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Algonquin Negotiations Resume in Ontario

An Algonguin Treaty?
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gonquin Give Away Ceremony?

In Native American cultures, the give away ceremony is the ultimate act of
selfless giving. Rather than expect the community to shower a person with gjfts
on a special occasion, the reverse occurs: the honoured individual presents
everyone else with something special. An underlying value of the give away |s ta
keep one's belongings to a minimum, sharing abundance with all those aroupd.

Nomadic tribes did not equate a person's wealth with possessions, bu Justiceis a
through generosity. Native status was gained through a lifestyle of material ~ concept
simplicity, unselfish behaviour and concern for the benefit of your community. involving the
fair, moral, and
These important values create an interesting paradox for us during the cuire impartial
treatment of all
treaty process. persons
It is time to determine that which should never be negotiated or given away

Treaty Making and De-colonization

Long before the arrival of Europeans to the North American continent Aboriginal Naggosated amongst
themselves to establish peace, regulate trade, share use of lands and resouaces)ge mutual defence.
Through pipe smoking and other ceremonies, they gave these agreements the statueel ofaths. Treaties
were a way of recognizing each other's independence and sovereignty and a markloEepegoa

In the colonies that became Canada, the need for treaties was soon apparent. Uptmesifrieath
recognized their dependence on the Indigenous people. The territory was vast and unfameylivere
severely outhnumbered. The climate and geography were challenges that thegtveepgipped to deal with
and competors were fighting wars for trade and dominance all over the continent. They néededs witt
Indian nations. These treaties were forged nation-to-nation, often referrediemdsHip Treaties. This was
the beginning of Algonquin / European relations. Treaties between Aboriginal and non-Addorigi
governments were agreements to share the resources of the land.

For the Algonquin people, and certain Algonquin nations in particular, this relationship bagaro# t
unprecedented social change. Many of those profound changes occurred right here, in ribigorery
involving our own ancestors. Through a sensitive, comprehensive study of the variods aecbdocuments
of the times we can observe a tragic, heart-rending testimony of humanneBofits &xtremes. It is a sto
of crisis and chaos, when cultures collide and ignorance and arrogance prevail. Throbgptirs of
genocide and greed, betrayal and belligerence we observe the realities of huraenubaa see values
conflict, social order breakdown and the effects of calamity and callous. Ret®o$ military and trade
alliances, peace and neutrality are all expressed through the making ofsTreatie

To the Indigenous population treaties were sacred relationships buitin trust and honesty.
To the European population they were primarily necessary business transaans.....
a means to a material end.

Colonization is the act, by a militarily strong country, of invading and taking over the
sovereignty of another area, which then becomes known as a colony. This often includes the
establishment of one or more settlements, also called "colonies", inhabited bgresiigom
the colonizing powk.
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The earliest treaty making between Indigenous and non- Indigenous peoples in Canadana®eaigesmall
groups of settlers living on a small portion of the landmass, in matters such sanlaaenmerce, law, peace,
alliance and friendship, and the extradition and exchange of prisoners. As long as the celengsall and
vulnerable, they eagerly entered into treatief wite consideration to the terms, and according to such protoc
Indian nations wished. While Natives behaved according to tradition and principle powelayfeshioned the
behaviour of the Europeans.

The principal alliances of the French with the Innu (Montagnais), Algonquin and Wendat (kerenpconomic
and military in nature. The military aspect of the alliances originated gtRtench helping their allies in conflict
in return for commercial privileges. Trade, friendship and alliance were the tammglapon which this new
relationship was built. In this case, the interests of the French and their a&lteesammon, because the expandin

territorial aspirations of the burgeoning settler population of New England veera #hreat to Aboriginal interests.

The French exercised their leadership through consensus about their objectives and cordd alies to make
war. Those allies often opted for peace or neutrality, against the wishes ofribl, fFeaving the French vulnerabl
to British expansionism. A people already diverse by geography, cultural differeakgious choices and many
contact influences the Algonquin Nations found themselves caught between two colonizers

Land use arrangements between European powers and Aboriginal nations in the eatlpeoathwere arrived at
orally and, later, through written documents that the Aboriginal parties may reotbanprehended fully at the tir
Subtle deceptions were often used; aspects of the treaty concerning politiegarslibmission were often not
articulated.

Traditional Aboriginal governments do not distinguish between the political and theapiles of their leaders.
This integration of spiritual and political matters extends to treaty makimgrewsacred wampum, sacred songs 3
ceremonies, and the sacred pipe are integral parts of making the commitment tohetrelaty. In affirming these
sacred pacts, the treaty partners assured one another that they would keeyy tloe &2étng as the sun sbs) the
grass grows and the waters flow. Treaties are seen as dynamic, cneadtpagteof creation. They represent a
profound relationship. Aboriginal treaties were modelled on the forms of marriageipadapd kinship. They wel
aimed at creating living relationships and, like a marriage; they requiriedlipecelebration, renewal, modification
and reconciliation. They evolved over time; the agreed interpretation of ttierrshdp developed and changed v
each renewal and the benefits were shared. To the European, they were opportunistits contr

The Algonquin people have never entered into a treaty before concerning jigdiction and title to
land. Such an event is of major political, economic and social significance, natally and globally.

Self-determination, a fundamental principle of human rights law, is an individual and collective right to
"freely determine, political status and freely pursue economic, social andatdiarelopment.” It is
generally linked to the de-colonization process that took place after the praowlgahe
United Nations Charter of 1945.

That is, the Government has the responsibility to act in a fiduciary capacity with respéctriginal

peoples. The relationship between the Government and aboriginals -like, rather than adversarial, ai
contemporary recognition and affirmation of aboriginal rights must be defined in light of this historic
relationship. Ontario Court of Appeal decision R. v. Taylor andWilliams

The current written text of many treaties provides only for the
extinguishment of traditional Aboriginal land rights, in exchange
for specified contractual rights, pursuant to the Crowns policy of

using the treaty process to extinquis Aboriginal title.

b
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The various Algonquin nations, including the well documented Kichesipirini and Weskdramsizm particular,
participated in a long, multi-dimensional relationship, originally, with the Frertubk.r&lationship was the
foundation of the French rage, a sphere of power created through peaceful alliance ratherittary mominance
while escalating violent conflicts with other groups politically allied toBh&sh. While the French interest in land
control was ambiguous and not clearly articulated, British interest waly/clgditen out, but often cleverly
deceptive. The British clearly wanted control of the land and they allied withoidpgois in order to take through
force what they desired. The complex power struggle and associated pressuliesderaeated many crisis and
conflicts within the Greater Algonquin Nation. Certain nations within the Algonquin éclemficy” were affected
and responded very differently, contributing to great diversity and conflict witbiAlgonquin community.

| don't think any other group has been exposed to as mal RCAP Stages of the Relationship
social assaults, for such an extended period of time, frgm
S0 .many dlreCt.IonS as the Algonqum pe_ople ar.]d IS ve Before 1500, Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
nations, especially those directly associated with the societies in isolation from each other.
immediate Ottawa Valley region. After generations of Physical and social environments inevitably
intermarriage, religious and political exchanges, trade an meant differences in culture and social
economic alliance and network expansion associated wit organization. , - _
the French / Algonquin / Anishnabe fur trade distinct National groups with traditions of governing

. f the areater Algonauin community exercised the_mselves organizing into d|ffe_r¢nt social and
nations o g gonq mmunity political forms according to traditions and
political autonomy and responded in different ways to the environments.

situations surrounding them. Those adaptations became

Stage 1: Separate Worlds

integral part of evolving Algonquin history and culture Stage 2: Contact and Co-operation

were the foundation of French power. Increasingly regular contact between European|
and Aboriginal

The British conquest of the French was dependent on ﬁgxggxg'rs(f:E]'eelE;ﬁ‘é'ﬂesdu?\zist::t‘;iﬁggmzm

severing the mllltary, social and economic ties of the of trading and military alliances, intermarriage

Indigenous alliances to_the French. Re;(_:ognlzm_g that and mutual cultural adaptation.

control could not be gained through military action a Incidents of conflict, by growth in the number

process of administrative control was established, of non-Aboriginal immigrants, steep decline i

promising protection of a secured land base to the Aboriginal populations by diseases had no

Indigenous people, largely through the proposed Indian natural immunity.

