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August 21, 1968 

The meeting convened at 900 a.m. with Mr. Big Canoe, the Pro 
Tem Chairman introducing the Regional Director, Mr. John McGilp. 

Mr. McGilp then introduced the Minister without Portfolio, 

the Honourable Robert Andras and the consultation team consisting of 
Mr. Cy Fairholm, Mr. Greg Harris and Mr. Les Smith. He also introduced 

Mr. Lorenzo Big Canoe, Chief Ralph Bruyere of the National Board and 
Mr. Walter Dieter, President of the Saskatchewan Federation of Indians 

and the National Indian Brotherhood. 

Mr. Big Canoe then asked the delegates to introduce themselves. 

Mr. Andras was then asked to speak. 

Mr. Andras - "I have attended three of the four consultation meetings 

in this series of nineteen sessions called to discuss the Indian Act and all 
other concerns of Indian delegates. Oi each occasion —• in Yellowknife in the 

Northwest Territories, in Toronto, and in Fort William, as well as at the 

opening of the Indian Hall of Fame at the Canadian National Exhibition — I 

was asked by the Chairman to address sane remarks to those who spoke for the 

Indian community. 

M At those meetings I called for the beginning of a dialogue among 

Indians, and with those representing the new Government, the new Prime Minister 
of Canada and Mr. Chrétien. I said that before the dialogue can start, we must 

overcome the barriers posed by strange and uncomfortable surroundings, by the 

many years of mistrust, of administrative and political neglect and harshness, 

of some broken promises and, in some cases, half-fulfilled obligations. 

" I learned many things and spoke honestly and frankly in Yellowknife, 
in Toronto and in Fort William. But ladies and gentlemen, let us recognize that 

this dialogue which is slowly starting at these meetings must extend beyond this 

room, beyond the hotel rooms of previous meetings, beyond the participants 

sitting here today. Let us recognize that the cause of individual liberty, 
of the rights of a minority group, of those suffering deprivation must be 

brought to the attention of the nation, to the forefront of national consciousness, 

that the dialogue started here must involve not oily informed and responsive 
political leaders but the whole population of Canada. 

" Analogies can be misleading, but let us look at those who spoke for 

the excluded and disenfranchised — those who came from, and have articulated 

the goals as well as the despair of minorities: Martin Luther King, Mahatma 

Ghandi, William Lyon Mackenzie, Robert Kennedy, and yes, the Prime Minister of 

Canada, Pierre Elliot Trudeau, all of whom sought to arouse the indignation of 

a nation for the injustices imposed on minority groups. 

" I hope your words will be heard by the nation. And I ask your 

permission to address my remarks not only to you but, through those here who are 

non-Indian and those who represent non-Indians, to all Canadians. 



"1 

» Let us first look at some facts which can only communicate a 

small part of the shocking condition of the native peoples. Allow me to first 

quote, some figures which demonstrate some progress in the last few years: 

the rate of infant mortality per 1,000 live births has dropped from 82 in I960 

to 47 in 1965.1 the percentage of Indian families earning over $3,000 per year 
has risen from 10$ to 17$ between 1962-63 and 1966-67.2 In many important areas 
the gap between Indian and non-Indian has begun to narrow appreciably over the 
last five years. 

" But so much remains to be done. It may happen that the current 
estimated population of half a million people of Indian ancestry will double 

in size over the next fifteen to twenty years. The rate of infant mortality, 
although rapidly narrowing, is still double that of the general Canadian 

population^ According to the latest statistics, nearly 41 percent of the 
Indian population living on reserves receive welfare assistance as compared 
to 3.7 percent of the general population.^ 83 percent of Indian families 

earned less than 3,000 dollars per year as compared to 23 percent of the 

total population. 5 Only 57 percent of Indian houses have electricity compared 
to 98 percent of the total population. Only 19 percent of Indian houses have 

running water compared to 95 percent of the population. Only 12 percent have 
indoor toilets, and 10 percent have indoor baths, compared to well over 90 per- 
cent of the population who have these amenities. 

" Yes, there have been additional important strides such as an increase 
in school enrolment from 30,000 in 1958 to almost 65,000 this year and an 
increase in housing units completed from 1,344 in 1958 to 2,005 this year06 
But, let us not forget what has yet to be achieved, that a handful more houses 

or more students enrolled still does little to break the poverty cycle, still 

leaves students little incentive or opportunity to study upon returning home, 

little opportunity for any Indian to break away from the grip of poverty. 

" Let us also look at some of the pre-conditions for a meeting such 

as ours here today. In calling for a meaningful exchange we must first recognize 

that there are two essential requirements for communication: firstly, honesty 
and frankness. - a deep desire to search for truth, to readily admit error, to 

concede the existence of prejudice and selfishness, and secondly, information 
and resources - the availability of not only articulate spokesmen but a reservoir 

of information, of data which permits equals to have the exchange that the 
Prime Minister, my colleagues and I have called for, Without one or both of the 

above, without honesty or without adequate information, you cannot face 
Government and Government cannot face you} communication is impossible, consultations 
become an exercise in ritualistic democracy, a hypocrisy that neither you nor I 
will accept i 

1. Dept*l Statistics, Indians Infant Mortality. 
2. ibid, Family Unit Income (Indian) 

3. ibid, Trend in Indian Infant Mortality, 1960-66 
4. ibid, Indian Affairs Branch, Social Assistance to Indians. 
5. ibid, Family Unit Income 
6. ibid, Indian Housing Program 
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" This is why in Toronto I said two things: Firstly, I came and 
admitted the responsibility of the Government of Canada over the years for 

breaching the faith of Treaties signed with Indians. I admitted to more 

than error - to a failure to consult and to a breach of faith and trust. 
Secondly, I heard repeatedly from Indians, both in Toronto and elsewhere, 

that an assumption had been made that Indian delegates were fami liar with 
all the intricicies of the law and of the Indian Act and could in the pace 

of a three day conference quickly outline their demands and then allow the 
procedures in Ottawa to carry an amended Indian Act through the Parliamen- 

tary process. I was repeatedly told, and it became obvious to me, that 

this assumption was totally incorrect. It would have required a woeful 
ignorance of the plight of Indian people, of their isolation and lack of 

opportunity to communicate with one another — and let us remember one 
single example of this, that there has never even been a national conference 

of native peoples in Canada -- to assume that the Indian Act and other 

interests could be discussed for one and never again, I quickly responded 
to this evident lack of information on the side of the Indian delegates and 

called for future opportunities to consult. My colleague, Mr. Chrétien 

agrees with me that we must provide future opportunities to consult. We 
are presently considering the means whereby your representatives may meet 

again to discuss this Act and other policies. 

