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[1] Ganienkeh rotihiatontie ne ken' nikariho:ten.
Wabhotirihwa:ra'ne ne Ganienkeh tsi Mohawk
National Council of Chiefs (MNCC enkénhake ne
ken' enskaha:wihte) kwah ron:nehre tsi
shakonatatid:se tiokwékton ne Kanien'keha:ka
Nihononhwentso:ten tanon ne Ia:ia'k
Nihononhwentsa:ke ne onhwéntsa tsitewaié:nas
aorihwa:ke. Kwah iah tehotiri:waien.

[2] Ratiri:waiens na:'a tsi "People of the
Longhouse of Akwesasne represented by the
Mohawk Nation Council of Chiefs"
shakonatatia:se ne MNCC ne onhwéntsa
tsitewaié:nas tekarihwakéhnhen aotshennénnia
aorihwa:ke, sénha tho nén:we ne tsi
nihotinonhsé:ten ne "Mohawk Nation Longhouse”
rontatena‘tonhkhwa.

[3] Wahatirihwaia'ke ne Ganienkeh othé:nen tsi
ni:tsi rontatia'takwe'niidstha ne MNCC tsi
ratirihowanahtha téka'ni tehonterihwarenia:tha
onkwe'ta:ke tsi shakonatatia:se tiokwékton ne

This communication is written upon the direction
of the community. It has come to Ganienkeh's
attention that the Mohawk Nation Council of
Chiefs (hereafter MNCC) projects the impression
that they represent the greater Mohawk Nation

and the Confederacy on land claim matters. They
do not.

The MNCC represent the interests in the land
claim lawsuit as the Plaintiff known as “People of
the Long House of Akwesasne represented by the
Mohawk Nation Council of Chiefs”, and more
specifically only to the house who call themselves
the “Mohawk Nation Longhouse”.

Ganienkeh rejects any greater authority that
MNCC claims or announces publicly to represent
the greater Mohawk Nation outside of
Akwesasne.



Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentso:ten atste
na'kana:tati ne Ahkwesisne.

[4] Shahatitsénhaien Katsenhowa:nen ne
Seskehké:wa 30 shiskare 2023 shiichserahsé:tas,
ia'’karé:ta'ne ne ahonwati'nikonhri:sake
Katsenhowa:nen ne oh ni:tsi ken' nienhati:iere tsi
rontatia'takwe'niidstha ne MNCC ne
Kanien'kehé:ka Nihononhwentso:ten tinon ne
Ia:ia'k Nihononhwentsé:ke onhwéntsa shatiié:nas
raotirihwa:ke. Tsi 4tste na'katsenhaientahtshera:ti
wa'thatihtharénnion ne ki:ken Katsenhowa:nen,
wa'okén:ta'ne tsi iah tseid:ta othémen
teiakawehiahra:'on ne tsi niha:ti Rotii4:ner eh
ron:neskwe Katsenhowanén:ke tsi ronathonta:ton
ne MNCC ahshakonatatia'se tiokwékton ne
Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentso:ten tanon ne
Ia:ia'k Nihononhwentsa:ke, ne ki’ wahi tsi
nitkahia:ton tsi naho:ten rotirihowanahton ne
MNCC ne Indian Times Akwesasne
thia'teiahia'ksera:ke tekonreniésne.

[5] Ne Kanien'kehé:ka Ronathahén:ni tinon
Rotiskaré:wake Rotiianérson ne ken' ron:neskwe
Katsenhowanén:ke wahshakotihré:ri ne O:ia
Nihononhwentso:tens tsi rononha MINCC se'
raona:wen ne ahontsté:riste tanon
aonsahatikwata:ko.

[6] Onhkaré:shon konwaianenha:wi tsi
niloianerenhsero:tens ne Kaianerehko:wa, ne tsi
ni:tsi ioterthwison aiéhsere tanon
aiako'nikonhraién:ta'ne, iakoterien'tarastsihon tsi
iah nonwén:ton tehonwatirihwa:wi MNCC ne
akohrén:shon ahshakonatatia'se, ne khok ne
ahonta:ti ne rondnha raotirihwa:ke.