Territory of the Royal Proclamation of 1763. While seen Stage 3: Displacement and Assimilation

by many as the Magna Carta of Indigenous rights it bedin Non-Aboriginal society no longer willing to
a relationship built on models of sophisticated respect the distinctiveness of Aboriginal
administrative control while giving the appearance of societies.

Non-Aboriginal society recast Aboriginal

negotiated ratification and mutual benefit. Through what iy :

.. . people and their distinct forms of social
appeared an offer of positive relations, was actually a organization
carefully crafted construct of mere temporary appease relocations, residential schools, the outlawing
after the Pontiac Rebellion, and the beginning destructiye of Aboriginal cultural practices, the Indian
processes aéxternally dictated displacement and Acts of the late 1800s and early 1900s.

assimilation policies. .
P Stage 4: Negotiation and Renewal

Through the conditions of the Royal Proclamation, the (’;‘f‘)i?s"?‘r:’tg';i\?;ﬁ‘i'(;‘i’ge;ﬁ;r"’r‘g&iﬁ)ﬂi"; ;’;;?g::;
terr_n's of Capitulation, the _Quebec Act and subsequer]t Worldwide political mobilization of Indigeno

political controls and condltlon§ agreed by both coloni peoples under United Nations, national

and then Canada and the provinces, the actual power ba Aboriginal social and political organizations,

of the Algonquin people was temporarily extinguished. court decisions on Aboriginal rights,

sympathetic public opinion, developments in
international law, have played a role during

Genuine neqgotiation and renewal must reverse this. stage in the relationship.

http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ch/rcap/sg/sgm3_e.html
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The Algonquin / European relationship is extremely complex. It must be rememberé thlgdnquins remained
one of France’s strongest military allies throughout the centuries of BrEigntéh conflict. That alliance was not
only forged through formal agreements and treaties but was also reinforced threwugystens of multi-
generational family ties and kinship networks. These relationships alsdgstdlihe economic foundations of thg
fur trade that supported French colonial motivation, resource allocation and distributiosefexamination of
documented Algonquin history and social development exposes an intricate political andiecetwork of
mutual benefit and exchange that was facilitated through multi-national, nuigti;raulti-cultural individuals of
French / Algonquin / Anishnabe ancestry that survived the Kichesipirini, Weskadriiuron massacres. French
power was established and maintained through the shared control of the Allumetteridl@ttheva River. From
this power base international relations were facilitated with the outlyiggniuins and other Indigenous people
far south as the Gulf of Mexico. Britain, and subsequently Canada, in order to maintain cehtoodiésiroy this
intricate multi-national kinship network that had existed for generations.ngt@ resources to sustain a divide

and conquer strategy Britain developed a “peaceful” divide and confuse process.
The legacy lives on.

£

S

The Algonquin people, their traditions, value
systems, culture, territory and very identity were
continuously assaulted from numerous fronts. To
break the powerful French regime externally
designed racial classifications and divisions were
instituted through the seemingly benevolent Royal
Proclamation of 1763. While seeming to offer
protection to many Indigenous nations close
inspection of the boundaries of the newly formed
Colony of Quebec and the “generous” provision of|
the protected Indian Territory actually reveals
devastation on the Algonquin people. Algonquins
associated with the geographic French / Algonquin
power base of the Ottawa River and St. Lawrence
River, became Algonquin have-nots. Terms of the
Capitulation of New France forced Quebec, under
marshal &w, to enforce laws that eroded the Frer
Algonquin trust. The British instituted a clever

Loss of social cohesion negatively affects not or
the original people but subsequent generations
well.

LOArSTEN A

method of giving economic and social favours to th
administrators of the Quebec colony in exchange fo
the eradication of the former French / Anishnabe
alliance. By giving political sanction to French civil
law and other conditions of the Quebec Act, the
British, through manipulation of the French
Canadians usurped the actual informal “country”
laws and cultural practices that had actually gove
the region outside of the St. Lawrence Valley for
centuries. Algonquin identity and sovereignty was
dealt a devastating blow even after the Algonquin
people had promised the British military neutrality.
The British denied the Algonquins land protection
1763 by cleveuse of “jurisdiction”. The Algonquir
were situated in the newly created colony of Que
under French civil law. It would seem that while the
Algonquin people participated in the Seven Fires
Confederacy and the Niagara Treaty of 1764 they
were never fully informed of the entire situation.

n

Were they ever given a map?

Numerous provincial boundary shifts in the Otte
River valley region buffeted the Island Algonquins
the administration and control of the two main
colonizers and their cultures. In ease they becan

a relocated people several times over, without eve

leaving their territory. Trade affiliations were mads
illegal. Alliances were severed or forced
underground. Identity confusion, seliscrimination
economic upheaval and political betrayal were
committed on the Algonquins. We can only imagir
the great chaos perpetrated against the Algonquir]
social and political fabric as they found themselve
caught in such difficult circumstances.

h

=

=

Provincial boundaries and racial segregations
continued to be used against Algonquin political
authority for more than a hundred years.
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Under British rule, through the political control of | Jeffery Amherst led the British attack in 1758 on
William Johnson and Jeffery Amherst, the Louisbourg, and as commander-in-chief of the Britistmy
Algonquin people became an oppressed people| | in North America, seized most French territory in Canad

-~ _ September 8, 1760, he captured Montreal ending French
The British colonial government's approach to the| yyje jn North America, where he infuriated the French
treaties was schizophrenic. By signing, British commanders by refusing them the "honours of war".
authorities appeared to recognize the nationho | | Amherst hated the French and despised “Indians”. The
Aboriginal peoples and their equality as nations,| | nostility between the British and Native Americans

But they also expected First Nations to ("Indians") after the French and Indian War led to the first
acknowledge the authority of the monarch and, | | gocumented attempt at biological warfare in North

increasingly, to cede large tracts of land to British | American history. In response to the 1763 uprising known
control -for settlement, economic development | | a5 pontiac's Rebellion, Amherst suggested using smallgo
to protect it from seizure by other European po infected blankets as a weapon for ending the rebellion. TH
or by the United States. epidemics devastated the resistance and influenced NatiV

American compliance to British colonial rule.

