REGURLS
Jackson CA 95642 AMALOR COUNTY. CA.

Supervisor Richard Escamilla
Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Escamilla,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of

society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works. :

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

74l e

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint

Sincerely,
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Supervisor Richard Forster
Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Forster,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.
Sincerely,

O D

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint



Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol Building
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth, California. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our
business in and around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are
horrified by the negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
nfrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works. .
Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

0D

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint




Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Supervisor Louis Boitano
Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Boitano,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works. )

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

7~ oD

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint
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Supervisor Mario Biagi AMADGRE CUUNTY, GA.

Board of Supervisors
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Biagi,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

.-‘5‘-._.-\_,_}:*}\ 7

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint



Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Supervisor Richard Vinson
Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Vinson,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of

society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs

the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely, uﬁ\
O D

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint



Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Supervisor Richard Escamilla
Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson CA 95642

Dear Supervisor Escamilla,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of

society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works.

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint



Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Council Member Ryan Gillaspie
Plymouth City Council

9426 Main St.

Plymouth 95669

Dear Council Member Gillaspie,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of
society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works. :

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

Sincerely,

C\_ﬁ E ;\('D@”\—

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint




Monday May 19, 2003

11861 Raggio Road
Jackson CA 95642

Vice Mayor Rich Martin
Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St.
Plymouth 95669

Dear Vice Mayor Martin,

This letter is to inform you of our family’s strong opposition to the proposed casino in
Plymouth. While we do not reside in Plymouth, we conduct much of our business in and
around the area. As concerned citizens of a neighboring town, we are horrified by the
negative impact such an operation would create.

This county is not designed to support large influxes of people. Its two-lane country
roads will become congested, overwhelmed by the traffic. The demand on local
infrastructure will be intolerably high, as a town of little more than five hundred residents
will be asked to provide for the needs of thousands of visitors. There is not one area of

society that will not be adversely affected, be it the roads, schools, public safety, and
public works. )

Our quality of life as well as our livelihood is at stake. Tourists come to the Amador
county region for fresh air, scenic rolling hills, wineries, and to experience first-hand one
of the last bastions of early California history. Yet another casino would only help to
destroy this environment, jeopardizing one of the last national treasures. Whatever jobs
the casino might provide will not compensate for the increase in crime and pollution.
The loss in property values will not be recompensed by slot machines.

In conclusion, my family would like to thank you for taking the time to read this letter,
and for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.

. i N

Sincerely,

lm-g (Dm

Cristopher and Dale Lisa Flint
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i BDQF SCPFERVISCTS
Honorable Governor Gray Davis

Office of the Goverfior oius FAY 19 PRI 131 59
State Capitol . S
Sacramento, CA 95814 UBE AL RECURDS

AMACCRH COUNTY, CA.
Honorable Governor,

I am writing to you to request your support in opposing the proposed Indian Casino in
the city of Plymouth. The Ione band of Miwok Indians is a landless tribe whose
legitimacy is currently under question. I am apalled at the prospect of a second Indian
casino in rural Amador County.

Plymouth is a very small town. It is home to less than 1,000 residents and we all
enjoy our small town life. There are families who have lived here for 5 generations!
(mine included). I have to tell you, if this casino is built here, you will see a small exodus
of happy Californian’s leaving the state, searching for another area as quiet as we have in
Plymouth.

Having 2 Indian Casinos in such a small county as Amador, is absolutely unthinkable.
I would like to see you as the Governor who had the foresight to bring a limit to the
building of Indian Casinos. They are growiing at a very rapid rate nationwide, and I feel
it is time to put a stop to them. We have given ENOUGH back. It is time to take a stand!
Your consideration and quick action on this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Deborah L. Cowan

11190 Shenandoah Rd.

Plymouth, CA 95669

e-mail: cowzin@centralhouse net Respectfully,

@46(& w./()( (f"';’-;cézi'-/




Howard C. Grover R ksl ‘ -
P O Box 425 8 = B
Plymouth, CA 95669 A% F8Y 19 PR 13 59

Wi EIAL RECORE S

AMACC= COUNTY, CA.

Mario Biagi, Supervisor 5" District
Amador County District of Supervisors
500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, CA 95642

May 16, 2003

Dear Supervisor Biagi:

| am a resident and registered voter of Plymouth. | am writing
to express my concern about the potential negative effects
that the building and operation of a casino would have on the
quality of life in Plymouth. | am strongly opposed to the
casino and ask that you go on record as being opposed to its
development also.

Thank you,

f g S
#«:—q e Afrorer~
Howard C. Grover
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Supervisor Mario Biagi ¢003 FIRY 19 PM 11 o3
Amador County Board of Supervisors FEER e
SUOArgonaLttLane AR L eblUnu e
Jackson, Ca. 95642 AMNTOE COUNTY. €4,
Dear Supervisor Biagi:

Attached are copies of my letters regarding the proposed Casino by the Miwok Indians to be built in
Plymouth.

[ want to personally thank you for all the information you have given us. Your loyal support is greatly
appreciated. Thank you again.

Sincerely;

v RS S

Mrs. Arlene Reeves

Committee to oppose Plymouth Casino

Burke Ranch

10500 Fiddletown Rd .
Plymouth, Ca. 95669



May 17, 2003

The Honorable Selby Beck, Mayor
P.O. Box 429
Plymouth, California 95669

Dear Mayor Beck:

I am very concerned regarding the Band of Miwok Indians attempting to have a gaming casine in '
Plymouth. A casino in Plymouth will be a very serious burden on our public safety, schools and especially
our water. As you are aware many of our wells have gone dry and a reliable source of water in Plymouth
does not exist. '

Our quality of life and the value of our properties in the Plymouth area will be_greaﬂ'y iglpa'cted. Plymouth
will no longer be a safe or desirable place to raise a family. This proposed casino will significantly
increase our air and noise pollution and serious traffic congestion.

[ am also concerned on the impact it will have on our already established restaurants that have served us
well in the past. These restaurants cannot compete with a Casino that does not pay taxes or charge sales
tax.

I sincerely urge you to use every means possible to oppose the establishment of a casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully,

Vi A N

Mrs. Arlene Reeves
10500 Fiddletown Rd.
Plymouth, Ca. 95669

CC: Supervisor Mario Biagi



S gf/‘”ﬂ"” "’“:Z:
/74/&{%,, Creeks,
,{%/ MM%

AL ™
Mo tard 2L 4&7’4“ -

T learts

%'ﬁ?b‘u’w//-
B owE 4
S LE Mex T

anoor

W3 Y 19



(=2

- Masec origy - Dinder

3 3
David & Helen Kmdall s Y0 )
18505 Burke Dr. il Mews Lo
Plymouth, Ca. Gr-.. ‘&2 P e
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May 7. 2003 s, i

Proposed Indian Casino.

I would like to register my very strong opposition to the location of yet
another Indian casino in the town of Plymouth.

We already have a casino in Jackson, just 12 miles away.
Do we need another ??

Plymouth is much too small of a town to support this casino.
It would have a devastating impact on roads, water and sewage as well as
the town's image.

We also host the Amador County Fair and the casino would be just across
the street. '

The wine business is a growing industry up here and we'd rather be known
as the gateway to the Shenandoah wine country.

Thank you.
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Jackson, Ca. 95642

March 12, 2003
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Dear Mr. Biagi, AMADCH COUNTY, CA.

As you requested I am enclosing a copy of the letter I wrote regarding the Indian casino. 1 sent
the same letter to the following as per the list of addresses you sent me:

Dianne Feinstein
Barbara Boxer
Doug Ose
Gray Davis
Rico Oller
Alan Nakanishi
Mayor Selby Beck and City Council
Gale Norton
Aureen Martin
Dale Risling
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Cottage Way
Greg Bergfeld
National Indian Gaming Commission, Washington, D.C. .
Calif.. Gambling Control Commission
Division of Gambling Control
Paul Moorehead
Patricia Zell
Michael Olsen ,
[ am also enclosing a copy of the notice I put up on our neighborhood bulletin board. 1 advised
Jeff Cartwright, the president of our association, that you would be willing to speak at our yearly
meeting May 18 at the red school house. He said he would call you.

I hope all this work will be useful in our fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth.

Sincerely,

Ny rr
o et loe

H. Hillner

15535 Westgate Ct.

Plymouth, Ca95669

Enc,. (2)
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TEZ PROPOSED TUIAN CASING N PLYPAOUTH

I know this is a lot to read, but it is of great importance to our neighborhood and the
preservation of what brought us here.

The Ione Band of Miwok is hoping to build a casino in Plymouth, - location roughly
where the Shenandoah Motel is (across from Plymouth Hardware) .

If you think the commute traffic is heavy now on Highway 16, can you imagine the
traffic day and night - 24 hours a day, every day. Can you imagine the pollution this
traffic will cause, in the air, and the noise. We will be faced with these same problems
the neighbors of the Jackson Rancheria have and - the potential increase in crime.
Eventually we will be going to meetings as they are now doing to fight widening of
roads to accommodate all the cars that come to the casino.

There is no need for another casino in this location as the Jackson Rancheria is about 15
miles from here and another casino at Buena Vista is supposed to be built in Ione, We
didn’t move out here to find ourselves becoming another Reno.

No one can foretell what the water situation will be in the future in Willow Creek.
Plymouth already has a water problem. The proposed casino plans to use the water the
Shenandoah Motel has as a start, and will increase immeasurably. If our neighborhood
has future problems, where will that leave us? Will we have to go on piped water that
will cost us dearly to hook up to and then pay for monthly?

The tribe will be helped to develop this casino in the amount of $120,000,000 by a
company based in Mississippi. With that much money to invest, you can imagine what
type of campaign they can put on to have this become a reality.

If you want to prevent this from happening to our surroundings our District 5 supervisor,
Mario Biagi, strongly suggests we write individual letters to our representatives in
Washington, California, and locally and has supplied the attached lists of addresses. He
also requests that you send him copies of those letters so that he can show the backing he
has in opposing this project. Please send these copies to his office at 500 Argonaut Lane,
Jackson 95642. These letters should be written as soon as possible.

Mr. Biagi also advises there will be an open meeting regarding the casino on May 20 at
9AM at the Board of Supervisors office at 500 Argonaut Lane and invites everyone who

can to attend. A good showing of opposition would make an impression on all the
supervisors of this county.

(signed) H. Hillner
May 10, 2003



agi - Fwd: no casino in Plymouth.com , G i . S _Page 1

From: "" <mjbiagi@centralhouse.net>
To: <mbiagi@co.amador.ca.us>
Date: Wed, May 7, 2003 8:55 AM
Subject: Fwd: no casino in Plymouth.com
-—--- Original Message -----

From: Baker, Barbara

Sent: 5/6/03 2:33:47 PM

To: mario@centralhouse.net

Ce: 4like@centralhouse.net
Subject: no casino in Plymouth.com

> Mario, I will be working on creating the website on Wednesday, can you email
> the information you have collected so I cam put it on the site. Please

> email it to my home email 4like@centralhouse.net. I have not looked at he
> website email as of yet at: citizen4@nocasinoinplymouth.com. I will not be
> home until late tonight, I have a 4-H council meeting.

>

> Barbara Baker

> work:

> Phone 916.341.6446

> Fax 916.319.7625

> Email bbaker@ciwmb.ca.gov

> Mailing Address P. O. Box 4025, MS21

> Street Address 1001 "I" Street

> Sacramento, CA 95812-4025

-

> Home

> Phone 209.245.5769 .
> Email 4like@centralhouse.net

> Mailing Address P. O. Box 786

> Street Address 5777 Carbondale Road

> Plymouth, CA 95669

-



May 27, 2003 RECSIVLED

A3 1Y 29 AM 11 30

Plymouth City Council OF kI ET,Eif_r;-‘}-.DE-
City of Plymouth AMADCR COUNTY, G\
P.O. Box 429 B ¢
Plymouth, CA 95669 C/

Re: Casino in Plymouth

| implore the City council of Plymouth to take a stand against the
proposed Casino to be placed in Plymouth. This is not an existing
reservation this group is purchasing land with the purpose of
establishing a casino. | would not be apposed to a tribal homeland.

The impact on the City of Plymouth and surrounding areas will be
devastating to our quality of life. Increase Traffic with a casino which
will serve Alcohol, water issues, Sewage, schools, pollution because
of traffic, and the economic impact generated by an Indian Casino
which does not live by the same tax and labor laws as the existing
business will dramatically change the quality of life which | now enjoy
to a negative end. As a small county with one existing casino in
Jackson and a second casino approved in lone we do not need a
third casino established in Plymouth all with in 12 miles of each other.

Please inform the Governor that the City of Plymouth does not want
another Indian reservation established in our community for the soul
purpose of building a Casino.

Sincerely,

b\),ﬂ. Neore

Wayne T. Moore

Cc: Mario Biagi; John Colburn



May 1, 2003

Mario Biagi

Supervisor, District 5

Amador County Board of Supervisors
500Argonaut Lane

Jackson CA 95642

Dear Mario:

We want to voice our strong opposition to the establishment of a gaming casino in
Plymouth. Plymouth is first and foremost an agricultural community. In a county of 35000
persons, there is already one casino in Jackson, another proposed for Buena Vista and
now one in Plymouth. Three casinos in a radius of approximately 12 miles is not

economically or evironmentally viable.

In the Amador Ledger Dispatch article on April 30, it was stated that a letter was sent to
Governor Gray Davis claiming that there was no opposition to the casino. Please be
assured that there is strong opposition to the casino. At the meeting the other night the
representative of lkon LCC was very unclear on the details of the proposed casino and

was apparently surprised that the water supply is a real and present problem in Plymouth.

He had not done his homework. The road infrastructure will not support an additional 6000
car frips per day that a 3000 car parking lot might well generate. There are additional

concemns with law enforcement and sewage.

This is a real Pandora’s Box. The proponents say that it will help the community but it will
actually cause immense long range problems. Don't let it happen to Plymouth.

Sincerely, :
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Dimitris and Elaine Zorbas

P.O. Box 92
Fiddletown, CA 95629

May 4, 2003

Amador County Board of Supervisors
Louis Boitano, Chairman

500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, CA 85642

To the Amador County Board of Supervisors:

We ask you strenuously oppose the proposal by the purported “lone Band of Miwok Indians,” to
establish @ gaming casino in and near the town Plymouth. The legitimacy of the tribe proposing this
second casino is being questioned by members of a pre-existing lone Band of Miwok Indians, long
established in the Plymouth area, and the entire project is being developed by the lkon Group, LLC
from Mississippi.

As you know, the Jackson Rancheria Hotel and Casino, is having serious impacts on traffic and crime
and will only cost the county more with its proposed expansion. A second gambling casino in the
Plymouth area would cost the county even more in road maintenance and law enforcement
Futhermore, it would completely erode the surrounding rural countryside, which is the entrance to the
beautiful Shenandoah Valley. This is not a way to make Plymouth viable. Instead, it will tax local
resources (namely water and roads), create horrendous traffic, and undermine the quality of life that we

treasure in this county.

Sincerely,

D& QQ&M 2}:‘7/{%4-4

Dimitris and Elaine Zorbas
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Amador County Board of Supervisors

500 Argonaut Lane .
Jackson, CA 95642

Dear Supervisors::
We want to voice our opposition to an Indian casino in the Plymouth area. We have lived,
voted, and paid taxes in Amador County for 23 years. We cherish the rural nature of our chosen

home. We are residents of District 5.
Since Indian casinos are not subject to the same laws as other businesses, they create an unfair

competitive advantage. The majority of jobs created would be low paying. Other concerns that
we know you are considering are traffic, water supply, and waste management.

Please vote to maintain the raral character of our beautiful area.

u@&@pz)ﬁwaééli,

Dennis and Karen Mickel
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Amador County Supervisor, Mario Biagi.
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November 4, 2003

Governor Elect Arnold Schwarsnegger
First Floor State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

As a homeowner in Plymouth, CA I am opposed to the construction of a casino in
Plymouth located in Amador County.