" Now, we must talk to all Canadians about the concern for Indian 
rights, the removal of discriminatory laws, the fulfilment of Treaty obliga- 

tions which have been ignored, the importance of preserving the Indian 
cultural heritage, and, as expressed by Indians, the need for economic 

development, health and educational standards which reach at least the 
national averages. 

" If we Canadians fail to meet this renewal of Indian identity 

on its own terms, then we will fail to develop a new sense of sharing in 
the benefits of our industrial way of life. Without this, all our efforts, 
all our consultations are merely a tinkering with the old order, allowing 

all the basic problems of yesterday to remain as the problems of tomorrow. 

We need to bring to an end the attitude that regards the Indian as a stranger 

in our midst, as a historic relic of the colonial era. 

" We have allowed this unfinished chapter to drag on, to drift on 

hoping that the problems will disappear. 

" That is my message to all Canadians, To you, I ask that together 
we must seek to define a new legal framework and enlightened social policy 

in which you can fully realize your aspirations, in which you can give 

expression to your full ambitions, within the context of being free and 
equal Canadian citizens in the spirit as well as the letter of the law." 



Mr, AncLras then introduced Mr, Jim Jerone M, P, for Sudbury and 

Mr, Martin O'Connell, Member of Parliament for Scarborough East and former 
President of the Indian Eskimo Association, 

Mr, McGilp then mentioned that Mr, Big Canoe had been Chairman 

at the Toronto meeting and Mr, Peter Kelly had been Chairman at the Fort 
william meeting, and he had assisted both. He then suggested that they 
select one of their own members as chairman. It was also agreed that the 

delegates meet in closed session. 

The public meeting reconvened at 1 p,m. and it was announced 
that Mr, Lorenzo Big Canoe had been chosen Co-chairman, 

Mr. Big Canoe said he would like to hear the prepared submissions 

as submitted by Indian Bands, He told the delegates that they would be 
given an opportunity later on to give their own personal opinions. The 
speaker indicated that he wanted to start on his right with each person 
in turn having an opportunity to present prepared material, A number of 

delegates indicated that they had no material at hand to present but, they 
would be prepared the following day: 

Mr. Bird indicated his band had suggested 3 new names for the 
new Indian Act, They were: "Indian Act Status", "Indian Treaty Act", 

and "Registered Indian Act". He said he personally prefered either of 
the first two, but indicated that the Band prefered the Title "Registered 

Indian Act”. 

Mr, John McGilp thought that David Buckshott was asking a question 

regarding the Migratory Birds Convention Act. He indicated that this matter 
would be discussed at a time later on, and that it would be better to go on 

to the next speaker in connection with the answers to the thirty-four questions. 

Delegates indicated they had no prepared material to give at the 
moment and there was some further discussion on conduct at the meeting. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere, suggested that the discussion be carried out 
with more dignity and noted there was a lot of business to do. He moved 
that "anyone under the influence of intoxicants should be asked to leave 
the room". 

The motion was seconded by Richard Pine, and the co-chairman, 
Mr, Big Canoe asked for a show of hands which indicated that the motion 

was carried. 

Chief Willis Wesley, Mr. George Kebokee, Mr, Tom Archibald, 
Mr, Angus Cada, and Mr. William Waindobence indicated that they had no 

prepared statements, 

Mr. Alex Hunter also said he had no prepared answers since he 
had only just seen the material. 

_ 4 _ 

The Co-Chairman Mr. Big Canoe assured the delegates that everyone 

would have an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. Arthur Nahweghbow said he had no prepared answers, but that, 

he had brief consultations with his Band. 

Mr. Gus Debassige said he had written material, but before he 
gave it, he wanted to hear other views first. 

Mrs, Elizabeth Lesage read a brief from the Indian Homemaker's 

Organization, (hee Appendix A). 

Mr, Peter Jonnston Rev. Douglas Sissenah, Mr, Wilfred Owl, and 

Mr. Camille Chiblon read prepared brief3 from their bands (see appendixes 
B,C,D,E reprectively), 

Mr, Richard Pine, Mr. Arthur Andre, and Mr. John Corbiere had no 

briefs to present. 

Mr. James Debassige said that the delegates from the Band Councils 

in his area would probably have prepared replies. 

Mr. Andras told the delegates that the Hon, Jean Chretien, Minister 

of Indian Affairs and Northern Development would be joining them tomorrow. 
He said Mr. Chretien of Indian Affairs and Northern Development took the 

place of Mr, Arthur Laing in the recent change in Cabinet and it was his 
responsibility as Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development to 

report to Parliament, to the House of Common of Canada, for all policies, 

and the administration of those policies with regard to the kind of legis- 

lation or new programs that affect Indian people. He went on to say "it 

is my role, assigned by the Prime Minister, to collaborate with Mr. Chretien 

and after listening to your views across the country and in all these meetings 
and the views of many other interested people and with much help from many 

other people, to put together your recommendations in a form that I could 
propose to Mr, Chrétien and to the Prime Minister and to the Cabinet for 

the changes that you and all of us would like to see. I am very pleased that 
Mr, Chretien will be able to hear your views and presentations. Mr. Andras 

then introduced Mr. Carl Legault, M.F. from Nipissing, Mr. Arnold Peters, M.Pi 
from Timiskaming and Mr, Gaétan J. Serré, M.F. from Nickle Belt. 

Mr. Andras said it is very important that Members of Parliament, the 

elected representatives of the people take the tremendous interest that is being 

shown in these deliberations, so that when they meet in Parliament to translate 
the discussions into action, they will have heard views of Indian people. 
Mr. Andras also noted that Mr, Dufour Director of the Indian Development 

Branch for the province of Ontario was in attendance that morning. 