British Lieutenant governor of Upper Canada, Sir
Francis Bond Head, later concluded that Indiang

could not be “civilzed” and were doomed as ar Sir William Johnson served under Amherst during some|o
to die out over time. He proposed to relocate thgn| the fiercest French / Algonquin battles. He acquired great
to Manitoulin Island, under government protect influence with the Iroquois accumulating huge tracts of
until their inevitable disappearancslumette Iroquois land and amassed a personal fortune through the
Island was originally to be set-aside for the Albany fur trade. Johnson became the first British North
Algonquin people but the offer was rescinded arjd| American Indian Agent and was responsible for overseein
they were then told to re-locate to Manitoulin the Royal Proclamation of 1763 and the Treaty of Niagafra.
Island. Most refused, only to be caught in a Although assurances were given to the Algonquin and
quagmire of confusion. Nipissing people Indian Territory did not protect their I

Between the passage of the Gradual Civilization Act and Confederation sexertd and legislative measures
formalized the change in imperial Indian policy. The ending of treaty psegebands (the highly valued symbol
the alliance between the Crown and Indian nations) in 1858 and the passadadiftheands Actn 1860. It
transferred authority for Indians and Indian lands to an official responsible to the clagisiature, breaking the
direct tie between Indian nations and the British Crown upon which the “natioatibn” relationkip rested, a cle
departure from the Crown/colony/Aboriginal tripartite system. The withdrafthle British Crown as “impartial
arbiter” and mediator between the tribal nations and the land-hungry setttegasndation of today’s’ federal
policies.The British parliamentary select committee investigating Aboriginal isues warned in its 1837 report
against entrusting the management of Aboriginal relations to the local legislates in British colonies, fearing
a conflict of interest between the duty of protection and that of resporidg to the desires of their electorsThe
government ignored this advice. At Confederation, Parliament of Canada wasagivesaking powers over
"Indians, and Lands reserved for the Indians" in section 91(24) of the British North ArAetidndian Nations
were now not recognized in the new tripartite Crown/dominion/provincial scheme.

Canada’s relationship with the Indigenous people is now fraught with duigcity and conflict of interests.
Currently, it can be viewed as a flawed system, continuing the injusticed colonial rule.

Transnational systems of oppression include totalitarianism, imperiali®, and colonialism.

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the concept of Human Rights in geereralesigned to challer
oppression by giving a clear articulation of what limits should be placed on the powereritiyyo unfairly
control an individual or group of people. The U.N. Draft Declaration on the Rights of IndigeraplesPerotects

Indigenous people from oppression and supports reversing the damage of colonization.

Canada has still failed to ratify the United Nations Draft Declaration on theRights of Indigenous Peoples
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Oppressior is the negative outcome experienced by people targeted by the arbitrary and coiss exgpower in a

society or social group. The term itself derives from the idea of being "satppne<3ion is most commonly felt and

expressed by a widespread, often unconscious, assumption that a certain group of peopl®aréhafeerm
oppression is primarily used to describe how a certain group is kegpbglown by unjust use of force, authority, or
societal norms When this is institutionalized formally or informally in a society, it ismefé to as "systematic
oppression". Oppression is rarely limited solely to government action but reequingduals willing to enforce it.
Individuals can be victims of oppression, and in this case have no group membership to shansldreof
ostracizationThe tools of oppression include a progression of denigration, dehumanization,cademonization;
which oftengenerate scapegoatingvhich is used to justify aggression against targeted groups and individual

|72}

Oppression of the Algonquin People within Canada

Acts of Oppression

Effects

French Regime

Effects

Social breakdown and increased
dependence on missions

Altered schedules interfered with
sustenance and self-sufficiency
Forced out of traditional geographic
boundaries to seek protection

Forced religious assimilation and cultural
breakdown

Access to weapons and protection
dependent on compliance

Culture viewed as evil or inferior
Arranged marriages, adoptions

Separation and conflicts amongst families
Relations between men / woman negatively
altered

Punitive parenting introduced

Political re-structuring

Internalized oppression

Cultural breakdown / changes in
relations other First Nations

Slavery, compulsory education, enforced
labour, loss of language

Loss of personal freedom and identity
Dehumanization

Entire populations lost
Severe casualties
Not regarded as people

Eurocentric view of plagues and illnesses
Lack of empathy
Lack of proper intervention

Dehumanization, seen as deserved
Loss of cultural confidence
Weakened politically

Seen as expendable, disposable

Used as military and trade resources

Dehumanization, genocide

Under British Control

Effects on “Indians”

Gradual Civilization Act

Effects on Mixed-bloods

Political sovereignty replaced by racial
classification

Isolated geographically and not attached
traditional territory

Forced to severe family ties and kinship
networks in exchange for protection
Internalized oppression against mixed-
bloods

Enforced racial classification
Externally defined communities and
groups

Psychological assault on Indian
identity that escalated into. Indian Ac|
Institutional dehumanization

Forced dependency and political
compliance in exchange for benefits

to

t

Family and social breakdown

Loss of community identification

Social anomie and rejection by both groups
Forced to compete in foreign economic
system without resources

Loss of land / political recognition

Extreme poverty and marginalization
Alcohol used as means of economic contro

Effects on “Indians”

Gradual Enfranchisement Act

Effects on Mixed-bloods

Cultural / political genocide

Total loss of actual political autonomy
Loss of personal autonomy
Institutionalized racial regime

Total economic dependency

Loss of women participation

Break down communal property systems
Internalized racial identity

Loss of personal independence/traditiong
resources

Internalized racial oppression against so
members of community

External control and identity
Force bands to adopt a municipal-
style 'responsible' government
Elected chiefs could be deposed by
federal authorities
Only men allowed to vote'in election
Definition of 'Indian’ finalized on
patrilineal model
I Undermine nation-level governance
systems and international affiliations
Individual land allotments break dow
communal values

ne

Cultural / political genocide

Forced to fend for themselves

Displaced women and children severed fror
kinship supports

Loss of community attachment for women
who married out

Institutionalized family breakdown

Tradition forced underground

Forced economic assimilation into dominan
land ownership system

Extreme poverty / class prejudice
Internalized reverse racial prejudice

t

Under Canadian Authority

Effects on Status Algonquins

Provinces and Indian Act

Effects on Non-status Algonquins

Internalized systemic oppression

Total systemic economic dependence
Development of institutional neurosis /
token economy

Personal identity based on race stunts
personal motivation

Identity chaos / social dysfunction
Chemical dependency to'lessen emotion
pain, cycle of social problems
Substandard political rights on reserves
Social isolation

Complete systematic oppression

Complete cultural genocide under

systemic false identity construct of

Indian and Status

Loss of personal freedoms and

liberties

Flawed economic and political syste
al encouraging scapegoating, corruptig

and social apathy

Externally applied boundaries

Externally “sponsored” cultural /

=

Increased anger and frustration

political renewal and identity

Identity chaos and social dysfunction
Extreme poverty / health problems
Poverty ghettos and substandard housing
Lack of access to legitimate opportunities
Counter culture dependent on illegitimate
means and criminal activity / breakdown of
social values

Robbed of history and intergenerational
identity / seek external identity

Chemical dependency to lessen emotional
pain / cycle of social problems

Increased anger and frustration

Treaty Negotiations Unilaterally Defined Through Feleral Policy Despite Recommendations From RCAP andnited Nations
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society communicates to them about their group.

External oppressior is the unjust exercise of authority and power by one group over another. It includes imp
one group's belief system, values and life ways over another group. External oppressiceskaternalized
oppression when we come to believe and act as if the oppressor's beleafs sgtues, and life way is reality. "Sel
hate" and "internalized racism" are other ways of saying internalized oppres$en people are targeted,
discriminated against, or oppressed over a period of time, they often internaliagthiseand misinformation that

Internalized oppressionis perhaps one of the saddest consequences of prolonged injustice. Resistance to
and seemingly hopeless conditions is weakened and unhealthy attempts to survive é@egiret In sociology and
psychology, internalized oppression is the manner in which an oppressed group comes tostsésatjahe
methods of the oppressor. For example, sometimes members of marginalized groups holdsivep@e towar

their own group, or start to believe in negative stereotypes of themselves.