My reasons are:

1. Amador is a small rural county that already has one casino qnt'i a second one
approved for construction. We cannot aftord a third casino’

2. The proposed land has never been proven to be tribal land and thus represents a
power play by monied interests.

3. The infrastructure cannot support the additional traftic without deteriorating the
quality of life in this region.

Thank you for considering my opposition to this project.

Sincerely,

/( hﬁdz/ Z/M’ “//_/J/L,L

Randy Unthank
10700 White Oak Rd.
Plymouth, CA 95669
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June 17, 2003 AMALG R COUNTY. CA.

Hon. Gray Davis
Governor

State of California
State Capitol Building
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE:  Indian Gaming Casino Proposal in Plymouth, California

Dear Governor Davis:

The undersigned is the City Attorney of the City of Plymouth, California. I have been
requested by the City Council of Plymouth to express the City’s concerns regarding a currently
pending proposal for an Indian gaming facility in Plymouth which has been or will be submitted
to you for approval of a compact by the Ione Band of Miwok Indians (“the Tribe”).

The City of Plymouth is a very small community of approximately 800 persons, located in
Amador County in the foothills above Sacramento. It is located on California State Route 49,
approximately 15 miles north of the Jackson Rancheria casino which is currently undergoing
extensive expansion. It is within approximately 20 miles of the City of Ione, in which another
tribe of Miwok Indians is currently seeking approval of a gaming facility.

The City has been approached within the last several months by the Tribe, and by its
Biloxi, Mississippi financial partners, Ikon, LLC, with respect to a proposed casino project to be
located on what is currently non-Indian trust property partially located within the City and
immediately adjacent to the City. The project has been represented to the City as potentially
including extensive associated ancillary development such as Tribal residences, commercial
establishments, clinics and community centers. To say that the casino proposal has caused

concern within the community, and in the surrounding unincorporated area, would be a vast
understatement.

The Plymouth City Council has not yet taken a position either in favor of or in opposition
to the project. The City Council’s response to the Tribe to this point has been that, if the Tribe
can explain what the full, ultimate extent of the casino project and its ancillary development
would be, and if the Tribe were willing to fully mitigate the impacts, then the City might be
willing to enter into a so-called “memorandum of understanding” with the Tribe in which the City
would support the project and would support the transfer of the property into trust and the

execution of a compact by you with the Tribe. Unfortunately, the City is not yet in a position o
lend its support to the project.

455 Capitol Mall, Suite 215 | Sacramento, California 95814 ] tef 916.556,1531 | fax 916.556.1516 |
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June 17, 2003
Page 2

In large part, this is due to the nearly complete lack of information that has been
forthcoming regarding just what the proposal would entail, and what the impacts of the project
might be. It is clear that the casino and any ancillary development will entail a great deal of
increased traffic not only within the City itself, but also on the small, two lane country roads
surrounding the City and on State Highway 49, which is already severely impacted by traffic
demands. It is similarly clear that there will be a great deal of demand for water, in a community
which is already laboring under a building moratorium imposed by the California Department of
Health Services which has declared area wells to be undependable. Likewise, there will be a
great deal of demand for sewage treatment, in a community already laboring under an order from
the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board to construct expensive improvements
to its publicly owned treatment works, but not having the financial resources to accomplish the
task. Finally, it is clear that there will be a great deal of additional demand for law enforcement,
prosecution, defense, incarceration facilities, fire protection and ambulance services to be
provided either by the City or by the County of Amador. Unfortunately, it is currently not at all
clear just how extensive these impacts will be, nor how they will be mitigated. This is, of course,
not to mention the economic and social impacts of such a project.

The City has requested that the Tribe and Ikon provide a more detailed project
description, but thus far this has not been forthcoming. The City has requested that the Tribe and
Ikon execute a reimbursement agreement with the City, which would enable it to retain the
professionals necessary to analyze the proposals and advise the City Council about the impacts it
might generate. At this point, the request has been rebuffed, and Ikon has instead suggested that
it would be willing to pay certain sums of money to the City on an annual basis as mitigation. Of
course, not knowing either the extent of the project nor the extent of the impacts the project might
cause, the City has no way of knowing whether the offer is generous or not, nor of judging
whether the project is appropriate for the City even if the mitigation is adequate.

The City of Plymouth is aware that several of our sister local government agencies,
including the County of Amador, the City of lone, and the Amador County Unified School
District, have already taken a position in opposition to this project. The City Council of
Plymouth is concerned that its silence to this point not be construed by the Governor’s Office as
consent, or worse as support, for the Tribe’s and Ikon’s proposal. Rather the City is trying very
hard to be fair to the Tribe and Ikon, to permit them to make their case for the proposal prior to
taking a position. However, the City frankly anticipates that it will formally oppose the project
unless it can be assured that it will understand the project and the project’s impacts, and that those
impacts will be fully mitigated by the Tnibe and Ikon.



June 17, 2003
Page 3

In the interim, I have been requested by the Council to advise you that the City
conditionally opposes #he proposed casino unless and until those conditions are met, and it urges
you not to execute any compact with the Tribe until such time as a memorandum of
understanding, fully mitigating all impacts, is executed.

Thank you for your attention.

Very truly yours,

MEYERS, NAVE, RIBACK, SILVER & WILSON

i
¥
//;‘f #7
.r'."rx':

’ F
Aloadle LS

e

Michael F. Dean

MFD/srb
634143v1/865-026

cc. Mayor and Members of the City Council
Charles Gardner, City Administrator
Eileen Shaw, City Planner ;
Patrick S. Blacklock, Amador County Administrative Officer
Gene Albaugh, Ione City Administrator
Barry Franks, Chair, ACUSD Board
Willard E. (Bud) Smith, kon LLC Project Manager
Mathew Franklin, Tribal Chairman, Ione Band of Miwok Indians
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
7. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.

”p= mador County canpot support anothgr Indian Casino.
Po Doy 76
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Govemor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letler author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

5 A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
2. A casino will destroy our small rural tows way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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RESERVATION QUESTIONAIRE
TO PLYMOUTH CITY COUNCIL

I OPPOSE A CASINO I N PLYMOUTH ()
REASONS

TRAFFIC (L)
WATER ()
SCHOOLS (v
ECONOMIC (v
QUALITY OF LIFE (oY
I SUPPORT A CASINO I N PLYMOUTH ()
REASONS

TRAFFIC 3
WATER ()
SCHOOLS ()
ECONOMIC ()
QUALITY OF LIFE ()
[ AM UNDICIDED ()

COMMENTS (Please write comments on reverse side)

Please send or drop off at City Hall

Your Name C Gerl
5( [”IL',L,--' C!L)’C
Address =
P.0.Bey G(2
City
Pl e fle
Phone el s
( 0g) 2B
Signature

R gl

¢ I e
}‘ = ) ' | /

{
F 3

Py JI_ i J . ‘ =) .fI | - /
(L= N S bl g

Plymouth City'Council
P.O. Box 429
Plymouth, CA 95669

245 6941
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RESERVATION QUESTIONAIRE
TO PLYMOUTH CITY COUNCIL

[ OPPOSE A CASINO I N PLYMOUTH
REASONS

TRAFFIC

WATER

SCHOOLS
ECONOMIC
QUALITY OF LIFE

I SUPPORT A CASINO IN PLYMOUTH
REASONS

TRAFFIC

WATER

SCHOOLS
ECONOMIC
QUALITY OF LIFE

I AM UNDICIDED

COMMENTS (Please write comments on reverse side)

Please send or drop off at City Hall

C 3333

P

Your Name MaLveL. pudrapc Plymouth City Council

Address 7.0. Bpy P.O. Box 429

City PuweuTes |77

Phone

245 6941

Signature * /-7 Wb/ 1789 4

Plymouth, CA 95669
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Plymauth City Council
City Hall
9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destray our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Govemor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
il

Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3) Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.




Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letler author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.




Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

1. Qur roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.

3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

6|30
Governor Gray Davis

State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
? 2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
- Amador County cannct support another Indian Casino.

Dhveu Vinatl
%596 EMPIRE ST
VeymouTi- A @5669



Plymouth City Council
City Hall

8426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

. y
Governor Gray Davis %%7%
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governar Davis

I am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter aythor pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

\;/éur roads cannat handle the huge traffic increase.
. A

A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
mador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.) k

1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase/
2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council é - g S 2

City Hall
9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 985814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 25669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.

71) Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
% 3.% Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council f CJ 3
City Hall
9426 Main St.

Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council bL-§-0 3
City Hall

9426 Main St.

Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
/_-\
| 1! Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

g) A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.

3
=g

Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
@) Our roads cannct handle the huge traffic increase.

> A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
<3 Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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RESERVATION QUESTIONAIRE
TO PLYMOUTH CITY COUNCIL

=

I OPPOSE A CASINO I N PLYMOUTH
REASONS

TRAFFIC

WATER
SCHOOLS
ECONOMIC
QUALITY OF LIFE

o

TSI

I SUPPORT A CASINO I N PLYMOUTH (
REASONS

S

TRAFFIC

WATER
SCHOOLS
ECONOMIC
QUALITY OF LIFE

— P
e S Vet S S

I AM UNDICIDED | ' ()
COMMENTS (Please write comments on reverse side)

Please send or drop off at City Hall

Your Name@ 7D /&// Plymouth City Council

Address /Aﬁg//g//m//w/f P.O. Box 429

City /// ST Plymouth, CA 95669
Phone /?5 — 245 6941
Slonature
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

L
-

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the. following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

-

I'1) Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
2| A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3/ Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.

Do Croin
13000 Shenancloak Al



. WILLOW CREEK PROPERTY OWNERS ASSOCIATION
PLYMOUTH, CALIFORNIA

11/13/03

Dear Governor Davis,

We are writing to you in regards to the proposed Indian Gaming Casino here in
Plymouth, CA. We would like to go on record that we strongly oppose this plan and
are asking for your careful consideration in this matter. At this time, we already have
one casino nearby in Jackson (within 20 miles) and another is going to be built in Buena
Vista (also, within 20 miles of our town). We are totally opposed to having ANOTHER
casino built right on top of us.

The Ione band of Miwok Indians has purchased an option on over 200 acres fronting
Highway 49 in Plymouth, with a plan to build a 120,000 square foot casino-much larger
than Thunder Valley which is also nearby. By the way, this is NOT ANCESTRAL
LAND at this time, but might eventually be transferred into trust if they have their way.
They are looking for your support to do that and we believe that it would be truly
devastating to our small town and quiet community of 800 persons if that happened.

Our small neighborhoods such as Plymouth, Burke Ranch, Shenandoah Valley, Willow
Springs, Fiddletown, and Willow Creek will be totally changed forever. We already have
a very serious water issue dealing with the availability of ground water that our wells
depend on...big cause for concern with country living. A project of this magnitude will
also affect other issues such as sewer, traffic, crime level, environment, and aesthetics.
No amount of litigation can offset the impact that a casino in our small town would
create,

At our last homeowner’s meeting we discussed this matter as well as the informal poll of
our neighbors that showed opposition to the casino by an overwhelming vote. The Board
Members concur unanimously also...NO CASINO IN PLYMOUTH.

We are not the only one’s that oppose this issue. The County Supervisors are on record
as being opposed to the project, as is Jackson and Ione City Councils, the Amador School
Board, and Senator Rico Oller.

Please protect our small town communities here in Amador County.

Thank you for your careful consideration in this matter.
cﬁiéu " k’b;—a,_)

Sharon Watson
Board Member of Willow Creek Homeowner’s Assoc.
For the Board of Directors and Property Owner’s of Willow Creek




Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

@/4/03

Govemnor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural tewn way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

@ Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
(23 A casino will destroy our small rural lown way of life.
(30 Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 85669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
A casino will destroy our small rural towms way of life,
Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

89426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 85669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed lo the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):

(Letler author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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%Dur roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.



Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
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Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the following .)
ur roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
mador County cannot support another Indian Casino.




Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis

| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Leller author pick 1,2 or all of the following.)

Cﬁ? Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.
° " A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
(3, Amador County cannot support another Indian Casino.
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June 4, 2003

Gray Davis

Califorma State Governor
State Capitol 2
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Indian casino in Plymouth
Mr. Davis,

This letter is to voice our opposition to the proposed Indian casino to be located in Plymouth. We feel that
it is a bad idea and would have negative consequences for our community.

There are several reasons that we are opposed to this project. They are:

» Traffic issues
*  The quantity of vehicular traffic would pose a significant negative impact. The number of cars
traveling to and from the casino would far outnurnber the population of our area, causing
unavoidable delays and congestion. In addition, the proposed casino would be serving alcohol,
which would just compound the issue.
«  Water issues
*  Water is a commodity that is in short supply in this foothill community. Many people rely on
ground water to survive, and barely have enough to get by on. This facility could cause an
irreparable decrease to the water supply.
»  Quality of life issues \
*  Most people in this area have moved here for the quality of life that has been in existence for far
longer than most of us can recall. That includes low population, low traffic flows and quiet and
serene surroundings. This would all be lost by allowing this or any other casino to be buiit.

While we understand the reasons behind the pursuit of land by the Indian tribes, this is more about a very
small number of people out to make a lot of money at the expense of our small town community.

/! Y
. (.l?j'-";i'./_‘.c.-;u“ /;2%:; Ay .%&3{@/ V : Tt
ary and Patricia/lohrson

15620 Grainflat Court
Plymouth, CA 95669

Cec: Plymouth City Council
Amador County Board of Supervisors



L. Anna J. McGuire
> 5580 Overlook Court
Plymouth, CA 95669

May 19, 2003

Gray Davis

California State Governor
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Govemnor Davis:

I'am a resident of Plymouth, Amador County, and I am writing to protest the proposed
casino that is currently being considered in Plymouth. Anyone who has traveled
Californiu State Highway 16 (Jackson Highway) has noticed the traffic congestion and
resulting pollution. We cannot handle anymore automobiles that a casino would bring to
our area, which was estimated:by the casino promoters of 7,000 automobile trips daily.
Also, Amador County, specifically Plymouth, does not have the water resources to
sustain such an endeavor much less the strain on the sewage system and possible
contamination of wells. \

The supposed economic benefits are a myth, The casinos do not pay taxes and do not
charge sales tax. Small, local business canno}\x\:ompctc with the tax advantages that
casinos are given. \_\

As far as I am concerned future casinos in this small rural area will seriously hamper the
quality of life, as we know it. We already have Jackson_Rancheria and one is more than
enough. \\\

N\
Sincerely, ‘

Anna J. McGui

cc:

Rico Oller, Senator, 1* District
State Capitol, Room 2048
Sacramento, CA 95814

Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4™ District
State Capitol, Room 5175
Sacrumento, CA 95814



Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
I live in &' Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed 1o the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility,




Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
I live in & Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and | am
opposed 1o the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 Lo go to the doclors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

I live in 7 Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed 1o the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the trafMic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
| live insz Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the trafTic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility. ~
(._\h-‘ . A ) (... lllb
: N
TP i N T, SR
i,_ :'-.\\ } s \_/J
N i S f

—A

T35S Cpamictd Orece
Q&“hm \\\\j RUETH A
75 653



Governor Gray Davis ™
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
I live in = Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and | am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis *
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

[ live in<. Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and T am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than
our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation,

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.




Governor Gray Davis *
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
I live in ® Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis ™
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

Ilive in g Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than
our roads can handle,

‘Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation,

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis *
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
I live @ at Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
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Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:
Iivein » Murieta Village Homeowners Association in Rancho Murieta and 1 am
opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth because the traffic impact will be more than

our roads can handle.

Living in a senior community, we need to use Highway 16 to go to the doctors, shopping,
and recreation.

Please take the time to realize how much the increase in traffic will affect our mobility.
Lo
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Plymouth City Council
City Hall

9426 Main St.
Plymouth, CA 95669

Govemor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Plymouth Council Members
Governor Davis
| am opposed to the Indian Casino in Plymouth for the following reason(s):
(Letter author pick 1,2 or all of the follov/ing.)
1. Our roads cannot handle the huge traffic increase.

