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Events

Different	Versions/Bills	of	the	Maine	Indian	Claims	Settlement	Act:March,	1977	to	July,	1980

Maine	Indian	
Claims	
Settlement	Bill	
H.R.	12834:
Extinguishment	
Language	in	§ 2	
(but	no	
ratification	of	
transfers);	
Application	of	
State	Law	
appears	for	the	
first time	in	§ 4

DOJ	draft	bill,	
reflecting	changes	by	
Attorney	for	
Passamaquoddy/
Penobscot)	
(Extinguishment	+	
Ratification	Language	
in	§§ 4	&	7;	§ 8	about	
Federal	
Services/Assistance	
has	been	deleted;	No	
Application	of	State	
Law	Provision)

White	House	draft	
bill	encompassing	
Part	A	of	the	Task	
Force	proposal	
(Extinguishment	
Language	in	§ 4	now	
approves/ratifies	
transfers; Tribes	
entitled	to	Federal	
Services/Assistance	
under	§ 7;	No	
Application of	State	
Law	provision)

Portion	of	DOI	
draft	bill:
Extinguishment	
language	in	§§ 4	&	
6	(§ 4(a)	includes
proviso	to	protect	
the	claims	of	
individual	
Indians);	
Application	of	
State	Law	
language	appears	
again	in § 10.

DOI/DOJ	Proposed	
Changes	to	Maine	
Indian	Claims	
Settlement	Bill	S.	2829	
(Extinguishment	
language	in	§ 4,	with	
proviso	for	individual	
claims;	Application	of	
State	Law	language	in	§
6(g)--attempt	to	list	
specifically	which	
federal	laws	would	not	
apply	to	the	Tribes	
§ 6(g))

DOI	draft	bill:	
Extinguishment	
Language	in	§§ 4	&	
7 (includes	2	
elements	of	
ratification	of	
transfers	+	
extinguishment	of	
aboriginal	title);	
Tribes	entitled	to	
Federal	
Services/Assistance	
under	§ 8)

Letter	from	Attorney	
for	Houlton	Band	
stating	in	regard	to	
§ 6(g)	(Application	of	
State	Law)	that	
"[c]ertain laws	or	
types	of	laws	should	
be	excluded,	instead	
of	a	blanket	general	
exclusion	of	federal	
Indian	law."

Maine	AG,	after	the	
hearings	before	the	
Senate	Select	Committee	
on	Indian	Affairs.		
Regarding	
extinguishment	language	
in	§ 4,	extinguishment	
must	not	be	conditional.		
Regarding	application	of	
State	law	language	in
§ 6(g),	AG	suggests	listing	
2	specific	exclusions.

Gunter	Proposal	
(Rejected	by	all	
parties);
and Congress	passes	
legislation extending	
statute	of	limitations	
on	filing	of	Indian	
land	claim	suits	by	
Federal Government	
until	04/1980.

State	of	Maine	
Aboriginal	Claims	
Bill	S.	842	/	H.R.	
4169	
(Extinguishment	
language	in	§ 3	is	
narrower: applies	
only	to	transfers of	
land	to	Maine	or	
Massachusetts)

Maine	Indian	Claim	
Settlement	Bill	S.	2829
as	first	introduced	in	
Senate:	§ 4 is	
Extinguishment	
Provision	(contains no	
proviso	for	claims	of	
individual	Indians,	but	
deems	transfers	of	
land	valid	under	State	
law);	§ 6(h)	is	
Application	of	State	
Law.

Draft	of	the	Mains	
Indian	Claims	
Settlement	Act	Bill:	
Proviso	to	protect	the	
claims	of	individual	
Indians	in	§ 4(a)(1)	
appears	again	
(Extinguishment	
Provision)	reappears.		
Application	of	State	
Law	language	in	
§ 6(h)	begins	to	read	
similarly	to	final	
version.

