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REFERENCES IN TEXT 

Act of June 24, 1938, referred to in subsec. (e), is act 

June 24, 1938, ch. 648, 52 Stat. 1037, which enacted sec-

tion 162a of this title, repealed section 162 of this title, 

and enacted provisions set out as a note under section 

162a of this title. For complete classification of this 

Act to the Code, see Tables. 

AMENDMENTS 

1996—Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 104–109 substituted ‘‘referred 

to in this section’’ for ‘‘referred to in this subsection’’. 

§ 1776i. Fort Laramie Treaty of 1868 

Except for the adjustment to the eastern 
boundary of the Crow Indian Reservation, noth-
ing in this subchapter or in the Settlement 
Agreement shall affect or modify the terms and 
conditions of the treaty between the United 
States of America and the Crow Tribe of Indians 
concluded May 7, 1868 (commonly known as the 
‘‘Fort Laramie Treaty of 1868’’; 15 Stat. 649). 

(Pub. L. 103–444, § 11, Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4642.) 

§ 1776j. Satisfaction of claims 

The benefits available to the Crow Tribe under 
the terms and conditions of this subchapter and 
the Settlement Agreement shall constitute full 
and complete satisfaction of all claims by the 
Crow Tribe and the members of the Crow Tribe 
arising from or related to the erroneous survey 
of the 107th meridian described in section 
1776(a)(3) of this title. 

(Pub. L. 103–444, § 12, Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4642.) 

§ 1776k. Authorization of appropriations 

There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Department of the Interior such sums as are 
necessary to carry out this subchapter. 

(Pub. L. 103–444, § 13, Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4643.) 

SUBCHAPTER XI—SANTO DOMINGO 
PUEBLO LAND CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 

§ 1777. Findings and purposes 

(a) Findings 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) For many years the Pueblo of Santo Do-

mingo has been asserting claims to lands with-
in its aboriginal use area in north central New 
Mexico. These claims have been the subject of 
many lawsuits, and a number of these claims 
remain unresolved. 

(2) In December 1927, the Pueblo Lands 
Board, acting pursuant to the Pueblo Lands 
Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 636) confirmed a survey of 
the boundaries of the Pueblo of Santo Do-
mingo Grant. However, at the same time the 
Board purported to extinguish Indian title to 
approximately 27,000 acres of lands within 
those grant boundaries which lay within 3 
other overlapping Spanish land grants. The 
United States Court of Appeals in United 
States v. Thompson (941 F.2d 1074 (10th Cir. 
1991), cert. denied 503 U.S. 984 (1992)), held that 
the Board ‘‘ignored an express congressional 
directive’’ in section 14 of the Pueblo Lands 
Act, which ‘‘contemplated that the Pueblo 
would retain title to and possession of all 
overlap land’’. 

(3) The Pueblo of Santo Domingo has as-
serted a claim to another 25,000 acres of land 
based on the Pueblo’s purchase in 1748 of the 
Diego Gallegos Grant. The Pueblo possesses 
the original deed reflecting the purchase under 
Spanish law but, after the United States as-
sumed sovereignty over New Mexico, no action 
was taken to confirm the Pueblo’s title to 
these lands. Later, many of these lands were 
treated as public domain, and are held today 
by Federal agencies, the State Land Commis-
sion, other Indian tribes, and private parties. 
The Pueblo’s lawsuit asserting this claim, 
Pueblo of Santo Domingo v. Rael (Civil No. 
83–1888 (D.N.M.)), is still pending. 

(4) The Pueblo of Santo Domingo’s claims 
against the United States in docket No. 355 
under the Act of August 13, 1946 (60 Stat. 1049; 
commonly referred to as the Indian Claims 
Commission Act) have been pending since 1951. 
These claims include allegations of the Fed-
eral misappropriation and mismanagement of 
the Pueblo’s aboriginal and Spanish grant 
lands. 

(5) Litigation to resolve the land and tres-
pass claims of the Pueblo of Santo Domingo 
would take many years, and the outcome of 
such litigation is unclear. The pendency of 
these claims has clouded private land titles 
and has created difficulties in the manage-
ment of public lands within the claim area. 

(6) The United States and the Pueblo of 
Santo Domingo have negotiated a settlement 
to resolve all existing land claims, including 
the claims described in paragraphs (2) through 
(4). 

(b) Purpose 

It is the purpose of this subchapter— 
(1) to remove the cloud on titles to land in 

the State of New Mexico resulting from the 
claims of the Pueblo of Santo Domingo, and to 
settle all of the Pueblo’s claims against the 
United States and third parties, and the land, 
boundary, and trespass claims of the Pueblo in 
a fair, equitable, and final manner; 

(2) to provide for the restoration of certain 
lands to the Pueblo of Santo Domingo and to 
confirm the Pueblo’s boundaries; 

(3) to clarify governmental jurisdiction over 
the lands within the Pueblo’s land claim area; 
and 

(4) to ratify a Settlement Agreement be-
tween the United States and the Pueblo which 
includes— 

(A) the Pueblo’s agreement to relinquish 
and compromise its land and trespass 
claims; 

(B) the provision of $8,000,000 to com-
pensate the Pueblo for the claims it has pur-
sued pursuant to the Act of August 13, 1946 
(60 Stat. 1049; commonly referred to as the 
Indian Claims Commission Act); 

(C) the transfer of approximately 4,577 
acres of public land to the Pueblo; 

(D) the sale of approximately 7,355 acres of 
national forest lands to the Pueblo; and 

(E) the authorization of the appropriation 
of $15,000,000 over 3 consecutive years which 
would be deposited in a Santo Domingo 
Lands Claims Settlement Fund for expendi-
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