[7] Né:'e skaianerénhsera ne ohén:ton kén:nete
kaianerenhseraténion ne Kaianerehko:wa tsi
1akorthwarakwen tsi ieid:tare ne Ia:ia'k
Nihononhwentsa:ke ne tsi nikd:ien (t4non ne
thonatenréhon) enionte'nién:ten
alontonhwentsahninon tsi nén:we ne onkwaksa:ta
tanon tahatikonhsonténtie
tehonarahsi'taken'serahkwen 6:nen ne Ia:ia’k
Nihononhwentsa:ke tethonatonkéhton.

[8] Roti'nikonhraienta'onhatie ne Ganienkeh tsi
onkwe'ta:ke rotirthowandhton ne MNCC tsi
Ganienkeh t6:kenske tehshakotirihwasnié:se
rononha ne katsenhaientahtshera:kon, 6:ni tsi

At a Grand Council meeting held on September
30%, 2023 an effort was made to seek the Grand
Council’s input concerning the extent of MNCC
authority related to Mohawk Nation and
Confederacy land claims. This Grand Council’s
informal discussion revealed that those Chiefs
present all agreed that none of them recalled the
Grand Council ever giving the MNCC permission
to speak on behalf of the greater Mohawk Nation
and the Confederacy, as the MNCC had claimed
in an article in the Indian Times Akwesasne
weekly newspaper.

The Mohawk Wolf Clan and Bear Clan Chiefs at
this Council told the other Nations that it was their
problem and to allow them to fix it.

Those who hold fast to the principles and rules of
law within the Great Laws of Peace (hereafter
Law), as they are meant to be followed and
understood, know that the MNCC was not
authorized at any time to represent anyone but
themselves.

It is one of the foremost rules in the Law that
anyone (and their supporters) who attempt to sell
land out from under the feet of our children and
future generations are no longer in but out of the
Confederacy.

It is the Community’s understanding that the
MNCC has publicly said that there is
representation or support by Ganienkeh at
mectings including people’s meetings related to



nonkwa:ti ne onkwe'ta'kéha ratitsénhaiens ne
tekarihwakéhnhen aorihwa:ke. Iah t6:kenske
té:ken eh naho:ten. Iah né:'e
tewate'nientenstahkwen tsi Ganienkeh
tehshakotirthwasnié:se othé:nen nahod:ten MNCC
ts1 nihontoria:nerons tsi nonkwa:ti ne
aterihwahseronnia néne ionatén:ni ne St. Regis Tsi
Kanonsta:ton tsi tohkarak niha:ti
Ganien'kehr6:non ronaterihwatahonhsathénhne
tohkara nikatsenhaientahtshera:ke ne Ahkwesisne
ne onhweéntsa tsitewaié:nas tekarihwakéhnhen
aorithwa:ke—iah né:'e thaiowen'énhake.

[9] Iah nonwén:ton MNCC
tehshakotiwennahron:ken ne Ganienkeh, iah
katsenhaientahtshera:kon toka'ni akte' nén:we, ne
tahatirihwaié:na ki:ken tekarihwakéhnhen tdnon
ne MNCC ahonwanatatia'se. Iah nonwén:ton
thahatirihwanon:we'ne neh naho:ten ne
Ganienkeh. Kwah se' né:'e enhotikenhren'serdn:ni
tdnon enhotiié:sahte ne onkwateré:sera tahén:ne.
TAH THAIAKWATHON: TATE!

[10] Tekarihwakehnhén:ke khok niti6:wen tsi
MNCC "People of the Long House of Akwesasne"
shakonatatia:se. Ne 1989 shiiohserahsé:tas MNCC
shahontaweia'te tekarihwakehnhén:ke,
wa'thonterihotahrhoke ne Mohawk Council of
Akwesasne (MCA enkénhake ne ken'
enskaha:wihte) tanon ne Saint Regis Mohawk
Tribe (SRMT enkénhake ne ken' enskahd:wihte—
tsi nithotihia:ton tsi tethonata'a:raton
kawennarastha:ke, rotirthowanahton tsi rononha
nen' né:'e shatiia'takwe'ni:io ne Seven Nations of
Canada raonatshennénnia).

