HAUDENOSAUNEE

MOHAWK - ONEIDA - ONONDAGA - CAYUGA - SENECA - TUSCARORA

MOHAWK NATION COUNCIL OF CHIEFS
VIA BOX 366 ROOSEVELTOWN NEW YORK 13683

Telephone (518) 358-3381 Fax (518) 358-3488
Statement Opposing §.3475

We are here today in the spirit of the Two Row Wampum, a concept that predates European
settlement on this continent, but is the first treaty made by our ancestors with yours. We are not
to inferfere with one another's affairs. Therefore our presence with you today is not to interfere
with your affairs, it is to ensure that Bill $.3475 does not interfere with ours. We are here on

behalf of Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk / Haudenosaunes Govermance and QOur Future Generations
tue to our responsibility for the land.

Honourable Senators, representatives, officials, relatives, and all those gathered here today:

We come before you with respect, humility, and a heavy responsibility, not as your constituents -
as Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk Nation title holders of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy. We are
here today to oppose thee proposed Land Claim Settlement Agreement that woutd have

adverse effects on our Indigenous system of governance, which predates the formation of both
the U.8. and Canada.

We speak today for the land, the water the people, the women, the children, for the families, the
hereditary leaders, the clans, the ancestors, and for the generations not yet hom.

We ask you tc listen not only with your legal minds, but with your conscience. Because the
matter before you is not only 2 bill before your legisiature, this settlement would have
tong-reaching detrimental impacts.

$.3475 is about whether the United States Congress will help repair a historic injustice or
whether it will make that injustice parmanent.

It is about whether Congress will respect the Mohawk peaple - the Kanien'kehaka as we say in
our own language - as a living people with our own governance, laws, responsibilities,
language, cuiture, and relationship to the land — or whather Congress will again treat us as a
problem to be seitled, divided, and erased.

We are here to say clearly: 5.3475 must be opposed. At minimum, t must be paused, and if it is
ever to move forward, it must be substantially amended.

No federal settlement should be passed that finalizes land status, governance issues,
easements, rights-of-way, claims, or future rights without the full, free, prior, informed, and
culturally legitimate consent of all affected Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk people and all affected
Kanien'kehdka-Mohawk governance systems, Qur original way is for us all to have a voice - not
glving one group authority over us all. We are not the Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe or Mohawk
Councii of Akwesasne. As titieholders in the Haudenosaunes Confederacy, we speak with an
authority separate from the two organizations in Akwesasne that are currently party to this
agreement. Those organizations were created by New York State and Canada. We speak for
the Kanien'kehaka. Those organizations consist of Mohawk people from Akwesasne, but their
organizations are part of Your Ways, not ours. They have once been referred to as as
‘corporations’ by your courts.



In the process of creating the “Agreement of Settlement and Compromise to Resolve the
Akwesasne Mohawk Land Claim in the State of New York” consent of alf goveming bodies in
Akwesasne and the community members that they represent has nof been shawn. The
legitimacy of the agreement has not been proven, and without it, this bill is not reconciliation, it
is not justice. It is erasure.

Recently, we have documented the support of over 1,000 people from five clans within
Akwesasne to stop this agreement. That is more than all of the votes gathered in the Saint
Regis Mohawk Tribal referendum conducted over a decade ago as their sign of support for this
agreement.

The process used to reach this settlement, as it stands, went against our traditional protocols by
requiring secrecy on the part of participating officials. Thig kept participating
Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk Haudenosaunee from bringing the terms of the agreement to their full
clan membership and council in a timely manner.

The lands addressed in $.3475 are not ordinary lands. They are not simply parcels on a map.
They are not merely property to be bought, sold, transferred, or extinguished,

These lands are Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk lands. They are Haudenosaunee lands.
They are part of the living territory of the Kanien’kehaka people.

Qur people have occupied and continue to occupy these lands

QOur people continue to carry responsibility these tands.

The tand is connected to our fanguage, ceremonies, clans, families, governance, identity, our
fature. For the Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk pecple, land is not a commodity.

Land is not just a legal asset. Land is not something separats from who we are_

Our respansibilities to the land come from our original instructians. We belong to the land. The
land does not simply belong to us,

Since time immemorial, our people have carried the responsibifity of protecting the land and
water through ceremony - for us and for future generations; gratefully reaping, food, medicine,
water. Our language and law are connected to our responsibiiity and stewardship of the land.

