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Senator Luchini, Representative Caiazzo, and members of the Joint Standing Committee 

on Veterans & Legal affairs, greetings. My name is Michael Kebede, and I am Policy Counsel for 

the American Civil Liberties Union of Maine, a statewide organization committed to advancing 

and preserving civil liberties guaranteed by the Maine and U.S. Constitutions. We urge you to 

support LD 554 because it will strengthen the sovereignty, independence, and dignity of Tribal 

Nations in Maine. 

 The Wabanaki1 people’s homeland once spanned much of what is now Maine and New 

Brunswick.2 Native cultures were inextricably intertwined with the ability to enjoy and use broad 

swaths of ancestral land for planting, fishing, trapping, and hunting.3 When European settlers first 

arrived, the inhabitants of this region generously offered to share their lands.4 In response to their 

generosity, native lands were stolen,5 populations were decimated,6 and indigenous people were 

subjected to the most brutal and systematic campaign of genocidal acts ever to take place on the 

territory we currently inhabit.7 Instead of being able to roam freely as the seasons changed, the 

Nations that would benefit from this legislation were forcefully confined to tiny specks of their 

former land.8   

 Tribal Nations’ traditional right to roam unimpeded throughout the land to fish, hunt, and 

live in accordance with traditional lifestyles has been severely limited.9 Houses, dams, roads, and 

cities fill the places that Wabanaki peoples once inhabited. Native communities have experienced 

tremendous poverty and cultural erosion. Wabanaki peoples used to create aqueous highways out 

of Maine’s interconnected rivers.10 Now, they have to fight in court against the government to 

preserve their sustenance fishing rights.11 



 This legislation would bring Maine law into conformity with federal law, which states that 

“a principal goal of Federal Indian policy is to promote tribal economic development, tribal self-

sufficiency, and strong tribal government.” 25 U.S.C. § 2701. It would ensure that the Wabanaki 

nations are treated the same as more than 500 other federally-recognized Tribal Nations. It is the 

inherent right of indigenous nations to use their land as they see fit.12 Traditional ways of life have 

been severely restricted and are increasingly difficult in the face of ever-present intrusion. If Maine 

had historically provided for extensive development opportunities in native communities, gaming 

revenue might be unnecessary. It did not, and so many Wabanaki peoples need economic 

opportunity.13 This legislation creates one important way for Tribal Nations in Maine to provide 

such opportunities for their members. 

 We urge the committee to vote ought to pass.  
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5 See PAULINA MACDOUGALL, THE PENOBSCOT DANCE OF RESISTANCE: TRADITION IN THE HISTORY OF A PEOPLE 89 (2004) (“The patent 
made Kenduskeag open to settlement without consent or purchase from the Pebobscots.”); see also CALLOWAY, supra note 2, at 60 
“Abenaki who remained in their homelands found themselves pushed onto less productive land.”); WABANAKIS OF MAINE, supra note 
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