Co-Chairman Big Canoe expressed his appreciation to the members of 
Parliament for having an interest in Indian Affairs and taking the time to 

attend. 

- 5 - 



Mr. william Meawasige said he was disappointed that most delegates 
did not have a prepared report. He thought they had ample time. He also 
expressed disappointment that his Member of Parliament was not able to attend 

in the interests of the Indian people in his area, 

Mr, Big Canoe said he hoped that material would be brought before 
the delegates before the end of the meeting, 

Mr, Peter Johnston asked what progress had been made regarding the 

Migratory Birds Convention Act as it applied to treaties. 

Mr. Andras replied that there was a meeting between the National 
Advisory Council and Government officials last year. He stated that nothing 
had been resolved yet, but that this did not mean that further deliberations 

would not be held. He called on Departmental officials for more information. 

Mr. Fairholm was not sure who of the delegates had been present 
at the meeting last year except Mr. Peters, President of the Union of Ontario 

Indians, He said a proposal had been put forward at that meeting whereby 

Indians would be permitted to hunt migratory birds throughout the year except 
in the breeding season. However, he thought that the feeling of the Indian 

Committee indicated that the proposal was not acceptable to the committee for 
a number of reasons. 

The Co-Chairman Mr. Big Canoe expressed the importance of subjects 
such as this and said that they should be discussed by the delegates. He 
asked Mr. «falter Dieter, if he could give further information. 

Chief «falter Dieter had attended the meeting as an observer and 
confirmed that the general feeling of the representatives of the Indian people 
indicated that the proposal put forward to hunt birds except in the mating 

season was not acceptable. A recommendation to negotiate with the United 
States Government was made. He added that from what he had found out, the 
United States Government did not prosecute Indians who killed wild game on 

their own reserve, but the Indians were subject to legal action if found 

hunting off their reserves. 

Mr0 rfilliam Meawasige said that according to Indian Treaties, the 
Indians were allowed free privileges to hunt over territories now ceded. 
He asked why the Migratory Birds Convention Act should supersade the treaties, 

and although the United States Government did not have to recognize the 

treaties, the Canadian Government should. He said the Indians were hunting 
and fishing at will at the time the treaty was made. 

Co-Chairman Big Canoe asked Mr. Fairholm if he could give a number 
of explanations in reply to Mr. Meawasige's questions. 

_ 6 - 

Mr. Fairholm explained that the Indian Treaty was made in 1850 and 

that the Migratory Birds Convention Act had not been passed until 1917. He 

said both the Canadian and United States governments were concerned with the 
preservation of some species of birds which were being killed off indis- 
criminately by sportsmen. Apparently, the particular needs of some Indians 

were not taken into consideration. In any event, Parliament put into law 
the terras of the agreement reached with the United States. He said that up 

until a few years ago, there had been no court decisions under the Migratory 
Birds treaty in relation to an Indian Treaty. Then there was a case in the 
Northwest Territories near Yellowknife, where an Indian was chrged with 

shooting a duck out of season. The case was taken to court and the Indian 

was convicted. 

The appeal finally went to the Supreme Court of Canada which held 

that the Migratory Birds Convention Act applied and it, therefore, seemed 
that the court confirmed the Migratory Birds Convention Act to be a Federal 
law which over ruled the treaty provision. The next case occurred at 

Kettle Point where Calvin George was charged with shooting a duck out of 

season. The Indian was convicted; he appealed and the case also went to 
the Supreme Court. Here again the court ruled that the Migratory Birds 
Convention Act applied. 

Mr. Nilliam Meawasige said he understood the Indians on the Kettle 
Point Indian Reserve lost their treaty rights and that he could not see 

where Indians on that reserve would have any basis to fight the Calvin George 
case. 

Mr, Peter Johnston asked if there were any more cases where Indian 

persons were charged under the Migratory Birds Convention Act. 

Mr. Fairholm mentioned the Daniels case which occurred in the Province 

of Manitoba. This case was different in as much as the Indians were authorized 

under the Natural Resources Transfer Act to hunt and trap for food at any 

season on unoccupied Crown land or other land to which they had right of 

access. The Supreme Court slit five to four and ruled that the Migratory 
Birds Convention Act applied. He said there were other cases dealt with 
under the Act, but he could not recall all the details. 

Mr, Peter Bird was concerned because the government had signed 

treaties with the Indians, but that there were problems which involved the 
United States Government and he wanted t his explained. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that he thought it was another case of 
misunderstanding sinco in the early 1900's there were fears that wild game 

birds would become extinct if there was no protection initiated. He said 
that agreement was reached with the United States for the mutual protection 

of Migratory Birds, the treaties with the Indians were apparently overlooked, 
and as one Judge put it, the left hand did not know what the right hand was doing. 

- 7 - 



Mr. Peter Johnston, wanted to know if the Migratory Birds Convention 

Act applied to the Robinson-Huron Indians. 

The Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp confirmed that the Act applied to all 

Indians, and that if any one shot protected birds, the person would likely 
be charged and likely convicted. 

Mr. William Meawasige expressed the opinion that birds migrating 

from Canada were Canadian birds. He added that he could not see how the 
United States Government could make an agreement for Canadian Indians. 

The Co-Chairman Mr. Big Canoe thought that the biggest complaint 

the Indians had was the fact that they were not consulted. He thought it 

should be the duty of the delegates present to do something to insure that 
similar cases would not occur again. He thought it a good suggestion that 

the Indian Treaties should be protected under the Indian Act. 

Mr. william Meawasige felt that further questions on the Migratory 

Birds Convention Act should be discontinued. 

Elizabeth Lesage agreed with the suggestion, 

Mr, Tom Archibald thought it would be good to have some assurance 

that Departmental officials would put the matter before Parliament. He 
thought the Indians might receive some satisfaction if this was done» 

Mr. Andras then addressed the delegates as follows: 

Your point of view has been registered with regard to the effect of 

the Migratory Birds Convention Act which has in effect interferred with the 

treaty rights there were made and given to you previously. This has been 
registered in every meeting that we have had so far and was registered 

indeed before, and came to a head by virture of the Supreme Court decisions of 
the last few years. In March of this year there was the beginning of an 
attempt to find the solation. 