That responsibility was not created by the United States or New York State. it was not credted
by a county, a town, ora corporation. And it cannat be erased by o settlement agreement.

The United States, New York State, the counties and towns, have not fulfilled these

responsibilities to the waters and land. The damage to our lands, waters, and people has bean
BNormous.

And it continues.

it is not only damage from the past. It is ongeing. it is environmentai, poiitical, cultural, social
and spiritual. It is refated to efforts made to disrupt our original ways by reducing our lands and
waterways {0 economic resources and reducing our pecple into categories that colonial



governments can undarstand, control, and settle, But we are not simply a category. We are not
simply one federally recognized entity. We are not one side of a border. We are not a line item in
a land claim. We are the Mohawk people - Kanien'kehaka, We are part of the Haudenosaunse
Confederacy. We are a people with ancient responsibilities and inalienable rights. And our rights
were never surrendered.

Congress must understand this:

The Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk people never ceded these lands. The women did not cede these
lands, the hereditary leaders did not surrender their responsibilities.

The clans did not extinguish their rights. The famiiies did not consent to have their future
negotiated away. No one has the right to take historic wrongdoing and try to legitimize it through
federal legisiation.

The land claim itself exists bacause of untawful tand transactions. That matters. it matters
because Congress should not now pass a bill that turns unlawful dispossession into lawful
finality. It matters bacause a settlement should repair harm, not protect the results of ham.

It matters because a government cannet first aflow injustice, then later say: "Now that enough
time has passed, we will call this settled.” That is not justice. That is not healing. That is not
honour. That is not respect. That is the continuation of colenialism through legal language.

Lands were taken without lawfid consent. The answer cannot be to extinguish future claims.

Rights were violated. The answer cannot be to force the people to accept a framework that
leaves them divided, diminished, and silenced.

Governance was disrupted. The answer camnot be to recognize only the structures that colonial
law prefers white ignoring hereditary governance, women'’s authority, clan responsibilities, and
the voices of the peaple,

Congress must not use $.3475 te legalize the very dispossession that created the claim.

This bil! is presented as a settlement. But a setflement is only legitimate if the people with the
rights have truly consented. A settlement is not legitimate simply because lawyers negotiate it. A
settlement is not legitimate simply because governments sign it.

A settlement is not legitimate simply because it (s caonvenient for the State, the countias, the
towns, or the power authority.

A settlement is not legitimate if it excludes the people who carry the deepest
responsibilities to the land.

A setttement is not legitimate if it ignores the position of hereditary leaders whose priority is to
protect governance processes and if it is rushed through Congress before the affected people
understand iis conseguences. A settlement is not legitimate if i requires silence in exchange for
recognition and extinguishes future claims whiie unresolved questions remain.



A settlement is not legitimate if it divides us as a people and strengthens colonial jurisdiction
while weakening Indigenous governance. A settlement is not legitimate if it punishes the people
for what settiers and governments did, while rewarding settiers in perpetuity.

The agreement requires payments to counties and land purchases, while the people continue to
carry the burden of historic and ongoing damage to tands and waters. This is backward.

YWe, as the original people of this land were the ones who were harmed and we should not be
made to pay for the consequences of dispossession. We are the original stewards of the lands
that were taken and we should not be forced to purchase back what was never lawfully
surrendered.

The people whose waters were damaged should not be asked fo accept agreements that do not
guarantee frue guardianship of the environment, and to accept another process that sidelines
their own laws. A true settlement would restore. It would not punish. A true settiement wouid
protect. It would not extinguish. A true settlement would strengthen Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk
governance. {t would not bypass it. A true settlement will honour the land. 1t will not treat land as
& bargaining chip.

One of the mast serious dangers of 8.3475 is political erasure.

This bill risks federal ratification of one political arrangement while marginalizing other legitimate
Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk governance authorities, traditional leadership stiuctures, clans,
families, women, and affected rights holders.

This is not a smalf concern. This is the heart of the issue.

Congress must not pass legislation that resolves Indigenous land claims by recognizing only
selected institutional voices while sitencing or diminishing other legitimate governance systems.
When Congress recognizes only the institutions created or preferved by colonial law, it does
more than pass a bill.

It reshapes Indigenous reality, deciding who counts. It decides who is heard and whose law
matters.

It decides whose consent is required and whose history is remembered.
And it decides whose future is proiected,
That is why $.3475 cannot be treated as a simple administrative biil.