[11] I6thteron tsi nikariho:ten ne ki:ken
kentiohkwa:ke tdnon kaianerenhsera:ke
tehonaterihotahrhon ne MNCC ohserdn:ni ne
MCA tanon SRMT ase' kenh kwah né:'e
teiotokénhton ne Ratthnarakén:ra
raonatshennénnia tsi nonkwa:ti ne MCA, SRMT
tanon ne Seven Nations of Canada. Ne ki:ken
ahsen nihotitsénhake rontatena'ténhkhwa id:ken,
kwah tehonni'tonnia:tha tdnon ratinowenton:nis ne
ts1 ni:kon ioterihohétston. Tsi ronte'niéntha
ahatihente ne tekarihwakéhnhen iahatirthwinion'te
ne Seven Nations of Canada
Aterithwahseronniahtshera:ke nitioientdhkwen,
kwah tho nientsd:wen enshatirihwahseron:ni
naho:ten ne kaianerenhsera:kon tenwani'ténnia'te

the lawsuit. This is not true. Just because a few
people from Ganienkeh attended to listen in on
some general council meetings held in Akwesasne
on the land claims issue does not mean that
Ganienkeh supports any position the MNCC takes
related to a treaty that established the St. Regis
Reservation—it should not.

Ganienkeh has never been approached, formally
nor informally, by the MNCC to participate in the
lawsuit and be represented by the MNCC.
Ganienkeh would never agree to such a thing in
the first place. Doing so commits wretchedness
and poverty unto our grandchildren of the future.
NO WAY!

The MNCC representation as the “People of the
Long House of Akwesasne” is very specific to the
lawsuit. In 1989 when the MNCC first entered
into the Lawsuit they entangled themselves with
the Mohawk Council of Akwesasne (hereafter
MCA) and the Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe
(hereafter SRMT—who claim, according to their
public website, to be the successors in interest to
the Seven Nations of Canada).

This social and political entanglement of the
MNCC with the MCA and SRMT was, and is,
precarious because it aligns with the European
interests of the MCA, SRMT and the Seven
Nations of Canada. This so-called fri-council
entangles and misrepresents history. This tri-
council’s efforts to first file a lawsuit based on the
Seven Nations of Canada Treaty will result in a
settlement that legally confuses the MNCC with
the Mohawk Nation and the Confederacy. For
example according to the New York Power
Authority, this legal confusion leads to settlement
language that will require the extinguishment of
title to Mohawk Territory. This is bad news for
the Mohawk Nation’s interest whom the MNCC



tsi akwé:kon shahoti'nikon:ra iotdn:'on ne MNCC,
Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentsd:ten tinon ne
Ia:ia'k Nihononhwentsa:ke. Tsi ni:ioht tsi ni:tsi
rén:nehre ne New York Power Authority, ch
ienkanihara'ne ki:ken kaianerénhsera teioni'tén:ni
ts1 nonkwa:ti tsi naho:ten skarihwahserén:ni
1orihwénhton tsi enta:'on tentkarihwarihsi 6nhka
1akonhwentsakwe'nizio ne Kanien'keha:ka Tsi
Rononhwentsa:ien. Karihwaksen se' ki:ken ne
Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentso:ten
raonatshennonnia aorihwa:ke, kwah né:'e
shakonatatia:se id:ken ne MNCC. Iéthteron se'
ki:ken teioni'tén:ni tanon tsi ni:tsi dnhte
ia'tenskarihwaién:ta'ne.

[12] Shahontathsén:naren
Aterihwahseronniahtshera:ke ne shotitichkwa
shakonatahrhiota:nis (“Ronterén:naiens
Onkwehoén:we”) Seven Nations of Canada
rontatena'tonhkhwa ohserdn:ni ne New York Tsi
Watonhwentsa:te ne Onerahtéhkha 31 shiskare
1796 shiiohserahsé:tas, tho:ne shonatkd:wen ne
Seven Nations of Canada ronaterihén:ton
akweé:kon tsi niiechononhwentsa:ien ne New York
Tst Watonhwentsa:te nonkwa:ti tsi
wa'thatikonhén:tahkwe St. Regis Tsi Kanonsta:ton
sahatiié:na, eh karatie ne ia:ia'k nikahseriié:take
tsi niiohéhes iaonhwentsakwén:rare ne Kentsa:ke
skonwa:iats non:wa, Tekaswen'kard:rens dhsen
na'teiothiohsate tanon ickanatakwé:kon ne
Kentsa'’kowahne—tiokwékton St. Regis Tsi
Kanonsté:ton kénhne tanon shé:kon non:wa eh
ni:ioht tsi skatatie. Ne 6:ia ni:tsi aié:ron, akwé:kon
ne Rotirihwii6ston Rotinonhsién:ni
ieiotkontahkwen shonatka:wen tsi
rononhwentsa:ien ne New York Tsi
Watonhwentsa:te nonkwa:ti tsi
wa'thatikonhén:tahkwe St. Regis Tsi Kanonsta:ton
sahatiié:na.