Mr. Laing the previous Minister of Indian Affairs has stated publicly 

that he felt, and I think this was described here by Mr. Fairholm, at the 
time the Act was passed, (the Migratory Birds Convention Act of 1917,) the 

left hand d id not know what the right hand was doingo 

The Supreme court justices probably had no other choice but to 

render the decision they did, because their job was to interpret the law, 
not make law, also indicated that they thought it had been perhaps less than 

fair. 

I have no hesitation in stating, as I have stated publicly, that I 

feel that this law, in the sense of contravening your rights, was an error; 

- 8 - 

compounded by the fact that you were apparently not consulted at the time 
it was made. Our dilemna in Government now is indicated by the proceedings 

of the discussions. I think Mr. Dieter was a member of that group who dis- 

cussed it in March of this year. Our dilemna our problem, is to find a 

solution that will be satisfactory. The attempt to find that solution is 

carrying on now and will continue to carry on, but I would not be honest 
with you if I said I knew what the solution was going to b e in the end. But 

most certainly we are aware of how very, very important this is to you, and 
we will do everything possible to give you a fair and honest answer after we 

explore every possible way in which some correction can be made, 

Mr. William Meawasige said that the explanation given by the Minister 
was the kind of information that the Indian people were looking for. 

The Co-Chairman Mr, Big Canoe advised the delegates that the suggestion 
was made to end the session a little early in order that delegates would have 

an opportunity to review and work on their material in connection with answers 
to the 34 questions in the handbook. 

Mr. Richard Pine asked for an explanation about the section in the 
Indian Act which stated that the Indian people did not own land outright. 

Mr. Fairholm explained, with regard to reserve lands, that the title 
was held by the Crown, and that the section in the booklet and background papers 

was intended to say that reserve land was not held or owned, by individual Indians, 
but wa3 held in trust by the Crown for the Band itself. 

Mr. David Buckshott asked if there were to be further questions about 
treaty rights and was assured there would be, 

Mr. Fred McLeod asked if further information about the whole question 
of fishing and hunting rights for Indians could be obtained, particularly with 
regard to gill nets, and offshore fishing rights. 

Mr. McGilp explained that Indians could fish for their own use, but 
if the catches were to be sold, the Indians must conform to laws enforced 
by the province. 

Mr, Fred McLeod said that on his reserve the Band had wighteen miles 
of shoreline and that the Indian people always had trouble, often loeing their 

nets. He wanted to know what their rights were in this matter. 

Mr. McGilp said that fishing rights from headland to headland did not 
apply outside of the northwest angle. He thought that &3 long as t he Indians 

were using the fish for their own use, it would not matter whether they fished 

outside of the bay. Ha said that he would be glad to discuss the matter with 
Mr. Fletcher of the Department of Lands and Forest in an attempt to clear up 

this point. 
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Mr. McLeod agreed this be done. 

Mr. Peter Bird said that his reserve was situated on a lake and he 

felt that the Indians should be able to take whatever was in the water in 

that location. He wanted to know why the Department of Lands and Forests 
could prevent the Indians from fishing there. 

Mr. David Buckshott also asked why the Department of Lands and 

Forests could control fishing and hunting. He wanted to know why licences, 

a form of taxation, were required; particularly as Indians were not supposed 

to pay taxes. 

Mr. william Meawasige wished to know whether the delegates were 

free to speak of matters other than the Indian Act. 

The Co-Chairman Mr. Big Canoe said that they could. 

Mr. William Meawasige (Indian Advisory Council) told of an agreement 

with some firm for the use of reserve land. He said they had three meetings 
before the agreement was signed but that the document did not reflect the 

wishes of his Band. He related how the firm closed operations, moved machi- 

nery out and left all buildings which are an eyemore. Mr. Meawasige wanted 

the Branch to do something to get the buildings removed. 

Co-Chairman Big Canoe agreed that the responsibility to take action 

rested with the Indian Affairs Branch. 

Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp also agreed that the buildings should be 

removed. He said that the Branch was already seeking a means to remove the 

structures and he assured Mr« Meawasige that the matter would be attended to, 

although he could not say how quickly. 

Mr. Ronald wakegijig (Manitoulin Island) asked for an explanation 

on the status of unceded lands. 

Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp said that t he Indian Act applies to unceded 

land as well as to Reserve land. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig stated that his Band had never signed the 
McDougal Treaty. 

Mr. C. I. Fairholm thought that the whole Island was considered a 

reserve prior to 1862 under the Bond Head agreement of 1836. He thought it 

was a Mr. McDougal who went to Manitoulin Island in 1862 and asked for a 
surrender so that the lands could be sold. He thought that it would be 
similar to a case of the present day where part of Reserve land not sold 
would be unceded land. 
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Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wanted to know why his Band did not receive 
treaty money. 

Mr. Co I. Fairholm recalled that the treaty did not provide for 
a continuing annuity. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that the most unusual part of the situa- 
tion at Manitoulin Island is that some Indians are receiving treaty money 
and are considered treaty Indians while another group receives no treaty 
money. 

Mr. C. I. Fairholm thought that this situation may have resulted 
from a move to Manitoulin Island of some of the Robinson - Huron Indians 
about 60 or 80 years ago. 

Mr. Arthur Andre (Michicipoten) asked that the transaction of 
1885 involving the sale of Band land at Michicipoten Harbour be looked 

into as the firms who purchased the land have made a great deal of money 

since then. Mr. Andre said that the Branch was asked to look into the 

transaction several times but no results have been received. 

Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp told Mr, Andre that he would review the 
transaction of 1885, although the task would be quite difficult. He told 
Mr. Andre that a reply to his question would be made. He also mentioned 

that the Indian Affairs Branch makes it a point to advise Bands in the 
sale or leasing of Band land at the present time. 

Mr. Arthur Andre (Michicipoten) told further how, according to 
the transaction of 1885, his people were supposed to be paid annually. 