On paper, it may look like settlement language. On paper, it may look like land transfers,
gasements, rights-of-way, jurisdiction, and compensation.

But in practice, it tnreatens political erasure. It threatens 1o erase the authority of hereditary
governance. it threatens to erase the responsibilities of women. it threatens to erase the voice
of clans and families. It threatens to erase the fact that the Kanienkehaka-Mchawk peopie are
not confined by the U.S -Canada border.

And once Congress gives thet erasure federal force, it will be very difficult to undo.



Do not rush. Do not assume. Do not rely only on signatures from selected entities. Do not
mistake federal racognition for full Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk consent.

Do not mistake administrative convenience for justice, silence for agreement, or exclusion for
settiement,

We also ask Congress to understand our role as hereditary leadership.

Ag hereditary chiefs we are not simply political figures. We are not tempoarary office hoiders. We
are not people who serve only for an election cycle. We are iife-long leaders with responsibilities
that come from our own governance systems.

Our priority is not personal power. Qur priority is the protection of the people, the continuance of
our governance process, and to ensure that decisions affecting tand, law, identity, and future
generations are made in the proper way. Many of our ieaders are second-language English
speakers. That must be respected.

English legal language can be misleading, technical, and foreign to our way of thinking and
speaking, just as the details of an agreement in our Kanien'kéha language would be lost 10
English speakers.

Do not mistake plain speech for lack of knowledge, careful silence for weakness or cutturat
srotoco! for delay. Do not mistake secend-language English for lack of insight or deep
understanding.

As leaders we carry knowledge that cannot be measured by legal vocabulary.

We carry memaory, the weight of our ancestors, the voices of famities, the law of the people and
the instructions to protect the land.

if Cengress truly respects Indigenous governance, then it must respect the time, language,
process, and authority of indigenous governance.

That means pausing S.3475 until the proper Kanien’kehaka-Mohawk and Haudenosaunee
processes have taken place.

That means allowing hereditary ieaders, women, clans, families, and community members {o
review the full consequences of this bill, ensuring that information is explained clearly, in
accessible language, and through culturally legitimate processes with o pressure, No fush, nNo
coercion, no artificial deadline and no final extinguishment.

The principle is simple: Nothing about us, without us. Nothing about our land without cur
tand-based governance. Nothing about our future without our people. Nothing about our rights
without our consent.

The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of indigenous Peoples recognizes that indigenous
peoples have the right to maintain distinct political, iegai, economic, social, and cultural
institutions, and that states should consult and cooperate in good faith with indigenous peopies
through their own representative institutions o obtain free, prior, and informed consent before
adopting measures that affect them.



5.3475 affects land. It affects our ability to fulfill our responsibitities to the lands and waters. It
affects easements, rights-of-way, claims, governance, the environment, future generations and
the relationship between the Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk people and our homelands.

Congress should not advance this bill because not all affected Kanien’kehaka-Mohawk
governance systems and rights holders were fully consutied or gave consent through
thelr own legitimate processes.

A significant number of stakeholders were informed after the fact and simply invited into a
process already designed by others and asked to comment on a conclusion already reached,
Consultation must be meaningful. Consent must be free.

Consent must be prior, it must be informed, collective, and cuiturally fegitimate. Consent is not
currently present, therefore the bill must not proceed.

We also raise the role of women as guardians of the land supported and represented by
our men.

In Haudenosaunee governance, land is not separated from women's responsibilities; women
carry inherent responsibilities for the lang, life, and to future generations,

The women did not cede these lands, did not surrender these responsibilities, and did not
consent to the extinguishment of those responsibilities.

That must matter to Congress.

if Congress passes 5.3475 without respecting women's land authority, then Congress is not
simply passing a fand bill. it is overriding Haudenosaunee law.

it is saying that colonial signatures matter more than Indigenous women's responsibilities.
It is saying that federal process matters more than the people’s own iaw.
That cannot be reconciliation. That cannot be respect. That cannot be Justice.

A settiement that treats land as property while ighoring its cohnection to iife, ceremony, and
future generations is not legitimate.

Congress must not participate in that erasure.
Akwesasne is also not confined by the border created by the United States and Canada.
Akwesasne exists across what are now called New York, Ontario, and Quebec.

Qur families cross that border. Qur history, our language, our ceremonies, our governance, and
our identity cross that border. The border did not create us. The border divided us.