2. A casino will destroy our small rural town way of life.
3. Amador County cannot support another Indian Casinc.
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June 10, 2003 Wl COUNTY CA
The Honorable Gray Davis

California State Governor
State Capital
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: PLYMOUTH CASINO
Dear Governor Davis:

I'm sure that by now you have received a groundswell of opposition to the proposal to
build an Indian casino in our tiny town of Plymouth, CA. I'm also sure that you have
heard all the arguments as to why this is a disaster to our rural way of life. I would to add
my strong opposition to this project. Not only can our small Amador county not
withstand the impact of a third Indian casino on our delicate and under funded
infrastructure and our bucolic rural lifestyle, but it should be seen for just what it is: a
blatant attempt for out-of-state investors to pillage our area and take the big money out of
California. I attended an informational meeting put on by the local MiWok band of
Indians and I actually felt great sympathy for them. They were nothing more than pawns
of the suits in the second row, a group of Mississippi carpetbaggers intent on wreaking
havoc on rural California for monetary gain.

While the developers have reported that there is no opposition to this project in the
media, I hope you can see through these lies and note the almost 100% opposition of
those of us who live here and are impacted by the greed of out of staters.

[ urge you to strongly reject any attempt to put a casino in Plymouth.

Thank you very much for you time and interest.

Sincerely, =

Copeliy

Py ‘ f;fq,’,:-,_,}»,

Todd Pickens, O.D.

e L :)

Ce; Mario Biagi, Amador County Board of Supervisors

16 BRYSON DRIVE SUTTER CREEK. CALIFORMNIA 95685 (209) 223-1402
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From: " <mjbiagi@centralhouse.net> ; 7 e

To: <mbiagi@co.amador.ca.us> _,L,LL

Date: Wed, Jun 11, 2003 1:29 PM !

Subject: Fwd: Casino?!

-—— Original Message —
From: Mara Feeney
Sent: 6/11/03 12:58:21 PM

To: mario@centralhouse.net
Subject: Casino?!

> Hello, Mario—| just learned yesterday about the proposed Casino in Plymouth
>and | am horrified. My partner and | have owned property in Fiddletown for
> over 12 years. We have just graded a new home site, finalized design and

> were about to sign a contract with a local contractor this weekend for the

> construction, but | have to say that this casino proposal puts us off

> seriously. | am not anti-Native American! | do not oppose the Jackson

> Rancheria operation. | do not oppose the wineries in our area. Butto have

> a big visible casino, bright lights, 24-hour action and tons of traffic in

> the heart of Plymouth would be a devastating change in the rural quality of
> life that we value here.
>

> Please send me any information you may have on the status of this project,
> the likelihood that it will occur and anything | can do to help Kill it.

> You can send me e-mail, or you can reach me by phone at (415) 863-8760 today
> and tomoarrow, (209) 245-5067 after that. Thanks for your help.

>
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June 8, 2003
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Amador County Board of Supervisors " e il

District 5: Mario Biagi * % N 11 PM 3 11
500 Argonaut Lane P o 3
Jackson, CA 95642 GEERAL RESuR

Dear Supervisor Biagi,

We are writing to you to address our concemns over the proposed Indian Gaming Casino in
Plymouth. As you are aware, the Ione Band of Miwok Indians is attempting to establish a large
gaming casino in the Plymouth area. This is a landless tribe whose legitimacy is open to serious
questions.

We are very concerned and are requesting that you review all potential impacts on the local
infrastructure: schools, roads, public safety, sewer, water, traffic, crime, environment, people’s
homes and properties, quality of small town life, and the historic significance and aesthetics of
the area.

We are very concerned with the future availability of the ground water Plymouth is dependent
upon for their quality of life and the impact the proposed development and casino will have on
depleting the aquifer. In the Plymouth area a reliable source of water does not exist and new
well are not a viable option since many private wells have already gone dry. Our concern
remains despite any assurances that water usage will come from other sources.

This casino affects not only the City of Plymouth but surrounding areas as well, including
Fiddletown, Shenandoah Valley, River Pines, as we all drive through Plymouth to go to
Sacramento, Jackson, Sutter Creek, etc. Plymouth is the local town we drive to to go food
shopping, get gas, dine at restaurants, visit friends, go to church, etc.

The impact on the quality of life of the citizens of the Plymouth area and the value of their
homes surely will be in serious decline. These very reasons, which make the area a desirable
place in which to live, will vanish. For these reasons, I urge you, in your official capacity, to use
every means possible to oppose the establishment of a casino in the Plymouth area. [ also urge
you to join with other individuals and groups in their opposition to a Plymouth casino. One
casino in Amador County is more than enough.

Respectfully,
Mary Kwoka:ijr George Colem
Box 7

Fiddletown, CA 95629
(209) 245-3041



Mark & Gloria McNeill
P.O.Box 326
Fiddletown, CA 95629

June 9, 2003 1,

Governor Gray Davis
State Capitol Building
980 9™ Street, Suite 1800
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

[ am writing to you for help. There is an Indian Casino planned for Plymouth in Amador
County, and I am urging you to oppose this project. Amador County already has two other
Indian Casinos, and does not need a third. Our county is quite small and rural and cannot
financially support the impact this casino would force on our resources. Following are some of
the impacts that would be forced upon us:

Traffic — Realistically, vehicle trips through town, every day of every week, would equate to ten
times the total population of Plymouth. The casino promoters are estimating 7,000 car trips

daily.

Water — A very precious resource in our county. Proponents of casino projects in this part of
California are estimating usage of 60,000 to 80,000 gallons per day, minimum, with offers to
truck in this quantity if it is not readily available. Trucking water into town adds si gnificantly to
local, daily casino traffic estimates, and at the same time depletes a most important resource of
the State. All this for the benefit of an unwanted casino.

Sewage —~ The usage of 60,000 to 80,000 gallons of water daily, on its face, demonstrates the
enormous quantity of wastewater created and the overburdening of our sewer system. Wells
could be contaminated, or wells could run dry!

Schools — Our currently overburdened schools cannot handle the increased student base from the
proposed Indian Reservation or its employees with out property tax and impact fees—both of
which the reservation is exempt from paying.

Pollution — Air quality can only be degraded by the horrific volume of vehicles anticipated.
Pollution also includes noise levels, water quality, and way of life! I moved out of an urban city
to this rural ambiance to get away for all that and I want desperately to preserve the beauty and
peace this community offers.

Economic — Both the City of Plymouth and Amador County would suffer irreparable financial
burdens of increased demands on its emergency services, which are already overburdened by one



casino and will be further burdened by the second casino being built in the county. Our local
merchants cannot compete with businesses that do not pay taxes and do not charge sales taxes.

Quality of Life — In the city of Jackson, where a casino now exists, and the surrounding
communities are experisncing an increase in crime, including felony arrests and horrendous
traffic problems, not to mention an increase in traffic accidents. The casino promoters are
talking about paying our City a small amount of money to “offset” any impacts. This may sound
rational, but in reality, no amount of money is worth the great loss our residents will experience.
[ am concerned that the casino promoters will own our city. The financial backers and
proponents have questionable backgrounds and motives. The legitimacy of the Indian Tribe’s
claim to historical lands is dubious and unproven. This project is just a blatant attempt to acquire
non-reservation land and build a casino on it.

Governor Ravis, please, I urge you to oppose this casino in the City of Plymouth and not grant a
compact to Matt Franklin and his Ione band of Miwok Indians.

Sincerely,

Glona McNeill -~
Amador County Resident

cc: Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Barbara Boxer 5
Congressman Doug Ose
State Senator Rico Oller
Assemblyman Alan Nakanishi
Dale Risling, Superintendent Central Calif. Agency, Bureau of Indian Affairs
Greg Bergfeld, Regional Director, National Indian Gaming Commission
California Gambling Control Commission
Mario Biagi, District 5, Amador County Supervisor /
Plymouth City Council



Miss Lena Bardini
PO Box 518

Plymouth CA
5669-0518
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Calvin L. Chin RECEIVED
5580 Overlook Court BD OF SUPER:

. Plymouth, CA 359%%m figy 27 AM 11 0o
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Gray Davis AMADCR COUNTY, CA.

California State Governor

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

I am a resident of Plymouth, Amador County, and I am writing to protest the proposed
casino that is currently being considered in Plymouth. Anyone who has traveled
California State Highway 16 (Jackson Highway) has noticed the traffic congestion and
resulting pollution. We cannot handle anymore automobiles that a casino would bring to
our area, which was estimated by the casino promoters of 7,000 automobile trips daily.
Also, Amador County, specifically Plymouth, does not have the water resources to
sustain such an endeavor much less the strain on the sewage system and possible
contamination of wells.

The supposed economic benefits are a myth. The casinos do not pay taxes and do not
charge sales tax. Small, local business cannot compete with the tax advantages that

casinos are given.

As far as ] am concemed future casinos in this small rural area will seriously hamper the
quality of life, as we know it. We already have Jackson Rancheria and one is more than

enough.
Sincerely,

Ll

Calvin L. Chin
ge:

Rico Oller, Senator, 1** District
State Capitol, Room 2048
Sacramento, CA 95814

Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4™ District
State Capitol, Room 5175
Sacramento, CA 95814



Page 2 — Continuation of cc’s
Governor Davis  *®
May 19, 2003

Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator
331 Hart Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20500

Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senator
112 Hart Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Doug Ose, U.S. Congressman, District 3
236 Cannon H.O.B.
Washington, D.C. 20515-0504

Gale Norton

Secretary of Interior

U.S. Department of Interior
1849 C Street NW
Washington D.C. 20240

Dale Risling

Superintendent Central California Agency
Bureau of Indian Affairs

650 Capital Mall, Suite 8-500
Sacramento, CA 95814

Amador County Board of Supervisors
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA 95642

The Honorable Selby Beck, Mayor
P. 0. Box 429
Plymouth, CA 95669
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May 26, 2003

Gray Davis &
Governor, State of California
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

This letter is regarding our opposition to an Indian Casino in the town of
Plymouth, CA, in Amador County.

First of all, let me say we strongly resent the fact that the Indian tribe
communicated with you that there was no opposition to this casino. We only
found out about the casino after you were told this. That certainly sets a bad
standard of dealing with the Indians by their lying from the beginning. What can
we believe from them from now on?

This little gold country town, and for that matter, Amador county, with only 30-
35,000 county residents, will forever be changed by putting in this casino. There
is already one casino, another already passed, and now they want a third one?
This rural town and county cannot support the services that the Casinos require
already. The town of Plymouth has a building moratorium because of lack of
water, yet a casino is to be built? Where will the water come from to support a
big casino? Will they pull all the water out of our aquifers so that our wells go
dry? What about the businesses in Plymouth? Are we to be swallowed up by a
casino because we are a small rural town? How will our 2-lane roads handle the
extra traffic and buses from all over northern California? How will we handle the
criminal element that is always associated with gambling in some form or
another?

Please carefully consider these questions in your decision regarding this rural
area of Plymouth/Amador County. We don’t want another casino in this county.

Sincerely, J‘f/? .//L mﬂﬂ,?( d%aﬂm_,

Ed and Mary Lawson Ed and 94ary Lawson
5636 Ditchline Rd.
Cc: Mario Biagi, Amador Co. Board of Supervisors 5
Plymouth City Hall 4 E’[ymou..ﬁ &p 900,

Rico Oller, Senator, 1% District

Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4™ District

National Indian Gaming Commission, Greg Bergfield, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs - Sacramento




May 19, 2003 R 30 OF 3uscny
Honorable Mayor, Selby Beck cudd FAY 23 PM 1 18
9426 Main Street ST
Plymouth, CA 95669 ; AR A

Al ARGE COUN

Dear Mayor Beck

We are writing to you today and asking you to actively oppose the proposed
Indian Casino in Plymouth, Ca.

As residents of the Shenandoah Valley, we would be severely impacted, by the
traffic congestion, increased costs to Amador County , and an increase in crime
and drug use. The Casino would be located about 1 mile from the Plymouth
Elementary School. This is not the atmosphere we want for the children of this
very small rural community.

The cost to our way of life would be immeasurably significant. Please do not Flég
this happen to this beautiful countryside.

We urge you to oppose the Indian Casino in Plymouth CA.

Respectfully, :
Tetas ypJeeii— [0 p NeS

Rose Marie Wreaks
Francis B, Wreaks

Rose Marie and Francis B. Wreaks
10731 Shenandoah Rd.

Plymouth, CA. 95669

- 209-245-3480

" cc: Mario Biagi
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Denise Moreno 3 ray 23 PM 1 18
P.O: Box 493 F b i sS4 BEn nann
19606 Spring Valley Road AMADCE COUNT v C:

Plymouth, Ca. 95669
May 20, 2003
Dear Mayor Beck,

I write to you expressing the love that T have for the way of life in the community of
Plymouth and the surrounding areas. I have always been happy that I was able to grow
up and raise my children in the same area. Weekly shopping is always a social time that
1s enjoyed. I like knowing the names of most of my neighbors,

It has come to my attention that Indian Gaming promoters desire and have been inquiring
about establishing gaming in our town around the city limits on 49. [ am learning more
as the weeks go buy. I must say that T am deeply concerned and oppose this change to
our town.

Impacts of such a large establishment concern me. People are not going to want to put up
with the hassle of traffic to get to our town for many services. (Weather you are a
preschool or a restaurantYUtility usage and costs could ruin our services. Even if financial
improvements were promised.... Should later these funds or improvements not be made
the city would not have any legal recourse. (Federal law protection)

“People will come to our area for the services of gaming only. T understand that sales tax
can not be collected by the city. No benefit there.

Crime will increase,

I served as a juror on a case that involved a man who came from Stockton to Jackson
Rancheria for the evening. When his friends took off early he had no way home. He then
decided to borrow a car that was parked at a local mini market. Of course having no
permission by the Owner County services (County Sheriff) and (courthouse costs were
then assumed). It took the jury about 20 minutes to deliberate the verdict. You see the
other casino in the area already impacted Plymouth residents.

['beg of you to keep the quality of city life in this area as itis. WWe will never
know this way of living ever again with a casino in our
city ! Changing our minds later will not be an option!

Thank you for considering my letter and opinion.
Denise Moren(?ﬁi_ﬂé‘/?bbz( /)2,{'2,[.-3-1’/
Ce: Amador County Board of Supervisors




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vinevard Lane
P.O. Box 306
- Fiddletown, CA 95620
Phone: 209.245 5585/Emai}: pezmikewine @juno.com

May 21, 2003

Louis Boitano, Sutter Creek/Volcano
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA 95642

Dear Mr, Boitano,

We are writing this letter to et vou know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We fee| the "mpact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

We feel that the benefits of having a few People employed would e adversely affected by the problems
involved with law enforcement and other Problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Since the casinos are a 1ax-free organization, we see ng benefit in having them based in our community.
What besides a smal] amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every comer like £2as stations were in the 70's.

We moved to Amador county for the quality of Jife it offers, which many feel would be highly compromised
if the casino was here. We have been active members in the community for years byt fee| this business
Wwould negate all our efforts for continuance of 5 small, country community. We would much prefer to
promote the local businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casinos.

Please support us in the fight asainst the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.

Sincerely,
/‘J |
[ )

: /}7’ Y
o .- R ol
Ly oA o 5, (M;fz
\}\\’\\FB\ 4 ..‘}L”;/ = //

Mike Bellamy and Pegay Bellamy o

Cc: Mario Biagj




Mike Bellamy B0 GF é
20251 Vineyard Lane

- P.O, Box 306 ;.Tlﬂﬂ FiAY 27 ] )
Fiddletown, CA 95629 Lkd Tt e P 118
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno-.lc;o_ml Gt e s

¥ M HELUNRLDS

AMADOR COUNTY, cA.

May 21, 2003

Assemblyman Alan Nakanishi
State Capitol, Rm 5175

P.O. Box 942849
Sacramento, CA 94249-0010

Dear Mr. Nakanishi,

We are writing this letter to Jet you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources,

involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

We moved to Amador county for the quality of life it offers, which many feel would be highly compromised
if the casino was here. We have been active members in the community for years but feel this business
would negate all our efforts for continuance of a small, country community. We would much prefer to
promote the local businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casinos.