They have been moved, in the past ten years, from fortile land to a 

place where they are unable t o plant or set up a newer system properly. 
The firm has been responsible for this, he claimed. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wanted to know what Mr, McGilp meant by 

surrender for lease. He felt that Band Councils should have authority to 
lease and that the word surrender should be discarded. 

Mr. William Meawasige noted Mr. Andre mentioned that his chief 
did not sign the documents for t he transaction he referred to and, as 

this happened to him, he felt that the situation should be corrected. 

uo—Chairman Mr. McGilp thought that general discussion indicated 
the Indians wanted to control their own land. He pointed out that that was 

the reason why the meetings were held - to get their advice on the extent 
the Act should be changed to do that. 

Mr, William Meawasige felt that the questions he and others asked 
remained unanswered. He realized that improvements in the future would 
be along the lines of what should actually be done but, at the same, time he 

wanted the inconsistencies of the past corrected. 
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Mr» C. I. Fairholm said he understood Mr, Meawasige to mean that 
he was asking for some way to remedy old problems. He said that possibly 

some matters could be handled under the Indian Claims Commission. 

Mr, William Meawasige agreed that he wanted to find some way to 
investigate old problems and, if possible, correct the wrongs. 

Co-Chairman Big Canoe said that similar requests were made at 
Fort William meeting. 

Chief Arthur Nahweghbow (Whitefish River) said there was a railroad 

put through his reserve in early 1900 and he wanted to know who gave per- 

mission for the C.P.R. right-of-way easement. He raised the question in 
Ottawa one time but ha3 received no word, 

Mr. C. I. Fairholm said he was not in a position to answer the 

question and would require more details. 

Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp added for Mr, Nahweghbow* s information 
that the records would be reviewed and he would be advised0 

Mr0 Arthur Nahweghbow (Whitefish River) said his main concern 
with the matter was to determine whether the Band was supposed to or actually 

did receive compensation for t he land. 

Mr. George Wabiqwan (Thessalon) asked about the status of lands 
surrendered for sale but which were not sold and returned to the Band, He 

asked if they could still be sold under the original surrender, 

Mr. Fairholm thought that where such land is returned to the Reserve, 
the land could again be made part of the Reserve upon a request by the 
Band Council. 

Co-Chairman Mr. McGilp reviewed the material covered and summarized 
the views expressed throughout the day. 

Hon. R. K. Andras-'A» has been mentioned by some of the delegates 

this meeting primarily is for the purpose of discussing proposed changes 
to the Indian Act itself. There have been many other subjects brought up, 

discussed, and as you know recorded in the permanent record of what everybody 

is saying at this meeting. I think this is very healthy, that these other 

matters are being discussed as well as the changes to the Act itself. I 
think it is very healthy that you are taking the opportunity of these consul- 

tation meetings to say what is on your mind, whether it be about your own 
Reserve or about your Region or about national problems, even though they 
may not exactly or directly be contained )in this book or in the Act, the 
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present Act or proposed Act. I believe that where people feel that they 
have not had fair treatment over many years and do not have the opportunity 

to tell those other people who may have some means by which those grievances 

can be corrected - if that goes on for years and years, with no opportunity 
to say 'this is how I feel* - then, first, those grievances or complaints 

cannot be corrected or dealt with fairly and honestly and secondly, they 
become long standing reasons why one person may not trust another person. 

So it i3 very good to get these out on the table where they can be seen and 
recorded." 

"It may well be that nobody in the end can handle, or deal, or give 

you the solutions that you really would want for every one of the problems 
you raise. The very fact that they are much better known to exist in a 

good thing, and it is our hope that in future times by the very knowledge, 

by the very record that you have made of these other things, then much more 

light is thrown on the subject of what policy should be. So I congratulate 
you very sincerely for the way you are presenting your views not only on 

the changes to the Act but on the other matters such as land claims, hunting 

rights, and so on. I hope you continue to feel, through these meetings, 
very free to raise these matters. Of course we do hope that by the end 

of these consultation meetings we will have obtained your views on the way 
the Act should be revised - that is the main purpose," 

"Everything you are saying fits into this whole process and I do 
feel that it is most healthy and most useful. I am learning a great deal 

and I do appreciate the clarity with which you are expressing yourselves." 

Meeting Adjourned 
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Mr. Feter Johnston asked how the delegates were going to decide on 
the 34 questions - Ware they going to discuss them in open session or in 
committees? He then mentioned that there was at present no provision for 
medical services for Indian people in the present legislation, 

Mr. William Meawasige asked if 3uch health provision could be in- 
serted into the Indian Act. 

Mr. Fairholm said that it would be impossible for him to answer 
this, but that the Indian Affairs team was present to hear what the delegates 
had said and to explain the Indian Act and report back to the Government 
the feeling to the various Indian communities across the country. 

Mr. Big Canoe, then mentioned that the Indian people in his band 
had an agreement with the Department of National Health and Welfare whereby 
they paid i/3 of the cost for health services and the department 2/3's of 
the cost. 

At this point the Minister of Indian Affairs, the Hon, Jean Chrétien, 
and Hon. Robert Andras, Minister Without Portfolio, and the Co-Chairman 
Mr. John McGilp arrived. 

Mr. Andras then introduced Mr. Jean Chrétien, the Minister of Indian 
Affairs and Northern Development, who was responsible to Parliament for all 
matters dealing with the Indian people. He said that it was a pleasure for 
him to be associated with Mr. Chrétien. 

Mr. Chrétien then addressed the delegates; 

"Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, I have not a long speech to 
make to you today because the purpose of this meeting is not for us to 
talk, it is for U3 to listen. I am very glad that my colleague, Mr. Andras, 
is with me today. Since the beginning he has been working with me. We form 
a team to work in Indian affairs and I am very glad that he has been able 
to attend all the meetings up to now; the meetings where we consult with the 
Indian people." 

"These consultations are very important for the Government and very 
important for you too. We are in the process of revising the Indian Act and 
I think that what is needed more in our society is to have consultation. 
These consultations that we started about a month ago when Mr, Andras went 
to Yellowknife for the first round of meetings, have been very useful to 
both the Indian community and the Government. We do not want to get new 
legislation before having the views of the Indian people of Canada." 