DS

h

There are two ways that internalized

Examples of Individual Internalized Oppression

oppression functions:

1. Internalized oppression
operates on an individual

basis.

A person believes that the stereotypes
and misinformation that she hears are
true about a certain group, which she is
actually attached to. She holds herself
back from living life to her full potential,
she acts in ways that are self-destructive,
or she denies that she is a member of the

group.

2. Internalized oppression

Oppressed groups don't speak up as much in medtugsise they don't thi
their contribution will be as important, or as "amt" as others. Often
participants from these groups may have insiglat rdw to solve a problem,
but they hold back from sharing it.

In response to low expectations and lack of engament, some teenagers
from oppressed groups believe that they won't d;aeonsequently they gi
up on learning and pursuing their dreams.

A man abuses himself with drugs to numb his feslimigzcause he has been
told throughout his life that he will never amotmtmuch, but much of the
conditions are outside of his control

Individuals shy away from leadership roles or fdtticipation because they
feel they will ke seen as thinking too highly of themselves andimecrejecte
by the group

People from oppressed groups often shy away fremgan leadership role
They don't view themselves as having the capaislivf being a leader and

can occur between

their style doesn't match that of "traditional"deaship models.

members of the same

group.

Examples of Group Internalized Oppression

People in the same group believe (often
unconsciously) the misinformation and
stereotypes that society communicates
about other members of their group.
People turn the oppression on each other,
instead of addressing larger problems in
society. Often people from the same
cultural group hurt, undermine, criticize,
mistrust, fight with, or isolate themselves
from each other. They will compete
against each other for personal gain or
attempt to gain privilege through
oppressing their own members. They are
particularly critical of anyone who
appears confident. They are often
ashamed of other members’ behaviours
rather than compassionate and
understanding. The results are that
people treat each other in ways that are
less than fully respectful and are similar
to the injustice they experience.

Council members of native rights organization cdrgat along. They
bicker and criticize each other, distracting frdra targer issues.

There is a large population of Native Americansrfrdifferent regions that
live in a city. Sadly, when they try to organizecteate a power base, the
mistrust between them makes it difficult for thesmtork together.
Fearing that her children will not succeed in themstream culture, a
mother is overly harsh in disciplining them so thaly "fit in."

An Indigenous teenager is not accepted among bispgof peers because
he is interested in classical music; he is tolishet Native enough.

Men get into physical fights with other men becathsy have been
conditioned to believe that their value is basedhair ability to fight and
act aggressively.

Leaders are often chosen for their “rebel” attituaher than actual skills
capacities.

The group continually triangulates—creating a commoemy from
within----usually those that they perceive as “being betteah themselve:
This often results in groups continually sabotaghwjr best resources and
leaders because of conditioned feelings of infégioThose that have
acquired educations or financial success are afigally resented and
rejected.

Concerned parents in a social housing project attéonorganize an after
school program for their children. The group failse able to respond to
positive outside contacts and offof suppori

Internalized oppression divides people within the same group from eadther so they are not as
effective in supporting each other and fighting injustice

ing

b pain
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Understanding internalized oppression is invaluable for community leaders. As peop&tantand overcome
internalized oppression they will become more empowered to overcome the inequitiejgistices present in our
society at large.

Working Together to Overcome Internalized Oppression

1. Become an ally, or mentor to individuals who you see are struggling with interriaéd oppression.

All the oppressions have one message in common--that people are not valuable and cagpatsbipgprovides a
strong and effective contradiction to that message. What we communicate irabanseips and commitment to
each other is more powerful than the message of oppression. The presence of just one peeses atd is
supportive is a powerful resource. People need each other.

2. Take pride in and celebrate culture.

Our cultures give us our values, our sense of ourselves in history, our humour, our idemtities,\a@orldviews.
We often depend on our cultures to provide us with a community, a reference point, a home, and ag@iace t
bearings. The Algonquin people have been robbed of much of this. Some will never be recovetieel fiast) but
we share a common struggle. Even the discrimination that we have experienced ardigivesitgs strengths. We
must learn to identify these strengths and use them to our advantage. Algonquin cotitifeoizen in pre-colonial
traditions. Culture is dynamic. The past and our diverse adaptations to it are now padhafredrculture as
Algonquin descendents.

3. People from similar backgrounds who meet regularly in groups heal from thengotional hurts of
internalized oppression.

This truth has always been incorporated into traditional Algonquin culture through thregtedaie. This removes
the isolation and brings awareness the problems are in the society at large.lifilgesfeats of trust, sharing,
commitment and equality are the foundation of Algonquin culture and community. Theshalkdllbeen damaged
through oppression. They will need to be practiced. Create opportunities to meet ire pesjsv The dialogues
associated with the Algonquin Negotiations have been very powerful for the Algonquin.people

4. Take action against injustice and oppression.

When people take a stand against injustice and oppression it can be a strong antidoteliaedteppression.
Taking charge of an unjust situation and setting it right goes miles in healing peoplhe oppression and
injustice they have endured over time. Learn to watch for subtle forms of oppressimy, aetharder to detect.

5. When you notice internalized oppression operating in groups, point it out, angelp the group change
direction.

In some organizations people tend to criticize each other, gossip, get into fightistagline, and undermine or
attack leadership. Oftentimes the cause is due to internalized oppressionespescigally true if all or most of
members of the group or organization are from a similar cultural background. Unfelyutia¢ harsher the
oppression has been on a group, the more these dynamics operate. In order to make a group thisahgsimic
should be recognized and turned around.

6. Protect young people from the effects of oppression.

Internalized oppression makes its biggest impression on children, because theydariyhzontext for
understanding the injustices of society. It is easy for children to personalizeyttizy@enessages that are comin
you if you don't have a framework for understanding oppression. Schocshould understand how to treat
children equitably and have high expectations of every student. As a social agenh$brean society it is
important to realize that oppression can occur through the education system. ManyusoAlgtanquins, because
of their lack of community attachment and class prejudice associated withypexeetienced subtle oppression gt
school. Many were sent to “reform schools” for minor infractions and experiencedtgarsedd lowered
expectations. Excessive punishment is a common form of oppression. Many individualgdraeadized this
process resulting in lowered self-esteem and heightened self-criticstel lMind teach children to be seifrturing




Kichesippi Current 5, 20(

Undoing internalized oppression is a key issudutly empowering communities so they can do the work that neec
be done. Extremes of internalized oppression can often appear when there is the opportunétyrfal gesin, status, or
power associated with activities. In order to free groups of manifestationgehexnternalized oppression awareness
prevention and remedy of these extremes is necessary. Oppressed populationsratdeviriora outside as well as
within. Oppressed populations are at increased rigkibitation andcorruption from within their own circle. This is
not a reflection of any negative attribute of the group but is a universal humaomd¢adtie complex responses to
oppression and human nature.

Human behaviour is very predictable. Under most circumstances most individualsecact well socially. They are
kind, considerate and polite. There are degrees of personal sharing and friendly exébaeger in times of distress
or fear of scarcity of resources roughly 80% of the population will act oubf selfregard, to the point of aggressio
and violence.Depending on the perceived degree of threat most people will become competitiv@ogsspi
withholding and deceiving as a means of “surviving.” Unfortunately someidhugils within oppresed groups have be
conditioned by their experiences and environments to perceive the world through this.rfiinelgetill live by the rule
of “what’s in it for me?” or “what’s it going to cost me?” Life has become @&sefi survival deals and quick perks
rather than healthy social relations. Because of such conditioning many oppressedgrebpt®me easily influenced
through promised short-term, immediate gains. Sadly, they have been conditioned ®rsiingr than thrive.