Please support us in the fight against the Proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.

Sincerely, ﬁ | /7 Z; /j b
Lt A ?27 i

[
Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

Ce: Mario Biagi
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May 3. 2003 80 OF 3UreRvianae
SONY oo y - -
: Sl 3 Y 27 B 1057
Supervisor Mario Biagi
Supervisor Fifth District reuhae UFEIGAL REGuRDS
County of Amador T AMADCR G URTY, CA.

500 Argonaut Lape
Jackson, CA. 95642-9534

I 2am writing 10 you to address my concems over the proposad Indian (Gaming Casino in
Plymouth. '

I would 2ppraciate your assisiance in.dealing with the Impast issues that the Casino will
oring io the County of Amador. "

Tam very concerned and am reguesting that in the course of reviewing and negotiating all
potental impacts on the issues such as Waler, sewer, traffic, crime, environment, stc thar
vou also examine and make allowanees for additional impacts to the people, homes and
properues in the surrounding area not incorporated into the City of Plymouth, bu: directly
impacted by any decisions the Ciry of Plymouth makes. (Burke Ranch, Willow Creek
area, et al)

In addition to the items of concern already listed I amn very concerned with the future
availability of the Ground Water we are dependent upon for the quality of our lives, and
the impact the propesed development and Casino will have on depleting the aquifer. My
concem remains despite any assurances that water usage will come from other sources.

Since ground water is an area of unknown and with the potential of no recourse cn
damages [ am requesting specific wording to protect our homes and properties from the
Impact the Development and Casing will have on our availability to use our natural
Tesources.

%‘;@, /'_5?’-’?6/-:;*"."-‘

o



Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
- P.O. Box 306
_ Fiddletown, CA 95620
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Congressman Doug Ose
California Office

4400 Auburn Blvd., Ste 110
Sacramento, CA 95841

Dear Mr. Ose,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

We feel that the benefits of having a few peopie employed would be ad\"rerse!y affected by the problems
involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.

What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70’s.

Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.

Sincerely,

e e

Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

-

Cec: Mario Biagi




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
P.O. Box 306
Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21,2003

Shelby Beck, Mayor
Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St
Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Mr. Beck,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casing being located in Plymouth, or

any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcoho| and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.
Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.

What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70's.

if the casino was here. We have been active members in the community for years but feel this business
would negate all our efforts for continuance of a small, country community. We would much prefer to
promote the |ocal businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casings.

Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.

Sincerely, %/?2/ ﬁ{d;{%

Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

Cc: Mario Biagj




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
“ P.O. Box 306
Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email- pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Rich Martin, Vice Mayor
Plymouth City Council
0426 Main St

Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Mr. Martin,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming 1o the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

We feel that the benefits of having a few people employed would be ad{rersely affected by the problems
involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with aleohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.
What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70’s.
We moved to Amador county for the quality of life it offers, which many feel would be highly compromised
if the casino was here. We have been active members in the community for years but feel this business
would negate all our efforts for continuance of a small, country community. We would much prefer to
promote the local businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casinos.
Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.
Sincerely, 7

(s Bellars,
\ z"‘. 4
Mike Bellamy and Peagy Bellamy

Ce: Mario Biagi




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
- P.O. Box 306
Fiddletown, CA 935629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Elaine Lasich
Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St
Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Ms. Lasich,

We are writing this letter to Jet you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth. or
any nearby area. We fee| the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

We feel that the benefits of having a few people employed would be advE:se[y affected by the problems

involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Sincerely, /’7
(o
\f\c\k P

Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

Ce: Mario Biagi




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
5 P.O. Box 306
Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Ryan Gillaspie
Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St
Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Mr. Gillaspie,

We feel that the benefits of having a few people empioyed would be adversely affected by the probléms
involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.
What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinas in
Jackson and Placerville area: we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70's.

We moved to Amador county for the quality of life it offers, which many feel would be highly compromised

if the casino was here. We have been active members in the community for years but feel this business
would negate all our efforts for continuance of a small, country community, We would much prefer to
promote the local businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casinos.
Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you.
Sincerely, ) /ﬁ .-
.f : F . } e

//g Pl
. L /
Mike Bellamy and Pegay Bellamy

Ce: Mario Biagi




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
P.O. Box 306
- Fiddletown, CA 95620
Phone: 209.245 5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Gary Colburn
Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St
Plymouth, CA 95669

Dear Mr. Colburn,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources, =

We feel that the benefits of having a few people employed would be adversely affected by the problems
involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.
What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in

Sincerely,

4

Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you,
o -
i 7
E s AT (4 72 i
> 7

//(}P /

Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

Cc; Mario Biagi



Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
P.O. Box 306
» Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Richard Escamilla

500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA 95642
Dear Mr Escamilla,

We are writing this letter to Jet you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We fee| the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming 1o the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

involved with law enforcement and other problems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of people,
Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.

What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70’s.

Sincerely,
/’j ‘ ;/,'r'f')’ P 4
' ._' g 5 y 4 7,: C: ”
W Vall se ks’ (Ella )
v S
Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy i'/

Ce: Mario Biagi




Mike Bellamy
20251 Vineyard Lane
P.O. Box 306
i Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Emai: pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Richard Forster, lone

500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, CA 95642

Dear Mr Forster,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casing being located in Plymouth, or

any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would be overwhelming to the
-~ citizens, in addition to all road and water resources.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see na benefit in having them based in our community.
What besides a small amount of employment would they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every comer like gas stations were in the 70’s.

promote the local businesses and communities that make this area so appealing, instead of Indian casinos.
Please support us in the fight against the proposed Indian casino in Plymouth. Thank you,

Sincerely, .

) (= -l ._‘é’ ”. . ’ 7 .-

Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy

Ce: Mario Biagi



Mike Bellamy
20251 Vinevard Lane
P.O. Box 306
] Fiddletown, CA 95629
Phone: 209.245.5585/Email- pegmikewine@juno.com

May 21, 2003

Richard Vinson, Upcountry
500 Argonaut Lane
Jackson, CA 95642

Dear Mr Vinson,

We are writing this letter to let you know that we are against the Indian casino being located in Plymouth, or
any nearby area. We feel the impact to the town and outlying communities would pe overwhelming to the
citizens, in addition to all road and water resources,

We feel that the benefits of having a few people employed would be adversely affected by the problems
involved with law enforcement and other probiems associated with alcohol and lack of facilities to service
the influx of peaple.

Since the casinos are a tax-free organization, we see no benefit in having them based in our community.

What besides a small amount of employment wouid they give back to us? There are presently casinos in
Jackson and Placerville area; we do not need one on every corner like gas stations were in the 70’s.

Sincerely,

//',‘ /y (ﬁ, R
pini ol gy
Sl Ly O
Mike Bellamy and Peggy Bellamy s

Ce: Mario Biagj
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JONE BAND OF MIW OK INDIANS
14 West Main Street, jone, CA 93603
Ph: 208-274-6753
Fax 205-274-6636

(Open Letter) v

May 27, 2003

Malilo
U.S. Department of Justics -
Community Relations Department bBrAGl
Attn: Mr. Booker Neal, Senior Coneiliztion Specialist
120 Howand Strect, Suite 790
San Francssco, CA 54105

H5-74Y-e565
Sub: Request for an Investigation.

' Dewr Mr. Neal;

Our federally recognized landless Tribe is in the process of making an 2Op! ication to the
BIA and te Govesnor of California for land tn e put inio trust with the purpose of re-
establishing a reservation for our people and to pursue economic development for sell
sufficiency thru a Tridal Gaming Compact.

We have followed the procsdurss set forth by the Federal Government and the State of
California.

However, the County of Amadar appointed Supervisor Mario Biagi to an ad-Hoc

%ﬂw o 4-29-03 to investigate the impacts and report back to the Bourd the
ings.

Supervisar Biagi has refused to meet with the Tribal Governments Engincems oo
waler/sewer-teaffic and public safery issues. He has insteed compiled statistics based on
studies psrformed in Las Vegas, Nevada and San Diego, CA. We have oflered 10
perforn raffic counts and studies nn the actual roadways involved in our proposed
project and provide the findings to the county. All tono availability.



on . 20/03

0031 FAL 9187732908 | KINKO'S - ROSVILS BLVD

Mr. Biagi has appeared on local T.V. appealing to these citizens opposing the project 10
appear at a Town Hall Rally and o write the Govemar urging his denial of a Compact.

At the urging of M. Biagi and biased on e selective information provided by him State
Senator Rico Oller seat a letter 10 Govemor Davis urging his denial on issuing a Compact
to our Tribal Goverameat. Both as Senator and Stare assemblyman, Senater Oller has
always maintsined an open mind and given a fair review 10 minority groups. 1 am sure he
was never told that duniag a city sponsoted May 10, 2003 event 110 signatures from the
cltizens were collected in favor of our project. In addition, we are in the process of
working on impact measures with elected city officials their depastment heads and
Engimeering Planuiug Department staff. This is all within the Governmental jurisdiction
where the proposed project is 10 be Jocated. In the city of Plymouth not in Amador
County.

Amador County has signed intergovernmental agresments with 2 other recognized
Tobes. They have not nor has Serator Oller sent leters o the Governar opposing their
Comnacts. Only in our case has thi¢ happened and with them being furnished factual
information.

| 'We are therefnre requesting an investigation by your department and ask that the uue

findings be sent 1o Govemnor Davis and Senator Oller. Itis our hope thut when the true
facts are submitted we will he allowed an equal opportunity to pursue our future in the
masor that the congress of the United States has provided for vs.

As an additional matter, 1 would like to emphosize that there is not a membership dispute
within the Ione Band of Miwok Indians aor is this an sccurate portrayal of our Tribe.

If | can answer any questions please call me-

Sinceraly,

a2

Marthew Franklin
Tribal Chaitman

Ce Quverna Gray Davis
Senator Rico Oller



J—————

ys.20/n3 00:32 FAX 187732088 KINKQ' S - ROSVILS BLVU

Amador County Board of Supervisors
City of Plymouth City Council
Attorney Generals Office

Jeoy SRR
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IONE BAND OF MIWOK INDIANS

May 27, 2003

U.S. Department of Justice

Community Relations Department

Attn: Mr. Booker Neal, Senior Conciliation Specialist
120 Howard Street, Suite 790

San Francisco, CA 94105

Our federa!!y recogm.—.ed landless Tribe is in the process of ma?ang an appl ication to the
BIA and the Governor of California for Iand ro be put into frus ma‘}zlthe purpose of re-

establrskmga reservation for our people | and Ia pursue economré‘d lqpmem for self
su_;_")“ c:ency rhraugh a Tribal Gaming Comp 2

C'ahﬁ)rma. oy -

us .
T

However rize Coumj; of . Amadar appomre Sur
Committee on 4- 29-03 to zmesngare rhe impdcts a.
findings. ? b

Supervisor Biagi has refused to meet with the Tribal Governments Engineers on
water/sewer-traffic and public safety issues. He has instead compiled statistics based on
studies performed in Las Vegas, Nevada and San Diego, CA. We have offered to perform
traffic counts and studies on the actual roadways involved in our proposed project and
provide the findings to the county. All to no avail.

Mr. Biagi has appeared on local T.V. appealing to these citizens opposing the project to
appear at a Town Hall Rally and to write the Governor urging his denial of a Compact.

At the urging of Mr. Biagi and biased on the selective information provided by him State
Senator Rico Oller sent a letter to Governor Davis urging his denial on issuing a

14 WEST MAIN STREET » PO Box 1190 -« IONE, CA 95640 'y
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Compact to our Tribal Government. Both as Senator and State assemblyman, Senator
Oller has always maintained an open mind and given a fair review to minority groups. |
am sure he was nevex, told that during a city sponsored May 10, 2003 event 110
signatures from the citizens were collected in favor of our project. In addition, we are in
the process of working on impact measures with elected city officials their department
heads and Engineering Planning Department staff. This is all within the Governmental
Jurisdiction where the proposed project is to be located. In the city of Plymouth not in
Amador County.

Amador County has signed intergovernmental agreements with 2 other recognized
Iribes. They have not nor has Senator Oller sent letters to the Governor opposing their
Compacts. Only in our case has this happened and without them being furnished factual
information.

We are therefore requesting an investigation by your department and ask that the true
findings be sent to Governor Davis and Senator Oller. It is our hope that when the true
Jacts are submitted we will be allowed an equal opportunity to pursue our future in the
manor that the congress of the United States has provided Jor us.

As an additional matter, I would like to emphasize that there is not a membership dispute
within the lone Band of Miwok Indians nor is this an accurate portrayal of our Tribe.

If I can answer any questions please call me.

Sincerely,

Maitthew Franklin
Tribal Chairman

e

Governor Gray Davis

Senator Rico Oller

Amador County Board of Supervisors
City of Plymouth City Council
Attorney Generals Office
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Researched and Prepared by: A.W. Malick

Advocate for California Taxaqeﬁul L AR fil
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On Behalf Of “No Casino In Plymouth”
Plymouth, California
Amador County
Copy To: George Bush, President of the United States
Dianne Feinstein, U.S.Senator
Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senator
Doug Ose, U.S. Congressman. District 3
Gray Davis, California State Governor
Rico Oller, Senator, 1* District
Alan Nakanishi, Assemblyman, 4™ district
Gale Norton, Secretary of Interior, U.S. Department of Interior
Dale Risling, Superintendent Central California Agency, BIA
Greg Bergfeld, Regional Director National Indian Gaming Commission
California Gambling Control Commission
California Department of Justice
Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor, 5™ District
Selby Beck, Mayor, City of Plymouth
Rich Martin, Vice Mayor, City of Plymouth
Ryan Gillaspie, Councilman, City of Plymouth

Darlene Estey, Councilwoman, City of Plymouth



Special Welfare for Indian Casino Backers

The Proliferation of Indjan gambling casinos, under the auspices of the United States Congress
leads 1o the question — how does promoting gambling by Congress accord with Promoting the
General Welfare, as ordained by the United States Constitution? Now. wealthy financial backers can
buy land in the midst of a community and place it in trust to be declared by Congressional fiat, 1pso
facto, restored Indian land where gambling casinos can operate freely. Indian casinos pay no raxes
and become free-loaders on community services — roads, utilities. police. health, etc — paid for by
local taxpayers. Meanwhile there are Indian children throughout the country who continue to live in
poverty despite these ersatz reservations with their gambling revenues. Yet congress has passed a
law where wealthy casino backers reap up 10 40% or more of the net profits from what is a growing
multi-billion dollar special welfare system.

The United States Government has placed its stamp of approval on professional gambling
(cuphemistically calling it gaming) by codifying gambling house methods in gambiers argot. The
Code of Federal Regulations (25 CFR 542 et seq) devotes over 50 pages 1o running gambling houses,
while defining and using such terms as boxman, drop box, hub. marker. par sheet, runner, shill. soft
count. etc. It doesn't back away from the use of shills (25 CFR 542.7f) but cleverly redefines a shill
as “...an employee financed by the house for the purpose of starting or maintaining a sufficient
number of players in a game” (25 CFR 542.2). Dictionaries are more explicit, definin g a shill as an
emplovee who poses as a customer, or as an innocent bystander, in order to decoy others into
participating in a game. Analogous decoys are wooden ducks floated on a pond to attract birds flying
above who trustingly descend and are shot down by hunters concealed in a blind. Gambling house
decoys. or shills, attract the unsuspecting who are then shaken down by the house odds makers.
Experienced gamblers aren’t taken in: the unaware public is the intended prey who unwittingly
contribute to the special welfare of the wealthy backers of organized casino gambling.

Did Chief Seattle have it right when he prophesized in 1854.. "Your dav of decay may be distant,
but it will surely come..."?

For the consequences of casino gambling, see Time Magazine editions for 12-16-02 and 12-23-02.

AW, Malick
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Elida A. Malick
PO Box 264
Fiddletown, CA 95629.-0264
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Who are the Jone Band of Miwok Indians?