" The problem of drafting new legislation is very difficult because 
we want to start a new pattern with the native people of Canada. We want 
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them to get involved and have the feeling that they are part of our society, 
that they can play a role and that they can make their views known and that 
their views will be in the law. This is important, because, as you know, 
tnere are many communities of Indians across the country, The problem is 
not the same in Ontario as the problem is in British Columbia or in the 
Maritimes. We want to get the views of everyone, to see the different 
situation that prevail everywhere in tho country. We want to give you the 
occasion to express your feeling." 

"You are Indian people and you have to be proud of your background 
and your history. Canada is not a country as many other countries. Canada 
is a country where we can live with unity and diversity. I am myself of a 
minority group of this country. I am very proud of being Canadian and I am 
very proud of being French speaking, and I would like you, as Indian people, 
to have the same feeling. There are possibilities in Canada to keep our 
identity and to live together. You have a background of culture. You have 
a different history and it is part of Canada and you should, as I am, and as 
everyone of us is, be proud of being Canadian and at the same time be proud 
of being members of a minority group. So in order to achieve this purpose, 
we have set this pattern of consultation with the Indians. We want you to 
speak frankly of what you have in mind." 

"Mr, Andras and I - we are here not to express views. We are here 
to listen to you because we will have the responsibility to introduce in 
the House of Commons in a few months from now, legislation in order to 
permit the Indian to have a new Indian Act and it would be unwise for us to 
express, right now, our ideas ab out the new legislation. We can't make up 
our minds before we hear from the Indian people and this is why we are here 
today - to listen." 

"We hope that you will express your views very frankly about other 
problems that you have in mind. It is true that we are not in a position, 
and we will never be in a position, to solve very quickly all the problems 
of the Indians just as any problem of any group of people in Canada, but 
what we want is to give you the opportunity to express your views. Perhaps 
some of you are nervous and think that this is the first consultation and 
that perhaps it is not enough. I am aware of that problem and Mr. Andras 
is aware of that problem. We will give you, before the legislation becomes 
an Act of Parliament, an opportunity to express your views. We do not know 
yet what form this second round of consultation will have because we have to 
complete this first round before being in a position to make up our minds 
about it, but you can be sure that we intend to get you involved in the 
process." 

"It's the first time that you have had the opportunity to express 
your views in such a form where we go to you and don't ask you to come to 
us. We will have the first round of negotiation or consultation finished by 
December. In January we will have a meeting with the representatives of 
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everyone of these meetings and after that we will decide which form we 

will adopt in order to proceed with both the legislation and further 

consultation. 11 

"I am very glad to be in Sudbury today to meet you. I will be 
here all day to listen to your views. I will not intervene in the process 
because you have a pattern, a good day of discussion. Yesterday I have been 
informed by Mr. Andras, and I would like you to keep up your good work. I 

am here to listen with Mr. Andras. " 

" After the formal meeting, I will have an opportunity to talk with 
each of you. I think the best way to understand each other is to talk to 
one another. I must tell you that I am very happy to be the Minister of 

Indian Affairs and Northern Development. I am also very happy to have a 
good man to work with me - Mr. Andras, who is the member for Port Arthur 
and a member of the Administration in Ottawa. You can be sure that we will 

not rest before we have done the work that the people of Canada are expecting 

from us. " 

Mr. Andras then introduced Mr. Maurice Foster, Member of Parliament 
for Algoma. 

Mr. Big Canoe speaking on behalf of the delegates said that he was 
proud and honoured to have the Minister of Indian Affairs in attendance and 
was glad to see that the Government recognized the various desires of the 

Indian people from coast to coast. Ke said that diversity in the legislation 
was very important due to the fast moving changes taking place in society 
today. 

Mr. Richard Pine said he was also glad to have the Minister of 

Indian Affairs in attendance and hoped Mr. Chrétien would stay in office 
until all the Indians’ problems were solved. 

Mr, William Meawasige asked if the Indian people could make provision 
for making the Indian Affairs Minister a permanent position in the Cabinet. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that perhaps a better understanding of the 

situation was needed. He suggested that perhaps the Indian people should 
decide how long a Minister could be in office. 

Mr. Big Canoe, said that he thought the delegates understood the 
political process and that in four years there could be a new Minister. 

Mr. George Wabigoon said that he would not like to see a Minister 

stick with the Indian people forever. 

Mr. William Meawasige said that they had been asking for a permanent 
Minister for 20 years. 
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Mr. Chretien said that he would inform the Prime Minister of their 

wishes and if he was incompetent as a Minister he would be kicked out. 

Mr. Meawasige said that if the Minister was too good, he’d still 

be kicked out, 

Mr. McGilp then asked the delegates if there were additional briefs 

from other bands. 

Mr. ' Gus Debassige of the West band said that his Band had sat for 

ten days discussing the questions of "Choosing a Path". He then read his 
prepared brief, 

(See Appendix F)„ 

Mr. ’ Joseph Dokis of the Dokis Band then presented orally the views 
of his Band. 

(See Appendix G). 

Mr. McGilp said that perhaps the delegates could elaborate on the 

various submissions that had been made since there seemed to be different 
view points. He mentioned particularly question number six, in "Choosing 

a Path". 

Mr. Big Canoe said that, this question concerning children of non- 

Indian blood being adopted by Band members was an important issue. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that the question of who could be called 

an Indian was most important. 

Mr. Richard Pine said on question number six that his Band had 

replied in the negative and that such decisions on adoption should be made 

by the Band Council. 

Mr. William Meawasige speaking on number six said it should be up 

to the Band to decide. 

Mr. Fred McLeod speaking on number six said the child should take 

the status of the father whether adopted or not, 

Mr. McGilp said according to the Provincial law, an adopted child 

is treated as the parent's natural child, but the Indian Act contradicts this 

position in that Indian people could adopt non-Indian children "but such 

children could not become Indian children under the present Act". 

Mr. Fairholm said that the Department had no way of knowing how many 

adoptions of non~Indian3 people had taken place in bands, since such adoptions 
were not registered. He said that at present, the most adoptions were 
probably of Indian children. 