The remaining 20% dhe population can be almost evenly divided into two groups. The figpgs the idealists. The
individuals will consistently put the interests of the group first, regardlesituations or circumstances. They will
endure personal sacrifice and risk to assist others. They will invest in tiesngeorder to serve. They are often the
artists, academics, spiritual leaders, community healers.... individualsgoeeistaltruistic behaviour. They attempt
to find proactive solutions to the negative circumstances of oppressed people. dimgy tattempower the people,
lessening the negative effects of vulnerabilities.

Within the oppressed group are individuals that are very aware of these vultiesabifid are more than willing to
exploit them. Appoximately 10% of the human population, the number being higher within oppressed grougson
to corruption to meet their personal agendas, at the expense of the comitheyitgre often attracted to positions of
leadership, social status, and financial responsibility.

Certain conditions associated with the realities of oppressed groups crebledddang grounds for corruption.
Oppressed groups experience social breakdown. Important positive values and normgatri@stdttionalized so the
group is not well organized to uphold or enforce rules that protect members. This isfefte t® asocial anomie.
Members of the group have also been prevented from accessing legitimate oppsrsucthias higher education, prt
housing, good @ying jobs or positions in mainstream leadership and business circles. They arrishgov Oppress:
groups experience botbsoluteandrelative deprivation. Individuals belonging to oppressed groups feel left out ¢
mainstream society. They recognize that the system is stacked aigainstnd that despite how hard they try they wi
never “keep up with the Jones” if they play by the rules of the dominant group. There canwdtep ddat is often
referred to as theulture of poverty thesis Impoverished communities develop different value systems and lowered
expectations to justify the often “grey” means of survival. These unhealthy cmsditiean that to get ahead some
individuals will resort tdllegitimate opportunity structures. They will kreak laws or bend rules to acquire the mat
and personal gains they feel are obligated to them and these dishonest actviéEnaas necessary by many in the
group. This is why there is a heightened predisposition for certain forms of crimiivél/an low-income housing
projects, Indian reserves, under educated rural areas. Poverty encouraga# diffes if you want to succeed accori
to the material standards of the dominant society. “Sometimes you got to breakste little, right?”

Certain individuals within impoverished communities will take adwgat these dynamics for personal gain. Many
view their dishonesty as a virtue. They will often acquire hero status by “ouirgghéine system. Commailiegitimate
opportunity activities often include evading taxes, creating black markets, supplying illegal sulstanh as drugs,
loan sharking, protection services, running cigarettes or exploiting socialeserVhe monetary gains and influence
acquired through such acties enable certain individuals and their associates the opportuaftgtcsecure positions
leadership.

The conditions for systemic corruption and systemic internalized oppression havedated through colonization.

For Indigenous communities the system is even further compounded agibtentially mutates into an unusual
form of “systemic transnational external and internalized oppression’
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The Royal Commission on Aboriginal People has identified treaties as;

1. Treaties are Nation-to-Nation

Aboriginal people have not changed their relationship to the Crown. The nation-to-nati@msalp became
unbalanced when alliances with Aboriginal nations were no longer needed, the non-Abpaguriation became
numerically dominant, and non-Aboriginal governments abandoned the cardinal principlesraérference and
respectful coexistence in favour of policies of confinement and assimilation — tnwhen the relationship
became a colonial one. The parties to the treaties must be recognized as nationglyasrfeections of society”.

2. Treaties are Sacred and Enduring
Treaties are to define conditions of continuing interdependence as a result of siemitgrg, not obliterate
separate identities and legal personalities or prejudice their exclusiveioomver their territories.

3. Treaties are Part of the Canadian Constitution

The avoidance of war between Aboriginal nations and the French and British in what ismamle @as a direct
consequence of the treaties and the relationships created by them. Treaty makimy deguire the parties to
surrender their deepest beliefs and rights as a precondition for practicabaresug for coexistence. Difference:
deep political beliefs are best dealt with by fashioning a mutually satisfaartd peaceful coexistence rather than
attempting to persuade the adherents of opposing positions that their beliefs aréenisthe treaties between the
treaty nations and the Crown were based on their mutual consent and did not require eth&y satrender its
identity, rights or culture.

4. Fulfilment of the Treaties is Fundamental to Canada’s Honour

Canada holds a unique place among the nations of the world, considered afrded®cratic ideals, pluralism, ¢
respect for individual and group rights, which coexist in a rare and precious balanceakhspat in Canada’s
international reputation, however, is that we have not honoured our obligatidbsrtginal peoples, a situation tl
has often been the subject of critical comment from international human rights boplissaAd fair fulfilment of
the treaties is fundamental to preserving Canada’s honour in the eyes of the worlchareyestof Canadians
themselves.

There must be no opportunity for
Treaties are dependent on the following guiding princip|  corruption within the Treaty process

1. Mutual Recognition
Aboriginal people are the original inhabitants and caretakers of this land and hisdiksrights and
responsibilities that flow from that status, and non-Aboriginal people are also tartjdy birth and by adoption,
and have strong ties of affection and loyalty here. Tiieaity should recognize the unique sovereignty of both g
and define conditions of peaceful coexistence.

2. Mutual Respect
Respect among cultures creates a positive, supportive climate for harmolatosseas opposed to the
acrimonious and strife-ridden relations of a culture of disdain.

3. Sharing
The partnership between Aboriginal peoples and Canada is political and constitutimerath@an commercial as
partners agree to co-operate, to hold certain assets in common, and to share in tlengraildities of the
undertaking. Each partner has the capacity to act in a way that affect the pragpgbea other, each partner is also
liable to suffer from the mistakes or wrongdoing of the other partivtertsial vulnerability gives rise tanutual
obligations, an obligation to act with the utmost good faith with respect to the other partner.

4. Mutual Responsibility
Mutual responsibility includes the assurance that both parties are acting in gooBdth parties have taken
responsible action to ensure the protection of due diligence and good governance for the mefitiahble
protection of both all partners. Such responsibility should protect against corruption@ingeion undermines
economic development by generating considerable distortions and inefficiencyesedaountability, erodes the
institutional capacity of government, undermines the legitimacy of governmeistigah democratic values as trust
and tolerance.
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Conditions Favorable for Corruption

Certain conditions encourage
corruption.

Individual or individuals
inclined to behave corruptly in
positions of leadership and
authority

Opportunity to derive personal
gain from corruption

Lack of protective and
preventative mechanisms
regarding corruption

Certain conditions encourage
political corruption.

Adverse government
structures
Concentration of power in decision
makers who are not accountable tq
the people.
Democracy absent or dysfunctional
such as illiberal democracy.

Information deficits
Lack of government transparency
decision making.
Lack of adequate, unbiased
information
Weak accountability and financial
management.

Opportunities and incentives
Access to large investments of
public or private capital, (money).

Social conditions
Self-interested closed cliques and
"old-boy" networks.
Undereducated, apathetic or
ignorant populace, with inadequate
public discernment of political
choices.

Deficits of law
Weak rule of law and
administration.

Imperfect electoral processes
Absence of adequate controls to
prevent inequality in election
campaignes.