In 1915, John Terrell, working for the United States government, conducted several censuses of homeless Indians in
California. In May of 1913, he conducted such a census in the lone area. In lone, he identified 101 homeless
Indians. The Jone Band are ancestors to the people on this census. Although they were identified as being in the
lone area in 1915, ancestrally, many of the people on the census were from the Plymouth area. My mother, Effie
Burris, was born at Spanish Creek. Her family, the Walloupe's, are all buried in the Shenandoah Valley on the old
Jameson ranch. My father's family, the Burris’, were from Oleta. At one time, my grandmother, Minnie Tiffany,
owned land in Omo Ranch. My mother later married Mervin Howdy. His family were from Fiddletown.

Our chairperson, Matt Franklin, is also ancestrally from the Plymouth area. His mother's family are Blues. His
grandfather, Alec Blue, was born at Forest Home, just down Highway 16 from Plymouth. On his father’s side, his
grandfather, Bill Franklin was from Nashville. The people at Forest Home were called Waupumne and the people at

the “traditional tribe”, there is no such thing. Nick Villa is my son and never has been a chief, traditional or
otherwise. He didn’t get this notion in his head until he married Joan and she is not Indian, she’s White. My
husband, Nick Sr. was not a chief. Everyone in Ione knew my husband Nick and they all know he was never a
chief. Nick's father, William Villa, was Mexican. The “traditional tribe” says they are against gaming. What a lie,

Amador/Ledger dispatch wants to find out the truth about the Jone Band, we are available to show them any facts
they want to see. Let the people of Amador County see the facts, not react 1o lies told to them by a few people.
QC¢. Gov. Eray Daves
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20 May 2003 .

Govenor Gray Davis
State Capitol
Sacramento, Ca 95814

Dear Sir:

I have become aware of a proposal to build another Indian Gaming Casino in the foothills.
This one is proposed at the west entrance of the small Amador County town of Plymouth
on E16.

The foothill counties of Calaveras, Amador and El Dorado known as "The Mother Lode",
are an abundant cache of California history and currently enjoy a rural farming and
agricultural atmosphere. The influx of wineries has created a greater interest in the potential
of these foothill communities. And yet, even wineries are farming and maintain the rural
nature so long as they are not allowed to attach "bistros", bed and breakfasts or day-spas
within a winery complex on land zoned "Agricultural”. This is and has been a growing
problem between those of us who live in these areas and the "financial endeavors” of those
who always seem to want to turn the country into the city. .

The rich California history and quality of ranching life in the foothills of the Sierra are more
and more difficult to maintain. The additional traffic and pollution created by larger and
larger business interests is a threat to agricultural endeavors and the ranch life that many of
us have worked to build asCOUNTRY BUSINESSES and country life-styles. I work in
one of the winery tasting rooms. On a daily basis I hear from wine-tasters, "We come here
because it is still country; it is still charming, beautiful and historic." Please do not allow
another Indian Casino.

Sincerely,

Art & Nancy Sommer
P. O. Box 498

Fair Play, Ca 95684 /1 /&4% A ¥
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May 20, 2003 | GFEIGIAL RECCRUS
Doug Ose

U.S. Congressman, District 3

236 Cannon H.O.B

Washington, D.C. 20515-0504

Dear Congressman Ose,

We are writing to you today to ask you to deny the gambling compact for the
proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth CA.

We are long time residents of the Shenandoah Valley, and value our quality of
life here. The consequences to Plymouth and the surrounding areas would be great.
We would suffer enormous traffic congestion, pollution, an increase in crime and
illegal drug use. The area does not have water or sewage facilities to support such
an endeavor.

The cost to Amador County would be at least $1,000, 000 a year. These costs are
passed on to the residents of the County.

We urge you to give this serious consideration, and deny the gambling compact
for the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth CA.

\ : Respectfully,
\‘-. 77}“21 t?'w /'/A'—-‘R%LA.« a_-.a.&
\ Mary Lou Hangebrauk

Carl Han ebrauk

Mary Lou and Carl Hangebrauk
10625 Valley Drive
Plymouth, CA 95669

Cc: Mario Biagi



May 20, 2003 LAl e
AMADOR GOUNTY, CA.

Rico Oller

Senator, 1%, District

State Capitol, Room 2048

Sacramento, CA. 95814

Dear Senator Oller,

We are writing to you today to ask you to deny the gambling compact for the
proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth CA.

We are long time residents of the Shenandoah Valley, and value our quality of
life here. The consequences to Plymouth and the surrounding areas would be great.
We would suffer enormous traffic congestion, pollution, an increase in crime and
illegal drug use. The area does not have water or sewage facilities to support such
an endeavor.

The cost to Amador County would be at least $1,000,000 a year. These costs are
passed on to the residents of the County. ‘

We urge you to give this serious consideration, and deny the gambling compact
for the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth, CA.

Respectfuily,

MMy e i bwr

Mary Lou Hangebrauk

”2""/ 'ﬂdé./ /-L,/_,, er_ C__"(_’_
Carl Hangebtauk

Mary Lou and Carl Hangebrauk
10625 Valley Drive
Plymouth, CA 95669

Ce: Mario Biagi



May 20, 2003

Honorable Governor Gray Davis
Office of the Governor

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA. 95814

o Ly
) _ "1
Dear Governor Davis, WS b g

We are wrltmg to you today to ask you to deny the gambling compacffor the
proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth CA.

We are long time residents of the Shenandoah Valley, and value our quality of
life here. The consequences to Plymouth and the surrounding areas would be great. -
We would suffer enormous traffic congestion, pollution, an increase in crime and
illegal. drug use The area does not have water or sewage facﬂltles to support such

an endeavor.” SR o
The cost to Amador County would be at least $1,000,000 a year. Thess costs m‘é
passed on to the residents of the County. o et

We urge you to give this serious consideration, and deny the gambling cumpact
for the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth, CA.

Respectfully,

/}7’},_%[ b /G/G«jLAAL—L

ary Lou Hangebrauk

Gooe Lan P ol
Carl Hangebrauk

Mary Lou and Carl Hangebrauk
10625 Valley Drive
Plymouth, CA 95669

Cc: Mario Biagi
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Plymouth City Council
9426 Main Street
Plymouth, CA 95669

Council Members;

This letter in in regards to the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth. I moved to Plymouth
m July 0f 2002 to escape the masses that are now moving to into Solano county were |
resided for thirty years. I chose Plymouth as my new home and hopefully final home
because of its natural, prestine beauty that this area has. I sit here at my dinning area and
look out to the proposed site of this project which is directly in front of our beautiful
home, its very disturbing to try and comprehend the impact and negative elements that
well follow once this is approved, if that mistake ever happens, I use the word mistake
because thats exactly what it would be, one that is irreversible. The bait money the
investors are throwing around now and promising later will never replace the sacrifice all
the Plymouth and Amador residents will have to make to allow yet another Casino to
move into this area when there is already an ever expanding Jackson Rancheria and the
Buena Vista Casino nearing approval. )

My family and I strongly urge all council members to side with the majority of Amador
county residents and disapprove this twenty four hour circus.

Sincerely,

— - _.\_\:‘)._M (Q)' \_)

Dean A.Grubb Jr.
8975 Randolph Dr.
Plymouth, CA 95669

CC: Supervisor 5th dist. Mario Baggi
Governor Gray Davis



Pt U B P R R S May 23, 2003

Dear Governor Davis, GFFIDIAL mEoaRce
AMADOR COUNTY, CA.

As a life-long Democrat, [ am writing you to express grave concern with a
good idea which has run amok. [ am speaking to you about this state’s policy
regarding Indian Casinos. I live on a state highway outside Plymouth, a town of 500
people. With no warning, we were told a group of native Americans claiming to be a
tribe had under stealth bought several large parcels of land in the center of town and
were going to put in a 210,000 sq. ft. gambling casino with 3,000 parking spaces!
While we were told it was pretty much a “done deal” meaning the most we could do
about it was try 1o get a few concessions for our small town, the state authorities
were told there was no opposition. We have since found out that is not true, that you
must approve this casino.

Please help us! This makes no sense! These people do not have roots in our
community! In fact, they are being opposed by others of their tribe who claim these
people are imposters. Amador County is quite small, less than 35,000 people. We
already have Jackson Rancheria Casino about 15 miles away from us and another
casino scheduled to be built 15 miles away in the other direction. There are only two
roads into Plymouth, both two-lane highways. I live on one of them, Highway 49,
which winds and twists over to Hwy 50. This road can be quite treacherous, with
many tractor-trailers, motorcycle groups, and cars. My neighbors and I have to pull
into traffic from driveways and small side-roads. Not surprisingly, there are many
accidents on this road. Hwy 16 from Sacramento is no better with big lines of
vehicles commuting to Sacramento from our rural county. How can these roads take
the volume of traffic which will be generated by this casino? We’ve heard estimates
of 7,000 to 15,000 cars a day! With the casino’s planned bars and restaurants
serving alcohol it sounds like a nightmare for our county sheriffs and Highway
Patrol!

Make no mistake this casino will destroy our small rural town. The small
businesses we patronize will be forced out by the restaurants, service stations and
shops the tribe plans to build. There is no way they can compete with the reservation
businesses that do not have to pay local or state taxes. [ volunteer at the Plymouth
school. I can not image the effect on our children with this casino located a few
blocks away. In short, we see allowing this casino to be built as a disaster. Please,
please look carefully at the facts and do not give it your approval. You did not want
a casino built across from the State Capital, we do not want one built as the center of
our town!

Sincerely,

Bodea ) Kl

Mrs. Barbara J. Hopkins
9451 Cosumnes Dr.
Plymouth, CA, 95669



! e /%' fape

/Lé

May 26, 2003 B D- JJ~:.L.{HE.-‘
: A FY 28 AT 11 26
G Tiual REQERLE
AMADOTR COUNTY, CA.
Gray Davis (D)
California State Governor
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814
Subject: No Casino in Plymouth

Honorable Gray Davis:

We are writing you to OPPOSE the proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth, California. We
are residents of the Willow Creek Ranch in Plymouth. The impact of this project
jeopardizes our community on several levels. Traffic, Water, Sewage, Pollution, Crime,
Economic, and Quality of Life must be seriously considered. Negative impacts to our
community include:

Traffic to the proposed casino “would equate to ten times the total population of
Plymouth.”

Water, already a finite resource in our city, would divert an estimated “60,000 to
80,000 gallons per day” for the casino’s use.

Sewage usage can be demonstrated by the same estimates above, when our systems
are “already at capacity.”

Pollution does not mean air quality alone. Noise levels, water quality, view of the
night sky and our general reputation as a town, as well as our way of life here in
Plymouth will all be seriously changed, forever!

Economic burdens will only increase with more demands on our emergency
services created by a daily volume of patrons to a casino. County records already
prove what impact the Jackson Rancheria has had in Amador County thus far. We
the taxpayers are paying for services that casino operations should cover; and, such
services are being diverted from the needs within our community.

Quality of Life as we know it will be gone. Our peaceful existence will be replaced
with noise, pollution, crime, and increased cost to our city and county government.
Residents of the city and the county will not benefit from the development of
another casino in an already small county area. This project benefits the out-of-
state developers.



The Amador County Board of Supervisors unanimously passed “Resolution opposing the
Casino in Plymouth ap May 20, 2003. We urge you to consider the lives of the residents
of Plymouth and the surrounding areas and OPPOSE the proposed casino in Plymouth.

Respectfully,

Phillip Lee Smith, 16173 Muller Road, Plymouth, CA 95669

Pamela Ann Smith, 16173 Muller Road, Plymouth, CA 95669

ce: Honorable Bill Lockyer, California State Attorney General
Honorable David Rosenberg, Director of Intergovernmental Affairs
Congressman Doug Ose
U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
Honorable Gail Norton, Secretary of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs )
Honorable George T. Skibine, Director, Indian Gaming Management
Honorable Selby Beck, Mayor, Plymouth, CA
Supervisor Mario Biagi, Fifth District, Amador County ; ~
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Mr. Forster;
[ am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that

means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention.
Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. Ilive in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,

traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.

Thank you for you attention.

Jan Duggan
26874 Wagonwheel Dr.

Pioneer, Ca. 95666 %%gk/
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AMADOR COUKRTY, GA.
Mr. Escamilla;

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention.’
Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Richard Vinson *

Board of Supervisors Mg Ry 28 AM 11 2y
500 Argonaut Lane ) Lo
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AMADCE COUKTY, CA.
Mr. Vison;

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.

Thank you for you attention.

Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Mr. Biagi;

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention.
Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Gary Colburn, Couneil Member ’ ot .

Plymouth City Council ms Ay 28 AM LY 23

9426 Main St. GrElGsL =EGURDS

Flymouth 25660 3:1._:_ AOR COUNTY, CA.

Mr. Colburn;

[ am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention.
Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Mr. Gillaspie;

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the

Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that

means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many peo
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention. -
Jan Duggan

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Elaine Lasich, Couneil Member
Plymouth City Council OFFICIAL R
9426 Main St. AMADOR ¢ f]. iy
Plymouth, Ca. 95669

Ms. Lasich,

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the
Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that
means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,
traffic and problems.

Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.

Thank you for you attention.

Jan Duggan
26874 Wagonwheel Dr.

Pioneer, Ca. 95666 QQ &a.J ép,__/
'
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Honorable Governor Gray Davis, UrFIClaL RECORDS -
S Lip et e Cuvertist AMADGR GOUNTY, GA.
State Capital

Sacramento, CA 95814

Date: May 30, 2003

RE: OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED PLYMOUTH CASINO

Dear Governor Davis,

A casino has been proposed for Plymouth, CA, a small town of only 505 registered voters.
Plymouth already has an inadequate water supply, a maxed-ou? sewer system, inadequate roads, no

police department and only volunteer firefighters.

Indian casinos are not required to pay local, county or state taxes to mitigate the affects of their
activities. Nor are they required to adhere to traffic, noise, health and safety or environmental
issues. .The proposed casino would have a severe negative impact on the city of Plymouth and its

environs.
Please do not enter into a compact with the Ione Band of Miwok.

Sincerely,

S So

Leon Sobon,
Owner, Sobon Estate & Shenandoah Vineyards

CC:  Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
John Coburn, Plymouth City Council

ALL MAIL: SHENANDOAH VINEYARDS - 12300 STEINER ROAD, PLYMOUTH, CA 95669 - 209-245-4455
SOBON ESTATE - 14430 SHENANDOAH ROAD, PLYMOUTH, CA 95669 - 209-245-6554
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Rich Martin, Vice Mayor iy ]
AMADGR COUNTY. GA

Plymouth City Council
9426 Main St. 7
Plymouth 95669 r A | L
P A -
. 7.9 _
Mr. Martin, f\'“)\)\ e

I am deeply concerned about the possibility of an Indian Casino being built in the

ﬁo&_ i

Plymouth area. I live in Amador County for the beauty and quality of life. For me, that

means minimal growth. Another casino in the county would bring too many people,

traffic and problems.
Please deny any developments that would encourage the building of this casino.
Thank you for you attention. i i

Jan Duggan !

26874 Wagonwheel Dr.
Pioneer, Ca. 95666
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Honorable Governor Gray Davis, AMAROR GOUNTY, CA.
Office of the Governor

State Capital

Sacramento, CA 95814

Date: June 3, 2003
RE: MY OPPOSITION TO A PROPOSED PLYMOUTH CASINO

Dear Governor Davis, -

The proposed Ione Band of Miwok casino is a blatant and self'preserving scheme which will benefit
the tribe’s out-of-state investors. Amador County County is one of the smallest in the state, and we

already have a casino in Jackson, only 15 miles away.

The water, sewer and the environment and way of life of our residents will be severely taxed by the

proposed casino.
Please do not enter into a compact with the tribe.