8.3475 risks deepening that division by treating Akwesasne through U.S. administrative
categories — federal, state, county, town, reservation, settiement area, non-settlement area.
The documents warn that § 3475 may divide Kanlen'kehaka-Mohawks by colonial categaonies
such as U.S. side and Canadian side, elected and traditional, state and federal, county and
town,



Those are not our original categories. Those are imposed structures. They are not the source of
our identity, nor the source of our law or of our relationship to the land.

Congress should not impose a domestic {1.S. settlement framework on a people whose tarritory,
kinghip, culture, and governance predate and transcend the U.S ~Canada border,

Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk governance cannot be reduced to whichever institution is most
convenient for Congress to recognize. Akwesasne must be respected as a whole people. Not
divided and not made smaller to fit the papsrwark of colonial governments.

We aiso speak today from treaty relationships.

Our people are heirs to the Two Row Wampum.

We are also connected to the continuing reality reflected in the Jay Treaty, because our people
predate and transcend the international border.

These are not just historical references. They are fiving relationships.

Under the Two Row Wampum, our nations were to travel side by side, neither attempting to
steer the vessel of the other.

$.3475 violates that princigle if the United States uses its legislative process to steer, define,
divide, or extinguish Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk land responsibilities.

$.3475 violates that principle if Congress finalizes land claims over the objection of affected
Kanien'’kehaka-Mahawk people,

Treaty relationship requires honour, patience, truth, it requires listening and it requires that the
United States not use its power to finalize what the Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk people have not
consented to. We are not here only to say no. We halted our participation in this settlement
process because it was not in keeping with our processes and would cause great harm to cur
pecpie. We reserve our right to continue to have a voice in these matters.

We are here to say what justice requires, and it requires full disclosure, full community review,
proper transtation and explanation, time for hereditary governance processes, the participation
of women, clans and families.

Justice reguires enviranmental guardianship, cross-barder recognition, and that no court case or
claim be accepted or discontinued in a way that adversely affects our rights. Justice requires
that any discontinuance not be used 1o prevent the Kanienkshaka Mohawk people from
continuing to defend lands in our traditional homelands.

Justice requires that Congress not ratify any agreement that forces the people to surrender
unresclved claims before the people themselves have freely agreed.

Justice requires that the United States not rely on the unratified 2014 MOLU, or any agreement,
to forever extinguish Mohawk land claims. Justice also requires that land. air and water(s) be
protected, for our future generations and the animals and wildlife that depend on them for
survival. Justice requires true guardianship, not merely control.



Justice requires restoration, not erasure.
We must afso speak abouf compassion. Because beneath afl the legal words, there is pain.

There is pain in watching land being taken, in seeing water harmed, families divided by borders,
governance systems being ignored, women's authority being dismissed, and eiders not being
heard.

Then, there is the pain of leaders having to explain ancient responsibilities in a second
language, inside foreign legal systems, the pain of being told, again and again, that someone
efse has the authority to decide our future, being asked to accapt less than what was taken,
being told that if we do not agree quickly, we are standing in the way of progress.

We are not standing in the way of progress. We are standing in the way of erasure.

We are standing in the way of another injustice being caiied a settliement and of our children
inhefiting silence. We are standing in the way of a law that couid make it harder for future
generations to protect what our ancestors protected for us.

We do this because we love our people, we respect our leaders, we honour our women.
We remember our ancestors, because we in turn are responsible to those not yet born,
T the United States Senate, we say:

You have a choice. You can move this bill forward quickly and call it settiement.

Or you can pause and ask whether settlement without full consent is realiy justice.

You ¢an rely on selected signatures and call it agreement.

Or you tan ask whether ali affected Kanien’kehaka-Mohawk governance gysiems and people
have truly consentad.

You can treat this as a fand transaction.

Or you can recognize that this is about cultural survival

You can treat our leaders as obstacies.

Or you can recognize us as fawful carriers of governance responsibiiities.

You can treat women's land authority as symbotic.

Or you can recognize that without women’s consent, the settlement lacks legitimacy.
You can treat Akwesasne as divided by borders.

Or you can recognize Akwesasne as one people whose identity predates those borders.
You can finalize dispossession.

Or you can heip create a path toward honourable repair.



We ask you tc choose honour, caution, and respect for indigenous people’s responsibility for the
land over the convenience of paperwork.