Mr* Wilfred Owl of the Spanish River Ho. 1 Band said that on his 

reserve, a family had adopted a non-Indian girl and had raised her on an 

Indian reserve, but when she became sick the Indian family had to pay for 
her hospitalization. The family, under the Act, was prohibited from giving 

her Indian status but when she later married an Indian man, she became a 
Band member. 

Mr. Peter Johnston said that it was ironic that such a child was 
denied Band membership at adoption but acquired it when she married an 

Indian. 

Mr. Billy Faries said that he had adopted a white child and that 

the child had no treaty rights. He said that the child should be entitled 

to all the rights of a Band member. 

Mr. Johnston said his answer to number six was yes. 

Mr. Fred McLeod of the Nipissing Band said that adopted non-Indian 

children, did not have Indian status and therefore could not claim any 
part of the parent's estate or anything else. His answer to No. six was 

therefore yes, 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage said that a non-Indian adopted child brought 
up by non-Indian parents according to their custom and language became their 

own child. When a non-Indian woman marries an Indian she becomes a member 
of the Band, therefore, an adopted child should become a member of the Band 

as well. Her answer to number six was yes. 

Mr. Big Canoe reminded the delegates that Mrs. Lesage was speaking 
for the Indian Homemakers Clubs, 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that t he Indian Act should remain as it is 

with regard to adoptions. He said that the non-Indian child, a male, could 
become a Band member if number six was accepted. He said that if the 

adopted male child married a non-Indian woman with no Indian blood, their 

children would be non-Indian. He then mentioned to the delegates the feet 
that Negro and Chinese people could enter into Band membership. He said 

that he personally agreed that the laws of the province should prevail. 
He agreed that an adopted Indian child of non-Indian status should be able 

to become a Band member. He said that it was particularly difficult to 
tell the adopted child of an Indian family to leave the Band at 21. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that he agreed with Mr, Bruyere and 
that perhaps after 20 years, the Indian would lose his identity completely. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage said that Indian people seem to be mixed 
up anyway, since white women could at present marry Indian men and become 

Band members. 
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Mr. George Wabagon of Thessalon Band said that in his band, a male 

child .vas born to an Indian woman on the reserve, had a home and married an 

Indian woman but was not a Band member. He said that this man suffered a 
great deal because he had never had treaty rights as the others. He said 

that the meeting should decide whether adopted children should be made Band 

members. 

Rev. Douglas Sessenah of the Spanish River No. 2, said that with 

regard to number six, the Bands* opinion was "no" but he had been overruled 

in this matter and that his personal opinion was a definite "yes'*. 

Mr. William Meawasige speaking on No. six, said that there should 

be more flexibility. He said that the Act should be amended so that any 

adopted child of any nationality could become a Band member, but the final 

decision would be up to the Band Council. 

Mr. Big Canoe said many of the delegates of the Ontario meetings 
had also felt that flexibility was important for the New Act. He said 
perhaps the meeting should go on to question 19. 

Mr. Peter Bird said that every member of a Band should be informed 

3 months ahead, of a meeting to be held for the purpose of holding a refe- 
rendum. He said only those persons at the meeting should be allowed to vote. 

Mr. Ralph Pine said that persons working off reserve should be allowed 

to vote for surrender purposes. 

Mr. Debassige said that he agreed with Mr. Pine. 

Mr. Gerald McCauley agreed also. 

Mr. William Meawasige said that he agreed as well and that there 

should be no geographical discrimination, 

Mr. Big Canoe then asked if surrender meant selling or leasing of 

land. 

Mr. Fairholm said that under section 37 a vote is required for 

surrender for selling or leasing of Band land, and at present only those 

ordinarily living on reserves could vote for the surrender. 

Mr. Big Canoe then suggested perhaps a new term for "surrender" 

be used. 

The meeting adjourned for lunch, 

Mr. Big Canoe convened the afternoon session at 1:00 p.m., and 
asked for suggestions with regard to procedures. 
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Mr, John Corbière suggested that each of the thirty-four questions 
be discussed in order and that a vote be taken to obtain the feeling of the 
spokesmen present* He felt that more would be accomplished this way. 

Mr. McGilp, for the benefit of the delegates, clarified the proce- 
dure suggested by Mr. Oorbiere. 

Mr. william Meawasige noted that there were people present, including 

Members of Parliament, who should be allowed to speak on subjects of great 
interest to them. 

Mr. John Corbiere did not agree with this, since time was short and 

the Indian bands and other organizations represented at the meeting hadin't 

all had a chance to give their views. 

Mr0 Fred McLeod agreed with Mr. Corbiere and added that opportunities 
to speak should be extented to delegates only. 

Mr. william Meawasige was of the opinion that anyone present who 

was interested and could prove to be helpful to the meeting should be 
allowed to speak. 

Mr. Big Canoe suggested that a compromise be made where any delegate 
may request permission for someone else to speak on his behalf. 

Mr0 Tom Archibald expressed his willingness to accommodate other 
people but noted the shortage of time and that not much had been accomplished 
so far. 

Mr. Peter Johnston suggested that a vote be taken on the motion by 

Mr. William Meawasige, that "anyone jDresent who was interested, and could 
prove to be helpful to the meeting should be allowed to speak". The motion 

was seconded, put a vote by a show of hands, and lost. 

There was then a general discussion as to what procedure should be 
followed with regard to items to be covered. 

It was then moved by Mr. Corbiere and seconded by Mr. Fred McLeod that 

"the thirty-four questions be discussed in numerical order with voting to take 
place after discussion of each question". A vote was taken and the motion passed. 

Mr. McGilp received general agreement that question Ho. 1 was covered 

sufficiently and that question No. 2 was open for discussion. 

Mr. Fred Mcneod agreed that the process the Band must go through to 
obtain the necessary authority under question No. 2 was much too long. He 
agreed that more authority should be given to the Band Council and Agency 

Field Staff. 
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Mr. Ronald Wakegijig agreed with Mr. McLeod as did all delegates by 
a show of hands. 

Mr. John Corbiere, with regard to question No. 3, felt that all 
Indian people should have an opportunity to discuss their individual exclusion 
from the provisions of the Indian Act and their consent to any action taken. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl stated that no hands or persons should be excluded 
from the provisions of the Indian Act without the Band's consent. 