Sincerely,

S v

Leon Sobon,
Owner, Sobon Estate & Shenandoah Vineyards

CC:  Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
John Coburn, Plymouth City Council

ALL MAIL: SHENANDOAH VINEYARDS - 12300 STEINER. ROAD, PLYMOUTH, CA 95669 * 209-245-4455
SOBON ESTATE * 14430 SHENANDOAH ROAD. PLYMOLUITH ca GSkth amm oo 227
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Honorable Governor Gray Davis, b ﬂ/(
Office of the Governor g

State Capital f,&

Sacramento, CA 95814

Date: May 26, 2003

RE: OPPOSITION TO A PROPOSED CASINO IN PLYMOUTH, CA

Dear Governor Davis,

Several weeks ago you received a deceptive letter stating that there was no opposition to a proposed
Plymouth Casino. There is in fact very strong opposition to the proposed casino. All early
planning for the proposal was kept secret and the options on the properties involved were obtained
under false pretenses.

The general public, and public servants were not made aware of the proposal until after you
received their letter requesting a compact. -

Please do not enter into a compact with the Ione Indian Tribe. The proposed casino will be in
the city limits of Plymouth which has been under a water moratorium for several years, and their
sewer system is at capacity. Only two lane roads lead to Plymouth. The local infrastructure will be
severely taxed, and there will be a net negative impact on our environment and way of life.

Please do not allow this to happen.
Sincerely,

L s, S

Leon Sobon,
Owner, Sobon Estate & Shenandoah Vineyards

CC:  Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor
John Coburn, Plymouth City Council

ALL MAIL: SHENANDOAH VINEYARDS - 12300 STEINER ROAD, PLYMOUTH, CA 95669 - 209-245-4455
SOBON ESTATE - 14430 SHENANDOAH ROAD, PLYMOUTH, CA 95669 - 209-245-6554
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Honorable Governor Gray Davis A3 Ay 28 ffi 11 28
Office of the Governor e o L
State Capitol, CA 95814 e RS REGLE DS

AMABCR Gounty GA.

LI (A

Dear Governor Davis,

I wish to register my objection to the location of an Indian Casino in Plymouth,
California. I feel it would be totally destructive to the rural friendly nature of our
citizens. It would be a burden on our water supply, sewer system, and road

capacity.

I have been a property owner and resident of this area for more than twenty five
years and feel that the casino would lower property values.

I urge you not to enter into the gambling compact with the Band of Miwok

Indians that are proposing the casino.

Respectfully,

Moo by Zopor

Gertrude Zeller

Gertrude Zeller
10690 Shenandoah Rd.
Plymouth, Ca. 95669

Cc: Mario Biagi
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DONNA PICUCCI
3795 CURRAN ROAD
IONE, CA 95640

December 3, 2003

The Honorable Governor Arnold Schwarzzeneger
California State Governor

980 9th Street, Ste. 1800

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Schwarzzeneger:

Re: Opposition to Proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth

I am writﬁn?_to say that I strongly oppose the proposed casino in
ifornia. Amador County’s existing casino in Jackson has
small county.

Plymouth ca .
had profound negative influences on 1ife in our

€asino in Plymouth 1is approved, it will be the third such
establishment approved in the County.

If you include the casino in Jackson,
construction near th

If the

j all of the casinos would be within a twenty-mile

casino project,
radius of each other.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,
L]

L'/L_\'w

Mrs. Donna Picucci

cc: Amador County Supervisor Mario Biagi
Plymouth City council
Senator Rico Oller
Assemblyman Alan Nakanishi
California Gambling Control Commission

Congressman Richard Pombo

congressman Doug Ose P
Ms. Gale Norton, Counselor to Sec. of Interior

Senator Gale Feinstein
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ario Biagi - Indian Gaming

C.-l.: }'}t/f r'“)M“ L A _/’U:Z,‘rf,:r"l,({fl
iR
From: <W4A4R8RO@aol.com> RECIMED 7 gy
B To: <mbiagi@co.amador.ca.us> 30 OF SURERVIEnTE S

Date: Tue, Mgy 20, 2003 4:13 PM
Subject: Indian Gaming 3 Ay 20 PM 10 &5
Thank you for taking such a firm stand against a third casino in Amador GF S Al RECORDS
County. Your presentation at today's Board of Supervisors Mesting was AMADCE COUYTY b

excellent and Amador County will be better off without the large set of
problems another casino would bring to the county.

| also very much appreciate your support of less development at Kirkwood than
was proposed by Kirkwood Mountain Resort. If KMR lost 20 million due to the
Board's decicison (as Mr. Derck said today), we need to also remember that
they will make at least 3 to 4 times that amount with the development that

was granted,

Thanks
Judith W. Flinn

Lot 83, Kirkwoed
208-258-8540



Jim and Katie Garfinkel

RECE VD

20 0F 3 SRV
17725 State Highway 49 . .
Plymouth, California a5 e :
95669 a3 | Y 29 AM 1 16
209) 245-4585 J
208 GEFIGIAL B fon e

AMADO VOUNTY. oa
May 28, 2003

Mario Biagi, Supervisor
500 Argonaut lane
Jackson, Calif 95642-9534

Dear Mario,

Enclosed please find a letter to Governor Davis opposing the proposed casino in Plymouth. Katie
and I would like to thank you, and the other Supervisors for standing with us in opposition to this
proposal. In addition, we would like to thank you for your gracious support of the Plymouth
Playground. Currently the project has raised around $25,000 in just a short time. Hopefully, it will
come to be a reality soon.

Sin

rely. 7 . _
/ %J{f/‘? 7 /J/ﬁeé&- Al
and ti/ !

Garfinkel



Jim and Katie Garfinkel
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May 28, 2003

The Honorable Gray Davis
Office of the Governor
State Capitol

Sacramento, California
95814

Dear Governor Davis,

Recently an Indian tribe identifying themselves as the Ione Miwouk Tribe sent you a letter
requesting a compact to build a casino in the little town of Plymouth, California. This letter stated
that there was no opposition to the project. The Tribe has deliberately Lied to you about the
amount of opposition to their plans. ;

Katie and I, along with several others who will be sending you letters, would like to voice our
adamant opposition to this proposed casino. The Tribe has already lied to you about the support
they have, and have therefore proven they can not be trusted. In addition to this falsehood, they
have lied to the Plymouth City Council. When the Tribe was told that there was not enough water
or waste management resources to handle the casino, the council was told that the County of
Amador had already agreed to work with the Tribe to bring in water. This was after they told the
Council that they were approaching the city first, and had not contacted the county. Of course
when the Amador County Water Agency was contacted, we were informed that the tribe had
never contacted them, and that there was not enough resources there to cover the proposed water
and sewage usage. I hope you agree with me that an organization that has already begun
negotiations with misleading, and false statements is not worthy of such negotiations, and
certainly not a compact.

In addition, the proposed site will create a traffic, and safety hazard on highway 16 & 49. The
proposal estimates 7000 vehicles a day, which is probably a low estimate. It is my understanding
that the Tribe also wants to serve liquor which will further endanger peoples lives on the road,
including our children here in Plymouth. The little two lane highway here in historic gold country,
would become a parking lot. Not to mention the effect on the environment: Pollution of the air,
potential litter, and of course the destruction of property that is currently very hilly, and steep.
From experience with another Indian casino in California, you know that they will level a
mountain, creating an environmental disaster with erosion, wildlife displacement, and the loss of
even more beautiful agricultural and free land. Please do not allow this to happen. Plymouth is a



Jim and Katie Garfinkel

17725 State Highway 48
Piymouth, California
95669

209) 245-4585

Fax

historic gold mining town, it is not a rich town, and does not have many resources with which to
fight this fight. We have recently formed a grassroots committee to try to Beautify Plymouth, in
which residents are donating their time to clean up Main street, improve the buildings and local
homes, and hopefully improve the business opportunities, and hence tourism. We are the gateway
to the Shenandoah Valley, home of some great wineries. Our history of gold mining and
agriculture will be devastated if you grant this tribe a compact to build their 120,000 square foot
casino.

Further, retroactive and current studies show that over the long run the local economies suffer.
Including a dramatic drop in property values. No matter how the Tribe tries to sell the fact that
they will be creating jobs (of which most will come from out of the area), they can not argue with
the facts presented in the studies. Knowing the current battles you are fighting with our States
budget, and its economy, I would hope that you want to preserve and help improve local
economies and not harm the values of our properties.

Finally, as I stated at the beginning of this letter, the claim that there is no opposition to this
casino can be refuted easily. The Amador County Supervisors have voted unanimously to oppose
the project, and several other cities, including Plymouth, are expected to follow the Supervisors
lead. There are at least two grassroots organizations that [ am aware of that have been formed,
basically overnight, to voice their disapproval, and to fight the proposal.

Katie and I strongly urge you to say NO to the Tribes request for a compact. You are our best

hope to stop this project before it begins. This small community is looking to you to protect us,
please do not let us down.

Sincerely,
Jim Garfinkel and Katie Garfinkel
ce: Mario Biagi, Amador County Supervisor; David Rosenberg, Director of Intergovernmental

Affairs; Congressman Doug Ose; Senators Boxer and Finestein; George Skibine,
Director of Indian Gaming Mgmt: Gail Norton, Sec. of Interior; Bureau of Indian affairs



1R

7

T
v L

May 35, 2003

AR

30 OF SUPERVIES ™5
* B FRY 8 AM 11 11

Dear Supervisor Biagi, OFFICIAL RECCHDS
AMADCH COUNTY, CA.

I am writing to you to address my concerns over the proposed Indian Gaming Casino in
Plymouth.

I appreciate your expertise in dealing with the known impact issues that the Casino will
bring to the County of Amador,

I am very concerned and am requesting that in the course of reviewing and negotiating all
potential impacts on the issues such as water, sewer, traffic, crime, environment,
asthetics, etc that you also examine and make allowances for additional impacts to the
people, homes and properties in the surrounding area not incorporated into the City of
Plymouth, not protected by the City of Plymouth, but directly impacted by any decisions
the City of Plymouth makes. (Burke Ranch, Willow Creek area, et al)

In addition to the items of concern already listed I am very concerned with the future
availability of the Ground Water we are dependent upon for the quality of our lives, and
the impact the proposed development and Casino will have on depleting the aquifer. My
concem remains despite any assurances that water usage will come from other sources.

Since ground water is an area of unknown and with the potential of no recourse on
damages I am requesting specific wording to protect our homes and properties from the
impact the Development and Casino will have on our availability to use our natural
resources.

The Developers and subsequent Trustees need to be requested to pay for water supply and
conveyance as a contingency to the properties in the surrounding impacted area not

protected by any agreement with the City of Plymouth. I also request the burden of proof
be placed on the Parties involved in any development agreements for any and all impacts.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Hine e fm

A rens l:;’hu‘}d

l¥800 Buake 2
Plymocth, (A Sk
A09- a4y s- S\ 2



A band of Miwok Indians together with their high-rolling promoters descended on the small community of Plymouth
Caiifornia with a check for $100,000,000 making some citizens believe they are in some kind of fairyland. What they failed
to let these same citizens know+ that getting from there to here might turn out to be harder than ane would care to think.

out of this community, and here is why:
and not conducive to a high volume of traffic

Id prove to be very dangerous.

The enviernmental impact of this endeavor is going to stretch for miles
All of the access roads leading Inte Plymouth are very old two lane roadways
Some of these roadways are stressed out as it is and adding to the stress cou
1. From lone o Plymouth converging at the Central House

2, From Jackson ta Plymouth congerging at the Central House

3. From Rancho Caordova on Highway 16 to Plymouth and converging at the Central House,
ad turning at the Old Sacramento road and into Plymouth. A very narrow stretch of

4. From Highway 50 on the Latrobe ro

roadand very curyy.
5. From Eldorado in Eldorado County a very dangerous 2 jane stretch of highway 14 miles long.
i esent a big problem since that roadway is fairly wide although it virtually 2 lane.

Coming fram Jackson will partially be addressed when the Highway 49 by-passis completed: not all, however.

Coming from Rancho Cordova is a stretch of highway that is 2 lane for the most part. This highway |s impacted by
Rancho Muristia commuter traffic and also by commuters gaing 4o and from .Jackson and lone; is then impacted by
visitars through Plymouth and into the wine country in the Shenandoah Valley.

Now all of this traffic has converged at the Central House. How is this issue going to be addressed?

Coming from Latrobe road is a much different story. This roadway is very curvy, and very narrow in spots. Thereisa .
gocd deal of commuter traffic and there are trucks going over this stretch of roadway continually. Without the added
impact of a casino, vehicles must, at times, slow down when passing in opposite directions, and trying o pass a car s
difficult at times. People have been killed on this narrow strefch of roadway by trying to pass other vehicles.

The greatest impact will come from Eldorado on Highway 49. This is a very dangerous stretch of 2 lane highway. Itis
the roadway. There is virtually no placeo pass. Itis marked off

Very curvy, and in the winter months there may be ice on

by double yellow lines for the most part, but people try to pass anyway taking chances, This highway is stressed now
withaut the added impact of a casing. Commuter traffic, visitors to the wine country, large motorhomes, large cargo trucks
drive this roadway daily. There are many, many wrecks sometimes resulting in deaths on this highway.

In erder to get a sense of what such an impact might have on a community, one only has to go to Placerville on a Friday

afternoon when vehicles ara strung out for a couple of miles trying to get up into the mountains for skiing, fishing, camping,

gambling, and fraffic is stop and go. Keep in mind that Placerville is a 4 lane highway. During the “apple hill* season, trying
starts below Placerville and

lo get in and out of Placerville

The roadways leading to and from Plymouth are not able to handle this impact. Having said all of this, who is going to take
the responsibility for what might occur as a result of allowing such & nightmare to proceed.

Will the County Board of Supervisors be willing 1o take the responsibility? .

Will Caltrans be willing to take the responsibility?

Will the State of Callfornia be willing to take the responsibility?

Will the City of Plymouth be willing to take the responsibiiity?

#ill the Indian Nation Band of Miwoks be willing to taxe the reponsibility?

Will the Federal government department of indian affairs be willing to take the responsibility?

Will the investors be willing to take the responsibility?

These investors need to rethink their location for a gaming development and relocate this potential nightmare.

Someane needs to contact the Federal Oept of Indian affairs, State of California Dept of Indian Affairs, Caltrans, the
Amador county road maintenance dept and any and all others invoived Immediately before this goes too far.

mmediately and completely by any and all concerned with the safety of the taxpaying

This pr;:njecl should be vated down |
en put on notlce of this fact,

users of these roadways, and we want you to know that you have be
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July 1, 2003 RECEIVCD
B0 OF SUPERVIZOn:
: 49 S 3 Am 19
Governor Gray Davis oY L 1%
California State Governor ortvgitl NESORTS
State Capitol AMADCR COUNTY. cA.

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Proposed Gaming Casino in Plymouth, CA

Dear Governor Davis,

Today I received a letter which I have enclosed for your reference from Matthew Franklin,
Chairman of the Tone Band of Miwok Indians Tribal Council.

This letter states amoung other things that the Ione Band of Miwok Indians is building a
Gaming facility in and near Plymouth.

My understanding is that your Office must first enter into a Compact with the [one Band
of Miwok Indians, and then the land (which currently has not been purchased, but
optioned only and is not a reservation) must convert from Fee to Trust.

Neither of these things have happened. I want to be sure that you know there is
overwhelming opposition to a Casino in Plymouth. We implore you to please look at the
reasons for not having a Casino. My views are shared by the County of Amador Board of
Supervisors, the Cities of Ione and Sutter Creek, and the majority of the residents of
Plymouth. [ can speak directly regarding the area called Burke Ranch just outside the City
limits of Plymouth where I recently conducted a survey. Of the people surveyed 63 people
were against the Casino and 2 people were undecided. Signatures have been obtained to
confirm these numbers.

We do not want a Casino for the following reasons:

1. We already have a Casino in Amador County which is currently undergoing expansion.
(Jackson Rancheria). This Casino is located 13 miles away.

2. There is already an approved Casino to be built in Ione 15 miles away.

3. The Plymouth area is dependent upon ground water. Even if the City of Plymouth
receives water from other sources that does not cover the area of Plymouth not within the
city limits that will be impacted by the Casino.