[13] Tsi ohserdén:ni ne shotitiohkwa
shakonatahrhiota:nis Seven Nations of Canada
rontatena'tonhkhwa ronaterihwahserdn:ni kizken
Aterthwahserénnia, IAH Kanien'kéha Tsi
Kanonsta:ton té:ken ne St. Regis Tsi
Kanonsta:ton. IAH tsonhwéntsa toka'ni ne Ia:ia'k
Nihononhwentsa:ke tethonatenréhon ne kizken
Aterthwahseronnia, 6:iak shotitihkwa
shakonatahrhiota:nis Rotirihwiioston
Onkwehon:we Akwana:ki, Wentathro:non,
Ratir6n:taks, Skekwanenhré:non, tanon 6:ia

claim to represent. This confusion and resulting
perception is dangerous.

In the Treaty signed by a special interest group of
Christianized Indians (“Praying Indians™) calling
themselves the Seven Nations of Canada with the
State of New York on May 31%, 1796, the
representatives of the Seven Nations of Canada
thereafter relinquished all their claims to lands
within the State of New York in exchange for the
St. Regis Reservation that included a six mile
square tract of land, known today as Massena,
NY, the Hogansburg triangle and the entirety of
the town of Fort Covington—together this was
and is today the St. Regis Indian Reservation. In
other words, all Christianized Iroquois peoples
relinquished their claims to lands in New York
State for all time to come in exchange for the St.
Regis Reservation.

Because the Treaty was made with the special
interest group who call themselves the Seven
Nations of Canada the St. Regis Reservation is
NOT a Mohawk Reservation. This Treaty was
NOT made with any one nation or the
Confederacy, but with a special interest group of
Christianized Indians of Abenaki, Huron,
Algonquin, Nipissing, and others of Iroquois
decent.



nihononhwentsd:tens ne Rotinonhsién:ni
nithonathwatsiri:non thonatenréhon.

[14] Tho:ne ki, tsi Seven Nations of Canada Tsi
Ronatenonsta:ton :KEN ne St. Regis Tsi
Kanonsta:ton tsi nitiorihén:ni ne 1796
Aterithwahser6nnia ronaterihwahserdn:ni
ohserén:ni ne New York Tsi Watonhwentsé:te,
rondnha Seven Nations of Canada tanon ne
tehotirihwaienawa:kon khok raonatshennénnia
wate'nientenstahkwen tsi thatinonhsd:ron ne
MNCC ne kén:tho tekarthwakehnhén:ke.

[15] Tohsa tsonkwa'nikénhrhen, se' kenh, tsi
SHE:KON orihwakaionhnéha Kanien'kehé:ka
rotitichkwaien (onhkaré:shon konwaianenba:wi
ne Kaianerehké:wa ne tsi ni:tsi ioterihwison
aiéhsere tAnon aiako'nikonhraién:ta'ne tdnon iah
¢énska tha'teiakoténion) néne tiokontahkwen
shihatindkere tsi niwatonhwentsa:ien ne
Ahkwesasne kahsennaientdhkwen kari:wes
ohén:ton tsi niid:re Ratitsihénstatsi shahonna:taien
ne St. Regis Onkwehon:we tsi
ionterennaientahkhwa 1755 shiiohserahsé:tas sok
ohna'kén:ke tsi St. Regis Tsi Kanonsta:ton
sahatinaton:ni ne New York Tsi Watonhwentsa:te
1796 shiiohserahsé:tas tsi Seven Nations of
Canada Aterihwahserénnia
wahonterihwahserdn:ni.