We ask you to oppose, pause, or substantially amend $.3475.
{ et us be clear about what we are saying.

We are saying Congress should not ratify any setiiement that extinguishes
Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk rights.

Do not validate one political arrangement in a way that erases hereditary governance, WOomen's
autharity, clan responsibility, families’ and individuais’ inalienable rights.

Do not transform unlawful historical land transactions into permanent federal acceptance.

Do not deepen the divisions imposed on Akwesasne by colonial borders and adminisirative
categories.

Do nat force the people to pay for the wrongdoing done to them.

Do not mistake a settiement with selected governments for the consent of the
Kanien'kehaka-Mohawk people as a whole.

Act with restraint, integrity, and humanity,

This is not a rejection of peace. It is a demand for a just peace.

This is niot a rejection of resolution. it is a demand for a legitimate resuluticn.
This is not a rejection of dialogue.

It is a demand that dialogue happen in the proper way, with the proper people, through the
proper processes.

This is not a rejection of law.

it is a dernand that Congress respect our law 100,
Because our law did not disappsar.

Our governance did not disappear.

Qur relationship to the land did not disappear.
Our women's responsibiiities did not disappear.
Cur treaty relationships did not disappear.

Qur people did not disappear.

And we will not allow a federal bill to marginalize us in our own homelands.



Formal Nolice wo Colomal Govesamenms and Relotad Entities

vt Behail of the Feonde of the Lenghonse o Alvvpense,

To: The Government of the Uniied State of America, the State of New York, the
Government of Canada, the $t. Regis Tribe, the Akwesasne Mohawk Council, and
all pertinent legislative bodies and agencies.

Re: United States Senate Hearing in Washington. D.C. on Bill $.3475 —
Resofution of the Akwesasne Mobawk Land Clarm

Subjeci: Assertion of Kanien kehaka/Mohawt Title snd Rejection of Cotoniad
Claims

Please be formaliv advised that the lands central fo the current litigation are, and
remain, the territory of the Kanien kehaka/Mohawk Nation as part of the
Haudenosaunee Confederacy. The Mohawk People repeatedly and refentlessly
reject reliance on the 1776 Seven Nations of Canada Treaty or any similar colonial
instruments as & valid basis for external claims. The Kanten'kehaka/Mohawk
Mation hag maintained continuous use, stewardship, and occupation of these lands,
and the women never cedsd nor surrendered title to New York State or any other
cotomial government. The classification of Akwesasneias a federal “reservation”
does noi diminish its status as Kanien’ kehakanohawL land in the eyes of its
people.

On 02/07/2025, legal counsel for the MNCC, suhmﬂted a motion for dismissal
withowt prejudice of the Nation’s participation in this matter. The Mohawk Nation
initially engaged in the litigation process to keep a watchful eve on the colonial
imposed government to ot sefl away our homelands. No Chief was ever given
authority to sign. The Court formally granied the motion and recorded the
Natron’s disrmssal without prejudice.

T is further declared that neither the St. Regis Tribe nor the Akwesasne Mohawk
Coungcil—entities created under the auspices of U.S. and Canadian laws—possess
the authority to extinguish or transfer title to Mohawk Homelands. This awthority
lies solaly with the People of the Longhouse, who act in accordance with therr
traditional govemance and protacols. 1

This notice is issued 1o safeguard the rights, guvemam:e giructures, and protocols
of the People of the Longhouse, and 10 demand that all references within New York
State legislation implying ratification ot consent by me Mohawk MNation Counail of
Chiefs be immediately removed. Any suggestion of such agreement is unfounded
and must be stricken {rom all related legislative instruments.

For the record, this notice is made withous prejudice io the Mohawk Nation's right
to assert its land rights now or in the future. The Mohawk Nation predates all
colonial-imposed svstems, and any withdrawal from negofiaions or engagement
should not be interpreted as surrender or watver of mherent title or responsibility

to assert such aghts at any time. :
1

To be sent 1o

US Senator Kirstea Gillibrand
* Albany: 518-431-0120
* Washingion: 202-224-4451 |

US Senator Chuck Schumer |
» Albany: 318-431-4070



* Washingron: 202-224-6542

Senator Lisa Murkowski (Chair, Senate Commuitiee on Indian Affairs): 202-224-
2231 :

US Senator Maria Cantwell (Committee Member); 202-224-3341