4. Highway 49 is winding and narrow and consists of two lanes which cannot
accommodate any increase in tratfic.

There are many other impacts too numerous to mention.

o



You can see from Mr. Franklin's lettter that he claims a Casino will improve living

conditions in Plymouth.
[ ask you how does lack of water, increased sewage, air pollution. increased traffic and
crime not to mention all the other environmental impacts make Plymouth a better place to

live?
How does Gambling improve anyone's life?

I know that you can see all the controversey surrounding the Gaming Casinos in the State
of California. Please help Plymouth. We do not have the money of the big Gaming
Developers to help defend our homes and the quality of our lives. We the Tax Payers and
Voters are dependent upon our Elected Officials.

Respectfully Yours,

; - /
‘QZW 27 w <.

Irene M. Freitas

18800 Burke Drive
Plymouth, CA 95669

cc: Supervisor Mario Biagi



Partners in Prosperity
Economic development WILL Benefit the Entire Plymouth Community

June 27, 2003

Irene M Freitas
18800 Burke Dr
Plymouth, CA 95669-9750

Dear Freitas Family,

New jobs, improved living condiiions and business climate. enhanced government services that are not
paid for by higher taxes.

Tribal Economic Development works well for communities. The lone Band of Miwok Indians is building
a gaming facility in and near Plymouth. This development will create significant revenues for the
community, which will work as an economic catalyst for all residents.

How do we know? Similar efforts already create paychecks for thousands of Californians throughout the
state; these are newly created jobs for everyone in our community. California tribes generate $273 million
- each year in extra revenue for community businesses, and this new revenue wili find its way into every

~ business and household in Plymouth, -

This kind of economic development will work for Plymouth. It will work to make our community a
promising place where our young people will stay, find jobs, start careers and raise families. These are the
kinds of values we all want and care about.

Today, we have a unique opportunity to create better living conditions and a healthier business
environment that thrives in good times and times of challenge. Together, as partners, we will make this a
reality for the Plymouth community. By working together we can make Plymouth a better place to live for
generations to come, but at the same time, keep Plymouth’s character and still maintain its rural
atmosphere.

We welcome your input and ideas and look forward to working with you!

Regards,

iy Rl

Matthew Franklin, Chairman
lone Band of Miwok Indians Tribal Council
9545 Highland Way

| Sacramento, Ca 95828

(916) 202-1717



BURKE RANCH PROPERTY OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION
P.O. Box 261, Plyrlgou}h_,_.:CA 95669

80 OF SUPERYIS~

Dear Governor Davis: S L
AN LT AR 1 Z8 June 13, 2003

We are a small community adjacent to 'El‘igrﬁglgagej“o}fr If;ly_rxju;unh in rural Amador County. I
am writing to you to address our concerns over the proposedindian gaming casino in
Plymouth. The Ione band of Miwok Indians has purchased an option on over 200 acres
fronting Highway 49 in Plymouth, with a plan to build a 120,000 square foot casino-
much larger than Thunder Valley. This is not ancestral land, but might eventually be
transferred into trust with your support. This county already has one nearby casino in
Jackson, and another one eventually to be built in Buena Vista, both within 20 miles of
Plymouth. We hold strongly that a casino is totally incompatible with life in a

quiet community of 800 persons.

Neighborhoods such as Burke Ranch, Shenandoah Valley, Willow Springs and
Fiddletown, all near Plymouth, are not protected by the City of Plymouth, but our water,
sewer, traffic, crime level, environment, and aesthetics will be directly impacted by a
project of this magnitude. No amount of financial mitigation can offset the impact. The
planned casino cannot go forward without your approval. Our fervent hope is that
you will disapprove this proposal.

In addition to the items of concern already listed we are very concerned about the future
availability of the ground water our wells depend on. Many of our wells have already
recently gone dry. We fear that the proposed development and casino will deplete the
aquifer.

We have canvassed our 67 homeowners, 97% of whom are opposed to the casino, and 3%
of whom are undecided. Our informal poll of the residents of Plymouth found 80%
opposed. Our County Supervisors are on record as opposed to this project, as is Jackson
and Tone City Councils, the Amador School Board, and Senator Rico Oller. The letter
you are reported to have received from the Miwoks stating that there is no local
opposition is inaccurate and dishonest. Our City Council is waffling, lured by the
blandishments of the developers and the excitement generated by Thunder Valley. We
desperately hope for your protection from this

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We hope to hear from you.

‘: T z?)

el [)é (e

Jill DeCou, Chair

Burke Ranch Board of Directors

For The Board of Directors and Property Owners of Burke Ranch

te. ) e /5!‘:{2,1.



YOU MAKE A DIFFERE=—r—""

BURKE RANCH PROPERTY OWNEFR ITISAEF==" ", _Zmemm
P.O. Box 261, Plymouth, CA 9
Dear Supervisor Mario Biagi: THRReTR
[ am writing to you to address our concerns over the propo. _ _ S it

Plymouth. We welcome the Miwoks as neighbors, but hold strongly that a casino is
incompatible with our tiny quiet community. No amount of financial mitigation can

offset the impact. Our fervent hope is that the proposal can be stopped. We ask

that you express your opposition to this development to Assemblyman Nakaniskn & _,
Senator Oller, and the Governor.

If the casino cannot be stopped, we hope to rely on your expertise in dealing with the

known impact issues that the casino will bring to the County of Amador. We are

requesting that in the course of reviewing and negotiating all potential impacts on the

issues such as water, sewer, traffic, crime, environment, aesthetics, etc that you also '
examine and make allowances for additional impacts to the people, homes and properties
in the surrounding area not incorporated into the City of Plymouth. Communities such as
Burke Ranch, Shenandoah Valley, Willow Springs and Fiddletown are not protected by~

the City of Plymouth, but are directly impacted by any decisions the City of Plymouth
makes.

In addition to the items of concern already listed we are very concerned with the future
availability of the ground water we are dependent upon for our lives. We fear the impact
the proposed development and casino will have on depleting the aquifer on which we
depend. Our concern remains despite any assurances that water usage will come from
other sources.

Many of our wells have gone dry over the past few years. When this happens, the
specific cause is elusive and damages have been impossible to collect. We request specific
wording to protect our homes and properties from the impact the development and casino
will have on our ability to use our natural resources. The developers and subsequent
trustees need to be required to pay for water supply and conveyance as a contingency to
the properties in the surrounding impacted area not protected by any agreement with the
City of Plymouth. We also request the burden of proof be placed on the parties involved
in any development agreements for any and all impacts.

Thank you for your past support and your attention to this matter. I look forward to

d‘choughts on this matter.
u, Treasurer
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P. O. Box 598 __F-: E rfuL
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Plymouth.@ . .

. May 22, 2808 TP 23 AN 11 19
UTFIGILL REGUALS

The Honorable Gray Davis AMADOR COUNTY, CA.

Govemer, State of California
California State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Govemor Davis:

The Plymouth community very recently learned that the lone Band of the Miwok Indians
plan to acquire approximately 300 acres of land in the Plymouth area for the purpose of
establishing a large casino, tribal housing, medical clinics and assorted other
commercial ventures. Two parcels totaling approximately 90 acres are public land
governed by B.L.M. Apparently this plan has been in process for some time--they say
they wrote to you about it in April, stating there was no local opposition. We would like
to make it very clear that the only reason there was no opposition is because this plan
was a well guarded secret.

In 1983 we purchased 285 acres of land here for our retirement. We have been very
happy to own a parcel of this size allowing us to live quietly in a rural environment. Our
plan has been to keep this land in the family for future generations. We are alarmed
about the current proposal to build a 120,000 square foot casino within half a mile of our
home. Bearing in mind that a casino is a 24 hour per day/7 day per week business we
are quite concerned about the effect it will have on our plans for the future.

In addition to our personal opposition to this project, we would like to point out that
Plymouth is an exceedingly smail city. The number of people this project would bring to
the area would be overwhelming. The negative aspects of the type of business they
propose would ireparably affect the lifestyle of everyone here. Even with mitigation we
believe the effect on traffic, schools, law enforcement, water, sewer and assorted
services would be very negative. Amador County, with a population of less than 40,000,
is already struggling with one casino which is expanding on a regular basis.

The majority of the people in this community sym pathize with the Miwok desire for land,
and we would welcome them as neighbors. However, the investors who organize Indian
groups and plan casinos are not interested in what is good for the Miweks or the people
of California, Amador County or the City of Plymouth.

Please veto this project for the good of all of us.

Respectfully,

William E. Allison
Doris A, Allisen

CC. Mario Biagi, Supervisor
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P. O. Box 596
3 9499 Bush Street
T 1
da A28 AM 1T 19 Plymouth, CA 95669
QEFISIHEL DECLELY May 22, 2003
AMADO 6 jU:‘:‘TITI, (oY

Secretary Gale A. Norton
Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Secretary Norton:

We are writing to you from our ranch in the foothills of the Sierra Nevadas in
Northern California. We live in Amador County, population less than 40,000, just
outside the City of Plymouth, population less than 1,000. This area is a very
quiet agricultural region with many ranches and vineyards.

We recently became aware that the lone Band of the Miwok Indians have applied
to have approximately 300 acres of land within half a mile of our home put into a
Land Trust for the purpose of establishing a 120,000 square foot casino, tribal
housing, medical clinics and other commercial ventures. Bearing in mind that a
casino is a 24 hour 7 day business we are quite concerned there would be an
overwhelming influence on such a small city and county. Even with mitigation we
believe the effect on traffic, schools, law enforcement, water, sewer and other
services would be devastating. Amador County is already struggling with one
Indian casino which is expanding on a regular basis.

The majority of the people in this community sympathize with the Miwok desire
for land and would welcome them as neighbors. However, we believe the
investors who organize Indian groups and plan casinos are not interested in what
Is good for the Miwoks or the people of this community.

We urge you to step in and prevent this land from going into the Land Trust.

Respectfully,

William E. Allison
Doris A. Allisen

.~ cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor



= P. O. Box 596
i 3 AR ks 9499 Bush Street
N Plymouth CA 95669
"o October 28, 2003

Gov. Elect Arnold Schwartzenegger
California State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Schwartzenegger:

You may not be aware of the small city of Plymouth in rural Amador County in
the nearby foothills outside of Sacramento. \We would like to make sure that you
know about a proposal for our area that, if approved, would spoil the rural
lifestyle of this community forever.

A group calling themselves the lone Band of the Miwok Indians through a
development corporation from out of state has proposed purchasing land in our
neighborhood and getting it put into Trust for a 2.000 gaming machine casino
along with a 200 bed hotel. This tribe is a recently formed group of several
hundred people who are deemed “imposters” by the Traditional Band of Miwoks
who live on tribal land in nearby lone. It seems clear to most of us who live in
this area that this is really an attempt by a development group to “find” a tribe and
bring a casino to the area to help themselves not the Indians or the local
community. These developers have from the beginning of this process liberally
sprinkled lies, half truths, veiled threats and what amounts to bribes in an attempt
to get what they want which is to make money at our expense.

Amador County has a population of less than 30,000 (Plymouth has less than
1,000) and already has one casino in Jackson and approval for an additional
casino in Buena Vista. The Board of Supervisors and all of the local area cities
have voiced strong opposition to the casino plan for Plymouth except for our city.
Of the 300 or so acres the Tribe has options to buy only a few acres are in the
City. The remainder is unincorporated land controlled by the County. Of course
the casino is planned for the few acres within the City because that Council
appears to be so intimidated or coerced or bribed by them that they will not voice
opposition even though two surveys have shown the citizens of the City are
averwhelmingly opposed to having a casino here. In addition the residents of the
unincorporated land around the City are overwhelmingly opposed to it.

We happen to be cattle ranchers with 285 acres of land less than a mile from this
proposed project. We would be greatly impacted by a casino which operates
24(7, bringing in large amounts of traffic and crime. using precious water, and
introducing a potentially destructive lifestyle for our children to be influenced by.



This casino could bring very large amounts of money to the City of Plymouth but
would do nothing for those of us living just outside the City and next to the
casino. We understand that the Indian Tribes must mitigate the problems they
bring to a community but the truth is many of these problems cannot be
mitigated. In general the local population would welcome the Indians as
neighbors but we are opposed to gambling interests from out of state dictating
what happens to us and our families. We urge you not to allow this land to be
placed into Trust for the sake of all of us who have to live with the result.

Very truly yours,

William E. Allison
Doris A. Allison

cc. Mario Biagi +~
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: i P. O. Box 596
AMADGR GOUNTY,

9499 Bush Street
Plymouth, CA 95669
May 22, 2003

Representative John T. Doolittle
U. S. House of Representatives
2130 Professional Drive, Suite 190
Roseville, CA 95661

Dear Representative Doolittle:

The local community has recently learned of a well orchestrated attempt by the
lone Band of the Miwok Indians to have approximately 300 acres of land placed
into @ Land Trust for the purpose of building a very large casino. We believe that
Plymouth, a very small city, would be devastated by this business. Our ranch is
less than half a mile from the casino site and we feel our personal lifestyle would
be very adversely affected by a business of this type.

The enclosed letter is being sent to Interior Secretary Gale Norton requesting
that she prevent this Land Trust from being established. Any help that you can
give us would be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

William E. Allison
Doris A. Allison

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor

Encl.
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May 22, 2003

Senator Barbara Boxer
501 | Street, Suite 7-600
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Senator Boxer:

The local community has recently learned of a well orchestrated attempt by the
lone Band of the Miwok Indians to have approximately 300 acres of land placed
into a Land Trust for the purpose of building a very large casino. We believe that
Plymouth, a very small city, would be devastated by this business. Our ranch is
less than half a mile from the casino site and we feel our personal lifestyle would
be very adversely affected by a business of this type.

The enclosed letter is being sent to Interior Secretary Gale Norton requesting
that she prevent this Land Trust from being established. Any help that you can
give us would be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

William E. Allison
Doris A. Allison

cc. Mario Biagi, Supervisor

Encl.
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May 22, 2003

State Senator Rico Oller
1200 Melody Lane

Suite 110

Roseville, CA 95678

Dear Senator Oller:

Please help the good people of Plymouth and Amador County prevent the casino
that is being proposed by the lone Band of the Miwoks. As you well know this is
not a good location for such a big business. The enclosed letter is being sent to
Governor Davis requesting that he veto this plan. Any help you can give us
would be greatly appreciated.

Respectiully,

William E. Allison
Doris A. Allison

cc: Mario Biagi, Supervisor

Encl.
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June 20, 2003
The Honorable Gray Davis
Governor, State of California
State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Governor Davis:

I am writing you in regards to the gaming compact that your office is negotiating with the
Ione Band of Miwok Indians, and their proposed casino in Plymouth, which lies in my
Assembly District.

My office has received a plethora of letters and phone calls from constituents and local
governments on this issue. I would like to inform you that not one of them is supportive
' of this proposed casino. ‘

I have consistently been supportive of the issues of Indian soverei gnty, and have toured
many Indian gaming sites. In this case, the Ione Band of Miwok Indians are seeking to
take land into trust that is not theirs for the sole purpose of building a casino. This I
cannot support, and respectfully hope that you would agree.

Please consider the concerns of your constituents in Amador County on this matter. |
would be more than happy to meet with your office at anytime regarding this issue.

Sincerely,

CONe

Alan Nakanishi
Assemblyman, 10" District

Ce:  Senator Rico Oller
Amador County Board of Supervisors
Plymouth City Council

Printed on Recycled Paper



AMADOR COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
. AMADOR COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Resolution No. 02/2003-19
« Re: Proposed Casino in Plymouth

WHEREAS, the proposed Plymouth gambhng casino would be located less than one mile
from Plymouth Elementary School; and,

WHEREAS, many of the streets and roads students use to go to and come from Plymouth
-entary School do not have sidewalks; and

WHEREAS, the dramatic increase in traffic would present a significant danger to an area
loes not have stop lights or crossing guards for students;

WHEREAS, a significant increase in families moving to the area as casino employees
wuuld likely result in a dramatic impact on educational services with restricted funding; and

WHEREAS, this increase would likely result in overcrowding at a school site that

.~dy shares space with the Amador County Fairgrounds to meet the needs of the current
'« +ent population; and,

WHEREAS, a number of new housing units that would accompany a casino would not be
ect to the developer fees that help offset the costs of needed additional classrooms; and

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Governing Board of Amador County Unified

ifi
ol District and Amador County Office of Education opposes any plans to build the proposed
bling casino due to serious safety and educational concemns.