[16] Ohén:ton shatinonhsisa ne St. Regis Mission
Church ne 1795 shiiohserahsé:tas, Seven Nations
of Canada raonkwe'ta'shon:'a kwah
iahatinon'kwaté:ka'te wahénthsa'ahte ne
Kanien'keha:ka raotinonhsésne nadn:ton ronénha
ahontenonhsén:ni tsi non:we
enhonterennaién:tahkwe kheh tho é:neken
nonkwa:ti tsi nén:we ne Kanien'keha:ka
raotinonhseskénha tkanonhsé:tahkwe. Iah kwah
tei6:wis ne kwah tokén:'en aiako'nikohraién:ta'ne,
tsik toka' eh tiakorthwardhkwen ne
Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentso:ten
tahonwatihna:rihte, ne naho:ten tiori:wa ne
aontaieri:-warahkwe ne tho na'kakenhren'serd:ten.

[17] Kwah iah tehontonrishens tsi ni:tsi rotiid'te
ne orthwakaionhnéha Kanien'keha:ka
Nihononhwentso:ten rotitiohkwaien ne
Ahkweséasne thatinakere ne ahshakotiia'tanoénstate
tahatikonhsontdntie tsi ratinents6tha téhsa

Therefore, because the St. Regis Reservation IS a
Seven Nations of Canada Reservation made
through Treaty in 1796 with the State of New
York the MNCC involvement in the lawsuit is
representing the interests of those who are
associated or linked to the Seven Nations of
Canada.

Let us not forget, however, that there is STILL
today a traditional Mohawk community (those
who adhere to the Law as it is meant to be
followed and understood and who have not altered
it in any way) who have continuously resided on
the lands known as Akwesasne since well before
the establishment of the St. Regis village of
praying Indians in 1755 by Jesuit priests and then
later usurped by the Seven Nations of Canada
Treaty of 1796 with the State of New York
establishing the St. Regis Reservation.

Prior to the completion of the St. Regis Mission
Church in 1795 the adherents of the Seven
Nations of Canada had gone so far as to burn
down the existing Mohawk longhouse to build
their church directly on top of the Mohawk
longhouse ruins. Why anyone would align
themselves with such oppression, unless in
support for the total destruction of the Mohawk
Nation, is beyond our comprehension.

The traditional Mohawk Nation community in
Akwesasne also work tirelessly to stop this land
claims settlement for the preservation of the future
generations to come.



akarihohétston ne kizken onhwéntsa tsitewaié-nas
skarithwahserén:ni.

[18] Iah thadn:ton shahoti'nikon:ra akénhake ne
Kanien'keha:ka Nihononhwentso:ten tinon ne
Seven Nations of Canada tsi
nihonatshennonniahtsherd:ten ase' kenh
shotirihwardkwen se' tsi Onaké:takon
ratiia'titdhkhe tsi ronwatiwenni:io Ratihnakén:ra
Raotihonweia'kowsihne shonatiten ne wahén:nise
tsi nahe.

[19] loteriho'ktahkwén:ke, tsi ratiia:tare ne
tiokwékton ne Kanien'keha:ka
Nihononhwentsé:ten ne tsi nika:ien shé:kon
konwaianenha:wi ne Kaianerehké:wa, kwah iah

tehonwanatatia:se Ganienkeh, tAnon iah thadn:ton,

ne MNCC.

[20] Kwah né:'e ronaterihwaién:ni ne Kanién:ke
ieiotkontahkwen ahatindnstate ne
tahatikonhsontontie raonatshennénnia.

[21] Ki:ken tsi na'a:wen kwah saiotahsi tsi niid:re
tsi jorithowa:nen ne Kanien'keha:ka
Nihonhwentso:ten tsi thonatenatakwenhrd:ron
taonsahontatkwekte ana:kon ne Kaianerehké:wa
tsi niioianerenhsero:tens. lakwaska:neks se' wahi
ne sewenhnisera aonsén:we ndé:nen enwa:ton
ohserdn:ni tentsitewaié:na. Skén:nen kénhak.

Ganienkeh Tsi Ratitsénhaiens
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The Mohawk Nation cannot be successors in
interest to the Seven Nations of Canada because
the Seven Nations of Canada chose to leave the
Canoe for the Ship of their European masters a
long time ago.

In conclusion, as part of the greater Mohawk
Nation who still follow the Law, Ganienkeh is
not, and cannot be, represented by the MNCC.

It 1s Ganienkeh’s responsibility to secure the
happiness of our generations to come for all time.

This situation has called attention to the serious
need for the Mohawk Nation communities to
reunite once again under the Great Laws of Peace.
We wish for a day when we can all work together
once again. Peace.