President	Carter	
appoints	Judge
Gunter	to	study	
claim	and	make	
recommendations	
for	resolution;
and	White	House	
meeting	with	all	
parties

White	House	
counsel	Bob	
Lipshutz
announces	
formation	of	
special	task	
force

White	House	
Proposal

Hathaway	
Plan/Proposal

Meeting	
between	State	
and	tribes

Meeting	with	
Micmacs and	
Maliseets

Maine	
Indians	
Proposal

Meeting	
between	State	
and	Maine
Congressional	
delegation;
and Meeting	
between	paper	
companies	and	
Maine	
Congressional	
delegation

Meeting	
between	
Congressional	
delegation	
and	parties

All	tribes	were	
excluded	from	the	
1980	Maine	Budget;
Senate	Select	
Committee	Hearing	
on	S.	2829;
3-4	Meetings for	
Revisions	in	
Portland,	ME;
Meeting	in	
Washington	of	
Federal	and	State	
representatives	and	
counsel	for	private	
land	owners.

http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/46
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/48
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/45
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/5
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/49
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/44
https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?id=umn.31951p00324196j;view=1up;seq=15
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/27
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/64
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/30
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/50
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Events

Different	Versions/Bills	of	the	Maine	Indian	Claims	Settlement	Act: August,	1980	to	October,	1980
Letter	from	Maine	
Deputy	Attorney	
General:	Regarding	the	
Application	of	State	Law	
Provision	(Section	6(h)),	
states	that	if	going	to	
specify	"lands	'owned	
by'	[Tribes],"	then	need	
to	also	specify	"or	
[lands]	held	in	trust	for	
Indians"	(ultimately	
adopted).

Letter	from	Attorney	for	
Passamaquoddy/Penobscot:	
Regarding	Extinguishment	
Provision:	Request	for	inclusion	
of	"(except	for	any	Federal	
common	law	fraud	claim	which	
arose	after	December	1,	1873)"	
at	the	end	of	§ 4(a)(1)	proviso	
(ultimately	adopted);	Request	
to	add	§ 4(a)(3)	(ultimately	
adopted).

H.R.	7919	(Maine	
Indian	Claims	
Settlement	Bill,	
House	of	
Representatives):	No	
proviso	in	§ 4(a)(1)	of	
the	Extinguishment	
Provision.		§ 4(a)(3)	
appears	for	first	
time.		Application	of	
State	Law	language	
in	§ 6(g).

H.R.	7919	(Maine	Indian	Claims	
Settlement	Bill,	House	of	
Representatives):	§ 4	(Extinguishment	
Provision)	identical	to	09/17	Senate	
Bill.		§ 6(h)	(Application	of	State	Law	
Provision)	now	has	"including,	without	
limitation,	laws	of	the	State	relating	to	
land	use	or	environmental	matters"	at	
the	end.		In	§ 16(b)	(Construction	
Provision),	"materially	affect"	has	
been	changed	to	"affect."

S.	2829	(Maine	Indian	Claims	
Settlement	Bill,	Senate):	§ 4(d)	
appears	for	the	first	time,	saying	
that	the	rest	of	the	
Extinguishment	Provision	§ 4	
"shall	take	effect	immediately	
upon	appropriation	of	.	.	.	funds."		
Provisos	in	§ 6(h)	(Application	of	
State	Law	Provision)	are	separated	
out	to	form	§ 6(i).		Construction	
Provision	(§ 16(b))	appears	with	
“materially affect.”

Maine	Indian	
Claims	
Settlement	Act	
signed	into	law

Senate	Select	
Committee	on	Indian	
Affairs	reported	Bill	
S.	2829	favorably,	
with	amendment,	to	
the	full	Senate.

House	Committee	on	
Interior	and Insular
Affairs	reported	Bill	
H.	7919	favorably,	with	
amendment,	to	the	full	
House.

Senate	passed	
H.R.	7919	and	
S.2829	was	
postponed	
indefinitely	

House	introduced	
H.R.7919	to	floor	
and	it	is	passed.

3	days	of	
meetings	with	
the	parties	to	
the	agreement	
and	the
Senate	Select	
Committee	on	
Indian	Affairs

House	Committee	
on	Interior	and	
Insular	Affairs	
Hearing	on	H.	7919	
(08/25/1980);
Meeting	in	the	
office	of	Senator	
George	Mitchell	
(08/26/1980)

http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/22
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/86
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/16
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/23
http://maineindianclaims.omeka.net/items/show/25
http://www.mitsc.org/documents/34_FedSettAct1980.pdf