‘oved this 28" day of May, 2003
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) Barfy Franks, ACUSD/ACOE Board President

’.-"""'-.\. ﬁw—-.l ,"
County Unified School District/County Office of Education ( :- s
Avenue, Jackson, CA Y5642
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AMADOR COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
AMADOR COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

. Resolution No. 02/2003-19
Re: Proposed Casino in Plymouth

WHEREAS, the proposed Plymouth gambling casino would be located less than one mile
from Plymouth Elementary School; and,

WHEREAS, many of the streets and roads students use to go to and come from Plymouth
Elementary School do not have sidewalks; and i

WHEREAS, the dramatic increase in traffic would present a significant danger to an area
that does not have stop lights or crossing guards for students;

WHEREAS, a significant increase in families moving to the area as casino employees
would likely result in a dramatic impact on educational services with restricted funding; and,

WHEREAS, this increase would likely result in overcrowding at a school site that
already shares space with the Amador County Fairgrounds to meet the needs of the current
student population; and, :

WHEREAS, a number of new housing units that would accompany a casino would not be
subject to the developer fees that help offset the costs of needed additional classrooms; and,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Governing Board of Amador County Unified
School District and Amador County Office of Education opposes any plans to build the proposed
gambling casino due to serious safety and educational concems.

Approved this 28" day of May, 2003

AYES: &

NOES: ®

ABSENT: Q
A,/ e

Barfy Franks, ACUSD/ACOE Board President

TOTAL P.81



John C. Begovich Buildirig
AMADOR COUNTY 500 Argonaut Lane * Jackson, CA 95642-9534

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY Telephone: (209) 223-647"

Facsimile: (209) 257-06.
Website: www.co.amador.ca,ug

To: Wes Lujan, Advocation, Inc. From: Patrick Blacklock
Fax:  916-447-3447 Pages: 4

Phone: 916-447-8229 Date: 5/29/2003

Re: Proposed Plymouth Casino CC:

O Urgent O For Review O Please Comment [J Please Reply [ Please Recycle

® Comments:

FiadminiFax Caver Sheetdoe



Amador Air District

» June 26, 2003

Governor Gray Davis -
State Capitol Building
Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Tribal Gaming will Increase Motor Vehicle Emissions in the Amador Air District

Dear Governor Davis:

The Board of Directors of the Amador Air District is opposed to the increase in motor vehicle
exhaust emissions that will be released in this rural area if the State of California allows a third
tribal gaming facility to be developed within the boundaries of this air pollution control district.

One tribal gaming facility already exists in our rural District near the City of Jackson and is in
the process of doubling its size. That expansion alone will result in 7,000 to 10,000 additional
car trips per day in the District. The State and the Bureau of Indian Affairs have approved a
second facility that will be located in the Buena Vista area of Jackson Valley near the City of
Ione. Now a third facility is proposed for the City of Plymouth and if approved the combined
facilities will generate over 30,000 additional car trips per day in our traffic corridors.

The Amador Air District is located within the Mountain Counties Air Basin, designated a
“Moderate” non-attainment area for the state 1-hour ozone standard. We are currently in
jeopardy of being designated non-attainment for the new federal 8-hour ozone standard. These
designations are the result of “Overwhelming Transport” of ozone from the Sacramento and
San Joaquin valleys. If the state encourages additional vehicle trips into this air district by
permitting additional tribal gaming facilities without any corresponding mitigation measures to
reduce the impacts of these additional emissions then you will have contributed to our air
quality problem. A problem we didn’t create - but one which we must however resolve.

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Amador Air District, we request that the state take
all appropriate steps to prevent the establishment of additional tribal gaming facilities within
this air district’s boundaries. Your cooperation on this issue would reduce unnecessary vehicle
emissions in our area, help the air district protect the public’s health and enhance our efforts to
achieve and maintain compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

Sincerely,

L Gk,

Richard Forster, Chairman
Board of Directors
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Govemor Gray Davis

State Capitol
-
Sucramento, CA 95814

Subject: Proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth
Dear Governor Davis:

I understand you received a letter from an out-of-state Promoter of an Indian Casino in Plymouth which
stated there was no known opposition to a casino in Plymouth.

That statement is reminiscent of the Iraqi Minister of Information and is so preposterous it is laughable,

Let me count the ways there is known opposition to the Casino:
I. The County Board of Supervisors is unanimously opposed.
The County School Board is unanimously opposed.
The city council of Jackson is unanimously oppc;;sed.
The city council ut'Ion:e is unanimously opposed.

The City Council of Sutter Creek is expected to oppose when they next mest.

SR T — T I S

The residents of the City of Plymouth are opposed.
In a survey in which every house in the city of Plymouth was visited, 80% of those with
an opinion were opposed. :

7. Residents of Plymouth with an address outside of the city limits are opposed also.
Though no systematic survey has been completed for this group to date the evidence is
very clear that the opposition here is even greater than 80%.

8. The same is likely true for all residents of the county.

To nwke the point, enclosed are 74 lettery from citizens uppusing the cusine,
This is just the beginning,
Soon we will need a truck to transport opposition letters to you.

Ay ety

Don Becker
5756 Voorhies
Plymouth, CA 95669

cc: Plymouth City Council with enclosures

Supervisor Mario Biagi with enclosures
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BY FAX- 209-257.0619
209-254 6199

TO: Supervisor Biagi
Clida Malick, D.V.M.

FROM: Don Becker

SUBJECT: Indian Casino Referendum Petition

As u result of the carlier survey of the city of Plymouth, [ have reasonably
gecurate records of where most households stand in regard to the Casino.

21§ responses were received from approximately 260 homes. The difference
(approximately 45) were not ut home at the time o f the survey,

Bused on these nutubers and the survey,
undecided were

be upposed.

Adcitionally. the gronp that did the ariginal survey would likely he available ta
revisit the homes they had earlier visited to now get signatures on a referendum petition.

15 very likely they would not only get enough signatures to put the referendum
ot the ballot, but enough in opposition to be a majority of the residents of the city.

[f that were the case. and this fact was presented to the city council, possibly the

counetl would change their position and thereby eliminate the necessity of the full
relerendum process,

All ofthis is to say [ intend to begin the referendum petition process unless

something about the legal process Stops me or someone convinces me it is not a good
ideu,

Don Becker _
5756 Voorheis

Plymouth, CA 95669
245-3511
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even il all of those not at home plus those
in favor of the Casino, the majority of the residents of the city would still
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Steven D. Howard Phone: 209-245-6038

5530 Taylor Road REQE v ) FAX: 209-245-6268
Plymouth, CA 95669 BD OF 2vins= '1 E-mail: showard@cdepot. net
=SS SRNESD I €
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The Honorable Governor Gray Davis e
California State Governor
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Proposed Indian Casino in Plymouth
Dear Governor Davis:

It is my understanding that, in their application for a Compact with the State of California,
the Miwok Indians and their developers indicated that there was no opposition to the
proposed. casino in Plymouth, California. I can assure you that this is incorrect.

[ am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed casino in Plymouth._ I have
spoken with many family members, friends, neighbors and other concerned citizens. There
are grave concerns regarding probable drug enforcement problems. the stress on the local
infrastructure, and the destruction of our rural way of life '

I urge you not to take any action in favor of this project without first listening to the
concerns of the local citizenry, examining the effects that the nearby casino in Jackson has
had, and contacting the Amador County Sheriff”s Office regarding any concerns that they
may have. :

Sincerely,

o D eu

Steven D. Howard
cc: Plymouth City Council

«~Supervisor Mario Biagi
Sheriff Michael Prizmich

Page | of 1



July 12, 2003

Dear Mario,

I hope that the Plymouth City Council has not done too much damage with their
ignorance,

I have forwarded this letter to our Congressman’s office

Thanks for not being afraid to call a epade a spade,
Elida
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P.O. Box 264 8D OF SUPERVIED S
Fiddletown, CA 95629 ) .
ik 68, 4043~ DML 9 PA Y 33
UFFIGIAL RECLNDS

M AL COUNTY, CA.
Honorable Gail Norton AMADOR COUNTY

Secretary of the Interior
Department of the Interior
Washington, D.C.

Dear Ms. Norton:

I am writing in regards to the Class ITT Gambling Casino that a Native
American Tribe has proposed for my home- town of Plymouth, California. we
are a small, incorporated city in the rural foothills of California’s historic gold
country. Our primary industry is tourism, which is fueled by gold mining legend
and lore, a superlative natural environment, a growin g wine industry, and

Our county of Amador is one of the smallest in the State of California and is
already host to one Tribal casino, the Jackson Rancheria Hotel and Casino.
Despite the fact that this establishment is greatly philanthropic 1o community

Plymouth represents an unfair burden for cou Nty taxpayers, as we are seeing up
and down the state with the failure of Proposition 1A

Furthermore, the Tone Band of Miwok Indians who, along with their promoters
from Minnesota and Mississippi, are pushing this project, are of questionable

for years. Furthermore, several key California legislators have requested official
investigation into BIA impropriety and how it may be related to an inappropriate
designation/recognition for this new group.

From scarce water resources that hold our community in a current building
moratorium to winding, two lane country roads that feed our town. the City of
Plymouth is uniquely unsuited to handle the negative impacts that a casino project
brings. In addition, our small voting populace is outnumbered by tribal members,
setting a scenario whereby our community could lose all electoral voice to a




neighboring sovereign nation. T wasg reassured of this recently whife speaking to a
Native American Tribal leader as he justified the term “Super-Citizen” in relation
to the power that California Indians must retain by virtue of dual citizenship

In light of the many inconsistencies brought forward by this Tribe, the
excessive burden of three casinos in our county, and the extent of the negative

impacts that cannot be mitigated, we formally request that you do not support this
project proposed for Plymouth, California.

Respectfully,

Dr. Elida A. Malick
Advocate for Plymouth, California
209-245-6211




P.O. Box 264
Fiddletown, CA 05620
July 08, 2003
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Honorable Governor Gray Dayis AMADCR coun T, CA.
Office of the Governor
State Capitol
Sacramemo, CA 95814

Dear Governor Davis:

Iam writing in regards to the Class I11 Gambling Casing that a Native
American Tribe has Proposed for my home- town of Plymouth, California. We
are a small, incorporated City in the rural foothills of California’s historjc gold
country, QOur primary industry is tourism, which is fueled by gold mining legend
and lore, a superlative natural environment, a growing wine industry, and
primarily, a safe environment for the cnjoyment of a variety of family oriented
activities

Sroup has claimed to achieve Federal recognition, they have no apparent relation
10 the Traditional Banqg of Ione Miwok Indians who has lived in thig community




neighboring sovereign nation. I was reassured of this recently while speaking to a
Native American Tribal leader as he justified the term “Super-Citizen” in relation
to the power that California Indians must retain by virtue of dual citizenship.

Enclosed is a copy of an initial report our community has compiled regarding
environmental and social impacts. This 1s indeed a living document and as I write
to you we are in the process of citing references and filling out the information in
a more thorough manner. We will forward our findings.

The many inconsistencies brought forward by this Tribe, the excessive burden
of three casinos in our county, and the extent of the negative impacts that cannot
be mitigated, compel our community to formally request that vou do not enter into
a “gaming” compact with the Tone Band of Miwok s for this project in Plymouth.
California.

Respectfully,

Dr. Elida A. Malick
Advocate for Plymouth, California
209-245-6211
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Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Ose:

I'am writing in regards to the Class III Gambling Casino that a Native
American Tribe has proposed for my home- town of Plymouth, California. We
are a small, incorporated city in the rural foothills of California’s historic gold
country. Our primary industry is tourism, which is fueled by gold mining legend
and lore, a superlative natural environmnent, a growing wine industry, and
primarily, a safe environment for the enjoyment of a variety of family oriented
activities.

Our county of Amador is one of the smallest in the State of California and is
already host to one Tribal casino, the Jackson Rancheria Hotel and Casino.
Despite the fact that this establishment is greatly philanthropic to community
youth, it nevertheless gives rise to a million dollar a year burden. in unmitigated
subsidy, to the county taxpayers. In this shadow, we have a second casino that is
slated to open soon in the Buena Vista area that is anticipated to draw another
million dollars a year from the county coffers. This third casino proposed for
Plymouth represents an unfair burden for county taxpayers, as we are seeing up
and down the state with the failure of Proposition 1A.

Furthermore, the Tone Band of Miwok Indians who, along with their promoters
from Minnesota and Mississippi, are pushing this project, are of questionable
legitimacy. This group has not and does not live in this community and has no
reputable lien to the land they seek to place into trust in our town. Though this
group has claimed to achieve Federal recognition, they have no apparent relation
to the Traditional Band of Ione Miwok Indians who has lived in this community
for years. Furthermore, several key California legislators have requested official
investigation into BIA impropriety and how it may be related to an inappropriate
designation/recognition for this new group.

From scarce water resources that hold our community in a current building
moratorium to winding, two lane country roads that feed our town, the City of
Plymouth is uniquely unsuited to handle the negative impacts that a casino project
brings. In addition, our small voting populace is outnumbered by tribal members,
setting a scenario whereby our community could lose all electoral voice to a
neighboring sovereign nation. I was reassured of this recently while speaking to a




neighboring so‘:ereign nation. I was reassured of this recently while speaking to a
Native American Tribal leader as he justified the term “Super-Citizen” in relation
to the power that California Indians must retain by virtue of dual citizenship.

Enclosed is a copy of an initial report our community has compiled regarding
environmental and social impacts. This is indeed a living document and as T write
10 you we are in the process of citing references and filling out the information in
a more thorough manner. We will forward our findings.

In light of the many inconsistencies brought forward by this Tribe, the
excessive burden of three casinos in our county, and the extent of the negative
impacts that cannot be mitigated, we formally request that you do not support this
project proposed for Plymouth, California.

Respectfully,

Dr. Elida A. Malick
Advocate for Plymouth, California
209-245-6211




July 08, 2003

Dear Senator Oller;

I would like to take a moment to thank you for your support in opposing the
proposed casino in Plymouth, California.
Native American sovereignty and so called

While I understand that issues con
“economic de
for our representatives to handle, it is reassurin g to know

cerning
come to the plate for California taxpayers.

velopment™ are hot topics
that there are those who will
Our small community in Amador county is one of the last vestiges of rural
Americana left in California and possesses many characteristics that make it uniquely
unsuitable for casino development. The off-reservation nature of this proposed
project is clearly not what the California voters intended when passing Proposition

P A. Furthermore, several key legislators, suspicious of BIA impropriety, have
requested investigation as to how t

his tribe actually achieved recognition.

I have enclosed the results of our initial draft of the environmental

1Ssues
surrounding this proposal in the event that you require further informa
¢an count on your support in the future.

tion. | hope we
With sincere appreciation, 1 am at your service,

Dr. Elida A. Malick
Advocate for Plymouth, California
209-245.6211
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P.0O. Box 264
Fiddletown, CA 95629
July 11, 2003 .

Doug Ose
236 CHOB
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Ose:

It has been brought to my attention, as one of the organizers of the group “No
Casino In Plymouth,” that certain members of the Plymouth City Council have falsely
reported your support of our efforts via our District Supervisor Mr, Mario Biagi.

While Mr. Biagi is an oft-controversial figure in local politics, and is himself a
spearhead in opposing this project, at no time has he ever propagandized the notion of
your support. The Plymouth City Council, to the contrary, are now notorious in their
disregard of the public outcry for City opposition to this project and have previously
spread rumors concerning Mr. Biagi's motives for opposing this casino. More than
one member of the City Council has publicly uttered libelous statements clearly
intended to undermine Supervisor Biagi's credibility in this district

It goes without saying that the voters of the City of Plymouth and the surrounding
communities would gratefully welcome your support. However, we also realize that
until this Tribe formally applies with the BIA it would be premature to expect a

statement from 