●
●
●
●
●

In the wake of the 1885 Métis Resistance, known in history books as the NorthWest “Rebellion”, a permit system was established to control the
movement of Indians off- reserve. The restriction of mobility was intended to undermine tribal identity and collective interests. “The policy of
destroying the tribal or communist system is assailed in every possible way and every effort made to implant a spirit of individual responsibility
instead”.

In 1930, the Natural Resources Transfer Act (section 12) which transferred resources to the three Prairie Provinces suggested that a First Nation equity
in resource wealth is a federal constitutional obligation. (Oil, Water, Uranium, minerals, forests, hydro, natural gas etc…). The federal government
has had no interest in addressing its trust obligations insofar as sharing Canada’s resource wealth because of the companies and $billion investments.

“The ultimate goal of our Indian policy is the ‘integration’ of the Indians into the general life and economy of the country. It is recognised, however,
that during a temporary transition period of varying length, depending upon the circumstances and stage of development of different bands, special
treatment and legislation are necessary.”
-Minister Harris while introducing the Act in House of Commons.

In 1960, a Parliamentary Committee concluded that it was an embarrassment to deny First Nations voting rights and citizenship in
Canada. At the same time as declaring First Nations citizens, the real order of the day was to get rid of the Indian Act, which in fact
prevented people from being citizens.

Prime Minister Trudeau’s vision of individual equality for all Canadians and the dismantling of collective rights led to the release of the
White Paper under Indian Affairs Minister Jean Chrétien. It called for elimination of legislative and constitutional recognition of Indian
nations, mass enfranchisement, the gradual elimination of Reserve Lands and termination of the Treaties. These recommendations sparked
such negative reaction from First Nations that Trudeau was forced to formally withdraw the policy in 1970.

17 little words affirming (but not defining) existing Aboriginal and Treaty rights:

The Supreme Court of Canada found that the Crown owed a legally enforceable fiduciary duty to First Nations. Government response:
denial, delay and a refusal to discuss.

…amendments to the Indian Act, to remove sections of the Act which discriminated against women, to restore status and membership
rights, and to provide Bands with more control over their membership. Mary Two-Axes Early, a Mohawk, began this fight to combat
discrimination in 1968. Canada was forced to make these amendments to comply with the Charter of Rights and Freedoms and with
international law. Women and their children still don’t have full recognition by Indian Bands- especially if they live off reserve.

1986 Bill C-110, compensation settlements to eliminate claims…
There are still more than 1200 specific legal claims of Aboriginal tittle that have been filed to date and remain unresolved.

4000 pages to address a fair and honourable relationship between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal peoples in Canada.
Recognition of the inherent right of Aboriginal communities to govern themselves was a feature of the rejected Charlottetown Accord and is a
commitment contained in the well-known "Red Book" advanced by the Liberal government in Ottawa during the 1993 election campaign.
The Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peoples argues that the right of self-government is constitutionally protected by section 35.

Aboriginal people in Newfoundland and Labrador were omitted from the Terms of Union when the province joined Canada in 1949. As a result, the
Innu as well as the Inuit and Mi'kmaq were not given status under the federal Indian Act. And now the Government of Canada has granted Metis
“Status”.

Yukon and the Northwest Territories remain largely under federal control although they have their own legislatures. The NWT is now divided
pursuant to the Nunavut Agreement of 1993, and implemented in 1999, creating two new political units.
Entitlement as a beneficiary, compensation, self-government measures and a land base are issues commonly dealt with in these comprehensive
land claims negotiations. These agreements achieved, become treaties for purposes of constitutional protection of the rights guaranteed to the
Inuit parties, based on fact that they have never ceded their Aboriginal title to their lands by Treaty.

First Nations Fiscal and Statistical Management Act…an act to provide for real property taxation powers of First Nations, to create a First Nations Tax Commission, First
Nations Financial Management Board, First Nations Finance Authority and First Nations Statistical Institute… Mulroney’s strategies for “Turning Aboriginal territories
into municipalities.”

September 19, 2003 Supreme Court Decision R. v. Powley
In a landmark decision the Supreme Court of Canada upheld the lower courts judgments in the Métis harvesting rights case, addressed whether the Metis community at
Sault Ste. Marie had an Aboriginal right to harvest protected by s. 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982.
Métis have no treaties. They live in provinces for the most part, not in the Territories. Their Aboriginal title is derivative, not original. Their land base, except for some
settlements organized under provincial law, is non-existent. All of these issues are obscured by the question of status. Are all people with some Aboriginal blood, but
no other status or entitlement, Métis? Are Métis the descendants of the distinctive society in western Canada -- led in the last century by Riel and Dumont -- who did
not take Treaty?