Unequal access to information or
media.
Weak appeal process

Corruption in elections and in legislative bodies reduces
accountability anddistorts representationin policymaking; corruption
in the judiciary compromises the rule of law; and corruption in public
administration results in thenfair provision of services More generally
corruption erodes the institutional capacity of government as procedu
are disregarded, resources are siphoned off, and public offices are b

and sold. The poor are always the most severly affected by corruption.

res
ught
|

Forms or Aspects of Corruption

Cronyism
Favouritism to friends and relatives by appointing them to public servi
without regard for their qualifications.
"Crony capitalism” or "crapitalism" is a pejorative term describing a
capitalist economy in which success in business depends on an extre
close relationship between the businessman and the state institutions
politics and government. Exhibited by favoritism in the distribution of
legal permits, government grants, and contra&tsny capitalism arises
when political cronyism spills over into the world of business, and the
relationships between powerful businessmen and powerful politiciang
form a kind of aristocratic social hierarchy, influenced by self-serving
friendships and family ties, corrupting public-serving economic and
political ideals.

Bribery
Gift bestowed to influence the reciever's conduct. May be any money
good, right in action, property, preferment, privégegmolument, object
value,advantage or any promise or undertaking to induce or influence

the action, vote, or influence of a person in an official or public capacity}

Nepotism
Favoring relatives or personal friends because of their relationsh
rather than because of their abilities.

Rent seeking
An entity seeks to extract value from others through means other thai
direct profit, such as office space rental or administrative contracts, b
manipulation of the economic environment—including influencing
regulations or other government decisions that regulate such activitie

Lobbying

The practice of private advocacy with the goal of influencing a governii

body by promoting a point of view that is conducive to an individual's
organization's goals.

Graft is the act of a politician personally benefittingm public funds. Graft is
comparable to insider trading in business.

Patronageis a system where someone in a powerful positftarsohandouts in retu
for support.

llliberal democracy is a kind of representative democracy, in whicdkrs and
lawmakers are elected by the people, but tend tolrept. Or, the law simply does
not protect individual liberties from majority rule .

Conflict of Interest is any situation in which an individual or corptioa (private or
governmental) is in a position to exploit a profesal or official capacity in some
way for their personal or corporate benefit.

Therule of law implies that government authority may only be eised in

mely

J¢

accordance with written laws. throuahestablished. accountable pbrocec.
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If we are to actually reverse the destructive effects of colonizatiore gsageed
through genuine treaty negotiations we must look with old eyes, Anishnabe eyes| &
look at theentire circumstances of the past with empathy and critical analysis. We
cannot thoroughly examine all of the issues here, | do that mm@uthly in my sool
to be published bookllumette, Island of Light, Valley of Shadows Here, through
awareness. we can onlv auicklv attemnot to beain the nroces-colonization

The policy proposal of Michael Asch and Norman Zlotkin is to restructure the clair
negotiations process so that federal government gives up its goals of extinguishi
Aboriginal title in exchange for defined treaty rights, and accepts the dagrabil

affirming Aboriginal title.citizen Plus, Alan C. Cairns, p.193

After generations of cooperative existence, including kinship ties tilda the Caadian Federation we know tod
lines were drawn. Lines were drawn through families, as rewards were dttagheial determination. Lines were
drawn through communities, as “recognized” communities were determined bytregeiman relationship. Lines
were drawn through Nations as families, communities and territories wededlaccording to race, language,
political affiliation and unilaterally determined boundaries. Political sgaty was exchanged for racial “status”
Independence was repladeglinstitutionalization and a token economy or abject poverty andmadirgtion. Socie
chaos was politically inflicted upon the Algonquin people through administrative gdbigiboth colonizers, the
British and the French, resulting in double jeopardy, which was again magnified througlottial independence
of Canada and the United States of America. Aboriginal land title was ignorechditidmial territories eroded.

In order to merely survive the Algonguin people were forced to make decisions irotdtaldiction to eternal
spiritual values, the very essence of Algonquin identity. Family relationskepssevered. Past relationships wer
corrupted. Ties to territory were corrupted. Economic systems were destroygdalRatworks were outlawed.
Relationships, kinships, networks and alliances began to be defined by race and past\weppdotrced to clarify
ambiguities and severe alliances to ensure their own protected culturahkudéantity confusion created social
anomie, division, and dysfunction. Token systems and graft replaced community resppasithiaccountability.
Desperation replaced self-sufficiency. Protection and provision first soughgthreserves and the Indian Act
became confinement and systemic oppression. External controls soon became setf;ineptecing traditional
values and leadership. It is the final stages of a subtlety-crafted pajgicatide. The promise of economic
development should not be the guiding force behind actual treaty negotaibnstion building, compromising-
identity or self-determination of Algonquin communities. The greatest threa touth now would be the creation
of a subtlety-crafted extension of the current system cleverly disguised as...

a genuine Algonquin Treaty,

binding for all eternity.

11°J

‘The great enemy of the truth is very often nothe lie . . . butthe myth.’
John F. Kennec

The Algonquin / European relationship is unique and requires careful examination prior tstiagyrémewal and
certainty decisions. The Algonquin people must develop a sophisticaaeermss of their own history and its eff:
on their present circumstances before being able to responsibly re-definelétieimshkip with the rest of Canada.

While working together to shed the residuals of our troubled pastuseramain patient with each other, develo
relationshipsamongst ourselveghat are historically accurate and mutually beneficial prior to enteringhekte
relations. We must be diligent in our awareness of the damage done and demand proven ditgountabi

Many circumstances and resources are now in place to allodWgbequin people, in genuine partnership with o
Canadians, to create a Treaty that can demonstrate a world standard of aciued retaionship.

As Canadian Algonquin / Anishnabe citizens of Ontario we now have the polital authority to
demand nohina less

13
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The Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peopl, (RCAP) is considered Canada’s “Truth Commission” on
native / mainstream relations. The final report was released November 21, 1996Garfsvafier it began,
largely in response to the Oka crisis. The Commission met 100 times, had 178 days of,heaonded
76,000 pages of transcript and generated 356 research studies, 2 commentaries onrseiéigomed a five
volume, 3,500 page Report. The Report transformed the political and intellectual contexAbbtiginal /
Non-Aboriginal relations in Canada as a revolutionizing reference goiatthe most expensive royal
commission ever completed in the history of Canada......... paid for by Canadian citizen...for
Canadian citizens....... yet the Report had not been sent to the House of Commons or the Senate and th
Prime Minister of Canada never even attended the government’s ceremonial oékb&s response.

The Royal Commission recommends that; Indian treaties now have the following attributes in Canadian law:
Federal, provincial and territorial governme They are agreements sui generis, neither mere contracts nar
further the process of renewal by; treaties in international law.

(a) Acknowledging that concepts such a They were entered into by one party — the Crowithat owec
terra nulliusand the doctrine of a fiduciary duty to the other party — the treaty nation.

discovery are factually, legally and
morally wrong;

[2)

The honour of the Crown is always involved in treaties’
formation and fulfilment.

(b) Declaring that such concepts no lor Historical treaties are to be given a large and liberal
form part of law making or policy interpretation in light of the understanding of the Aboriginal
development by Canadian party at the time of entering into the treaty.
governments;

While modern treaties may not benefit from the same rules of
interpretation as apply to the historical treaties, the courts hay,

(c) Declaring that such concepts will not not yet explored the impact of the Sparrow decision on their
be the basis of arguments presented|tq interpretation, particularly their sui generis nature and the
the courts; Crown’s fiduciary duty.

(d) Committing themselves to renewal of
the federation through consensual Draft declarationias agreed!states:

means to overcome the h'Sto!"CaI Consideriny that treaties, agreements and other arrangemetteén
legacy of these concepts, which are States and indigenous peoples are properly mattémgernational

Draft Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peos

impediments to Aboriginal people concern and responsibility
assuming their rightful place in the Conflicts and disputes which cannot otherwise liesteshould be
Canadian federation; and submitted tacompetent international bodiesagreed to by all parties
concerne.
(e) Including a declaration to these ends|i
thenew Royal Proclamationand its Federal and provincial representatives are accountable to all ¢
companion legislation constituents, including Aboriginal constituents. As a Canadian

Algonquin citizen, who resides in Ontario, whose affiliation is \
the Kichesipirini Algonquin First Nation, whose rights are

Are We lemg Away internationally and constitutionally protected, | am currently
Too Much represented by the federal and provincial governments to ensi
, full rights are upheld. We all possess multiple civic identities withi
T00 Soon this process.
My tax dollars were used to complete the RCAP.
Bv Paula LaPierre. Februarv 200t | want elements of the Commission applied to this Treaty!

The Royal Commission on Aboriginal People believes that to achiejestice
reconciliation must be acheved between the spirit and intent of the treaties and #érights of Canadians as a who
and that Canada mustextenc the treaty relationship toall Aboriginal nations in Canada.
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- Around the Circle AlfgoanI_ns
e O ONMANO
Treaty

This claim was linked to a series of petitions SO
to the Crown by the Algonquins datFi)ng back to Negouatlons
1772.

The Algonquins of Ontario, in asserting their claim,

rely on s.35 of the Constitution Act, 1982, whidloyides constitutional
protection to the existing Aboriginal and treayhts of the Aboriginal
peoples of Canada. Over the last decade, the Septemrt of Canada has
tried to clarify the meaning and effect of suchtsgin its rulings on a
number of important Aboriginal rights and title eas

Following a comprehensive historical and legal eavof the Algonquin
claim, Ontario agreed to enter integotiations with the Algonquins in 19!
The claim was initiated in 1985 by the AlgonquirisGmlden Lake reserve.
It was then mandated to include status and nonsstaid Nipissing.
Members of the ANTC and the reserve now known ka&ianagan have
amalgamated to form the Algonquins of Ontario. Mbely formed entity
claims that the Algonquins of Ontario never surexed its territory by
treaty, sale, or conquest and have made such ctiiros 1772.

Kichesipirini Algonquin First The Ardoch Algonquin First
Nation Nation and Allies (AAFNA)
Committed to: The Ardoch Algonquin First Nation
Pre-colonial historical 2ngeA(Ijl:aeth€§r?'c:)?lﬁl)gI§nZuin families
|Ider|1t|ty anq _rlghts who have lived in the Ottawa' River
nciusive C|_t|zenry i watershed since time immemorial
Equal sharing of benefits and who are currently situated in th

Excellent governance area described by the Mississippi,
Protection from corruption Madawaska, Rideau, and Tay
Traditional values watersheds. These families express

incorporated into modern desire to preserve Algonquin

language, culture and territorial

Responsible government jurisdiction by working together ar
maintaining an enduring sense of

lélatl_on-to-natl(l)n relatl(_)ns Algonquin community.
nvironmental protection The Council also works on a

Progressive economic consensus style Government
development

structures

Calvert co-chairs the Committee of External Advisors
extensive involvement in tourism, regional econodeegelopment and
related infrastructure and land use planning netter

registered professional forester and wildlife bgpsb, Assistant Deputy
Minister, Management Board Secretariat; Executiired@or, Cabinet
Office; Executive Director, Ministry of Culture arRkcreation; and
Regional Director for Northwestern Ontario, Minjstf Northern
Affairs, posts with the Ministry of Natural Resoasc

Michael Johnson Co-Chair, Ontario's Municipal Advisory Committee
appointed chief administrative officer Renfrew Ctun
vice-chair of the Municipal Liaison Committee arglpesident of the
Association of Counties and Regions of Ontario
Board of Directors of the Canadian Federation ofydia and
Municipalities
Ontario Conference On Local Government.
principal liaison between Ontario's negotiatiomteand local, county
and district governments throughout the claim teryi

Prime Minister Stephen Harper

leader of the Conservative Party of Canada
Master’s degree in economics from the Unive!
of Calgary.

The Conservative Party - has said categorically
that they wilhot honour the Kelowna
Agreements

first piece of legislation will be a Federal
Accountability Act, a sweeping reform plan to
clean up government.

Giving more power and teeth to independent
watchdogs such as the Auditor General and E
Commissioner, protecting whistleblowers from
reprisal, and strengthening access to informatio
laws to give citizens the right to know.

Tom Flanagan

“The Man Behind Stephen Harper”
National campaign director
A U.S.-born professor of political science at the
University of Calgary.
Arguing against native land claims, and calling
for an end to aboriginal rights.
Book First Nations? Second Thoughtismissed
the continent's First Nations as merely its "first
immigrants"
Eliminates any indigenous entitlement
Argued the only sensible native policy was
outright assimilation.
Master strategist
Between 1972 and 1994, he received nearly
$620,000 in research grants from the Canada
Council and the Social Sciences and Humanitie
Research Council
The Justice Department
offered him a $103,000 as its chief historical
consultant in land clair

Jim Prentice
Minister of INAC and Interoculator Non-Status and
Metis
elected to the House of Commons in 2004 re-
elected in 2006.
served as Critic for INAC, Standing
CommitteelNAC.
lawyer, specialized in property rights focused o
relocations, environmental protection suits and
restricted development areas
Commission of Canada for 10 years is recogniz|
as expert in land claims negotiations.
Critical of FN corruption

Brian Crane, Q.C. is Ontario's chief negotiator |
the Algonquin land claim. Appointed to the posit
in 1998, Mr. Crane is a lawyer in the firm of
Gowling Lafleur Henderson LLP in Ottawa. He ha
considerable legal experience relating to Aborigin
rights and land claim issues. Specializes in
constitutional, administrative and commercial law.
He appears frequently in the Supreme Court of
Canada, the Federal Court and the Ontario Court]
Co-author of the texSupreme Court of Canac
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Community
Mattawa - Antoine

Bancroft - Whitney
AGGLFN - BAFN

Pikwakanagan

*’Fi s *wg‘\r..,‘,'r n{nr

Algonquins of Ontario - ANR - Public Information Meetings

422 "..rrea h‘w\}ﬂ# 1’1{4?,_.-

Location

Mattawa - Golden Age Hall
464 Poplar St.

Bancroft - Best Western Inn

Pembroke Legion

Makwa - Golden Lake

.mégﬁ R ‘h‘-ﬁt.lutr#,,.i{l? = .ﬁ,pq T

ST

Date

Thursday, January 5, 2006

Wednesday, February 1, 2006

Thursday, March 2, 2006

Thursday, March 23, 2006

RN

Time
7:00 PM

7:00 PM
- 7:00 PM

7:00 PM

These Public Meetings will be attended by the Algapin Negotiation Team and Canada's and Ontario's Reresentatives

e Y A T B e e U A i e L o e L W E R s L e e S T Y M
Further mformatron regarding the Land Clarm can be fourvd/\arr/.blaney.corrand
Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs
http://www.nativeaffairs.jus.gov.on.ca/english/negotiate/algonquin/algonguin.ht

: i R I N R e T
|/ Further information concerning the Bonnechere Messocratron (BAC / BMA) and Mr. Wayne Lance andri@uff,
% Ontario Superior Court of Justice court activita® be monitored by asking to see court file 9122(A% individual whose
| name appears on the submitted membership by Mrn@&/hagince can ask to view the documents for fréleeatourt :
located at the MNR buildings on Riverside Drivenibeoke, ON. [
The submitted list contains 2,100 names, similah&electors list for the BAFN and GGL communitidames have been _i
{ submitted to court with full contact informationthut permission and are thus may have been s@uhditintrary to the
| purposes the information was originally given, aamh of the Privacy Act. Numerous individuals hesised concerns
=1 about who submitted the names and contact infoc@uwed citizens may contact the Canadian Coalifokigonquin
" Citizens atalgonquincitizen@hotmail.com

I'

finally be a reality in 2006

After years of negotiations the draft Declaration could be ready for adoption in 200&. |Atest meeting | r-:

of the Working Group of the draft Declaration, held in Geneva between Dec. 5 and 16, a gronengu |:

emerged on a number of previously contentious articles of the draft Declaiatiading Article 3 on the
Right to Self-Determination.
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“ Acknowledging the right of Indigenous peoples to determine their future is long overdtieis
advancement is an encouraging step toward ending this historic injustice,” saiddeaRoy, President
Rights & Democracy. “In two short weeks, members of the Working Group helped breadtttmore tha

a decade of deadlock and have put us on the path to a Declaration in 2006.”
KichCurrent5.doc

Meetings between Canadian government representatives and First Natilens Veargositive and fruitful
resulting in agreements on amendments that do not diminish th®ddddiration’s integrity as an
essential tool for protecting and enhancing the human rights of the world’sxdigenous peoples.
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Submitted by Denis Tims, design by Paula LaPierre
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Land Claim Deals Have Paid Pittancef Huge Acreages

By Lynn Gehl

PETERBOROUGH --Many are already aware that the Algonquins of Or
are currently in the process of attempting to negotiate a land claims and
self-government agreement with the provincial and federal governments.

—t

The land base, as illustrated in the accompanying map, consists of 341298 kilometre
Many are beginning to ask questions such as, ‘What’s in it for Algormpgdple?’ and as such, | w
to share my research of what various scholars have hay tegading three major land claims
self-government settlements.

The James Bay and Northern Quebec agreement, established in 19%te Was to resolve
contemporary comprehensive land claims settlement simultaneousegttiating self-governmen
The Cree and Inuit received 5,544 and 8,151 square kilometres siffpke- land respectively for t
over 1,165,286 square kilometres surrendered, after which two other categfdaed consisting
diminishing rights was achieved. In addition,ettCree and Inuit received $225 million
compensation, no subsurface and no mineral rights along with municifgakstigovernment wit
limited jurisdiction such as education, social services and the right to definevimemembership.

In 1991, the &,000 Inuit citizens of Nunavut negotiated a new territory in thettesatn
agreement and achieved jurisdiction in certain areas that resenabvincial jurisdiction. In exchan
for the 1,900,000 square kilometres of the land claimed they receiverblcof 350,000 squa
kilometres in fee-simple ownership as well as mineral rightsme-tenth of this land base and the r
to hunt, trap, fish and participate in land management of Crown lands.Indibheof Nunavut als
received over $1 billionni financial compensation as well as some of the federal goverrs
jurisdiction in their selgovernment agreement. The latter, though, is vulnerable in that $bks¢
government rights are not constitutionally protected.

In 2000, the Nisga’'a, with a@mbership of 5,500 settled for 1,900 square kilometres anc
million, or as Nisga'a citizen Rod Robinson says, $240 million in adjudtdlars, in financi
compensation for their claim area of 24,000 square kilometres. Althougtcomstitutionall
protected, the Nisga'a also received doarth of the Nass fishery as well as a share of the
industry. In addition, it should be noted that First Nations or regiteands, such as the Nisg
have been known to relinquish their sales and income tax exemptions.

Further, through this settlement the Nisga’a achieved municipl sgffgovernment wit
jurisdiction over the right to define their own membership as vgethatters pertaining to culture
education.This jurisdiction did achieve cotistional protection, a giant step in comparison to ¢
agreements. Despite this achievement, in all other areasisdigtion the Nisga’a fall under t
authority of the provincial and federal governments.

It seems to me that the contemporary land claims an@j@effrnment process merely provi
lump sum payments and very small quantities of siegple land ownership in return for
extinguishment, or in the case of the Nisga’'a, complete definitidimeafland rights. Further, with t
exception of the Inuit of Nunavut who achieved some jurisdiction sirtaléine provinces -possibl
because they are the majority population in their homelaimdthese settlements Indigenous pec
merely achieved municipal style governments with minijuasdiction over areas such as educa
social services, policing, culture and establishing membership.

U
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When compared to the estimated $4.3 billion the Nisga’'a lost due to zationi of their tradition:
lands, their $240 million cash settlement seentisypaFurther, despite the fact that the Nisga’a achi
limited selfgovernment such as the right to define their own membership, the’a\egavulnerabl
financially because their mineral, forestry and fishery riginésnot constitutionally protecteand thus ce
simply be unilaterally eliminated through acts of parliament. KWerohuge issue with the Nisga’'a fi
agreement is that it merely entrenched the Indian Act’s existing systgoveihment.

Based on my calculations, the James Bay and BortlQuebec Cree and Inuit merely reta
ownership of 1.17% of their original land base, the Inuit of Nunavut retdiBet?o, and the Nisge
retained 7.9%. Moreover, the Nisga'a settlement amounts to ni#télper acre for the land that t
surrenderd, while the James Bay and Nunavut settlements amount to less dlodlargoer acre for the
surrendered traditional territory. When compared historically taatimeial numbered treaty payment
$3 or $4, these amounts don't look substantially better.

Further, contemporary settlements fall well below real estaieket value. This being said
seems that the contemporary process is merely designed tdrfdigenous peoples to sell their Ear
Mother for a mere pittance in return for small parcels of land.

Finally, to me, the contemporary process is nothing more than tat¢ dgals, really poor ones
that, versus about establishing a new relationship with the Crown thtagir making on a nation-g
nation basis.

Lynn Gehl is a second year PhD student at Trent University where her
thesis topic is the contemporary land claim and self-government
process. Further, Aboriginal Legal Services of Toronto represent her in
a Constitutional Challenge regarding the continued discrimination in the
Indian Act. A version of this short article will appear in Anishinabek
News. March edition
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All content is chosen at the discretion of the Editor. To submit an article, photo, or artwork please contact:
kichesippi@hotmail.com

Kichesippi Current© is an exclusive product of Kichesippi Innovation and Communications, produced in partnership with
Kichesipirini Algonquin First Nation Services, and facilitates the distribution of independent public information, multi-media
communications and fine or commercial visual graphics, representing the inclusive Algonquin population of Canada. The
expressed views are for discussion only and in no way should be viewed as depicting any formal educational, historical or
political expertise. The opinions expressed are protected under The Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms; freedom of
thought, belief, opinion and expression, including freedom of the press and other media of communication.

Copyright
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The information contained in this newsletter is covered by the provisions of the Copyright Act, by Canadian laws, policies, regulations and international
agreements. All rights reserved. No part of this information may be reproduced, modified, translated or redistributed in any form or by any means, or for any
purposes other than those noted above, without the prior written permission of the copyright holder.

For more information concerning copyright and the content found in this publication, or for requesting permission, please contact the:

Kichesippi Innovation and Communications, “Kichesippi”, “K.l.C.":

kichesippi@hotmail.com

Disclaimer

“Kichesippi” has taken every precaution to provide the most accurate information possible. However it is provided without warranty or claim of reliability. It is
accepted by the reader on the condition that errors or omissions shall not be made the basis for any claim, demand or cause for action. The information and
data were obtained from sources believed to be reliable, but we do not guarantee its accuracy.

It is the responsibility of the reader to perform proper due diligence before acting upon any of the information provided. It is the duty of the information
provider to verify the accuracy and legality of the information they are providing and to accept liability for any actionable defamation or objectionable
material which they provide.
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