Mr. Tom Archibald and Mr. Fred McLeod concurred. 

Mr. John Corbiere and Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage, speaking on question 
No. 4, agreed that children of unmarried Indian mothers should take their 
mother's status regardless of who the father might be. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig felt that this matter should be left to the 
Band Council to decide. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage explained that while she and Mr. Richard Pine 
were from the same reserve they were both in attendance in an official 
capacity and that their views might not agree entirely. Her main concern, 
as a representative of the Homemakers Club of Ontario was to see that some- 
thing was done to better the interests of children. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said he was aware that there were many differences 
of opinion from one reserve to another and this was the reason why he felt 
that the status of children of unmarried Indian women should be dealt with 
by each Band Council. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage was sure the women on the different reserves 
were well aware of the needs of children and that they should be looked after 
properly. 

Mr, Ralph Bruyere reminded the delegates that question No, 4 should 
be given serious consideration. He said that they should understand that if 
an Indian woman lives comraonlaw with a non-Indian, her children become Band 
members. He said the prescribed declaration of motherhood in this regard did 
not mean a thing. 

Mr. Richard Fine felt that any decisions should be left to the 
people as a whole and not just the Band Council. 

Mr. John Corbiere thought that the question could have been worded 
better. 

Mr» McGilp then explained that there were additional notes explaining 
the matter in more detail. 
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Mr. Peter Johnston agreed that the decisions should be left up 
to the Band members as a whole and not the Council, providing there were 
at least five or six members on the Council. He added that many bands 
did not have great representation. 

Mr. Richard Pine advised that in his case the Chief and Council 
should consult all Band members. 

Mr0 Peter Bird felt that children should take the mother’s status 
regardless of their paternity. 

Mr. Pat Fletcher prefered that the first child only in such cases 
be allowed to take tne mother's status. 

Mr, John Corbiere agreed with Mr. Fletcher, 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere assured the delegates that he was not trying to 
dictate to them but trying to impress upon them the question of whether it 
would be better to change the Act or leave as is with regard to question No. 4. 

Mr. William Meawasige said he also felt that the question required 
great consideration. He thought that it was very unfair to have the Band 
Council make decisions concerning the status of children where a woman was 
living commonlaw. He added that commonlaw unions should not be allowed. 

Mr. Alex Hunter explained that he could not read English and there- 
fore could not answer the questions. He added that he did not understand 
everything that had been said either, 

Mr. McGilp noted that an interpreter was available and that perhaps 
Mr. Hunter would like to have Kr. Bird interpret for him. He asked Mr. Fairholm 
if he would explain the subject under discussion, particularly for Mr, Hunter’s 
information. 

Mr, Fairholm said that an illegitimate child was added to Band 
membership unless a protest was made on the grounds that the father was a 
non-Indian. It would be possible for a child born to an unmarried mother 
to be added to a membership list and later on another child of the same 
parent could be denied membership by protest. This would result in a case 
where there would be two children having the same parents, where the father 
is a non-Indian, treated quite differently. He said that a child took the 
status of its mother in most cases as evidenced by the fact that only twenty- 
two protests had been received throughout Canada, last year. He felt that the 
principle involved was whether a child, through no fault of its own, should 
follow the mother’s status. 
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Mr. Peter Bird noted that any person with one-quarter Indian blood 
was not considered of Indian status. He wanted to know who was going to 
determine the percentage of blood. He confirmed that he thought a child 
could take its mother’s status. 

Mr. McGilp noted that there were a number of varying opinions on 
this question and that it would be difficult to ask for a vote on any given 
answer. He suggested that questions No. 5 be discussed and asked Chief Bruyere 
if he would act as co-chairman in the absence of Mr, Big Canoe. 

Kr. John Corbiere, speaking on question No. 5, stated that a woman 
marrying a non-Indian should take the status of t he husband as all married 
couples were considered as a unit. 

Mr. William Meawasige said that when an Indian woman married a 
non-Indian and they separated, the Indian woman usually returned to reside 
on the reserve. He felt that provision should be made for a woman to retain 
her Indian status until there was reasonably good indication that her marriage 
would be a success. 

Mr. Peter Bird had similar concerns. His band said that in such 
cases the woman should remain a member for two years after marriage or there 
should be some way for her to return to band membership in the event she 
was deserted or separated from her husband. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl felt that persons of Indian status should not be 
affected by a change of status through marriage. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage agreed with Mr. Owl, 

Mr. Fred McLeod said that the woman should retain Indian status. 

Mr. Levi Owl - If a non-Indian woman marries an Indian, they are 
then divorced, the woman retains her Indian status, and she then lives 
commonlaw, with a non-Indian, the children then become Band members. 

Mr. McGilp noted that the question was one where it was not practical 
to put to a vote, and Mr, Corbiere agreed. 

Mr. Peter Bird again stated that an opportunity should be given to 
the woman to return to band membership if the marriage was not successful. 

Mr. Arthur Nahweghbow, speaking on question No, 6 stated that it 
was up to the Indians to take care of their children. 

Mr. John Corbiere thought that it wouldn't look right to have 
other nationalities receive Indian status. 
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Mr, Walter Dieter told the delegates that in the custom of his 
band they did not prejudice against children. He thought that the question 
of fatherhood was a violation of human rights. He said his great grandfather 
who signed treaty No. 4 was a full blooded Frenchman who had four wives. 

Mr. Big Canoe, noting that there were no further comments on No, 6, 
did not ask for a vote. 

Mr. William Meawasige thought that only the most important of the 

34 questions should be discussed since there was not sufficient time to 
cover all of them. 

Mr. Gus Debassige wanted to know if the representative from Manitoulin 
Island would take part in the discussions. 

Mr. James Debassige, Regional Indian Advisory Council, 3aid that 
he sat with Indian Affairs officials for the past three years to prepare 
questions. He acknowledged that he had not entered into the discussion, and 
that he was somewhat disappointed with those delegates who had not prepared 
replies to the questions. He felt that the delegates in the interests of 
their bands should be more active in discussions. 

Mr. Peter Bird said that ha had reasons to explain why he had no 
prepared statement. 

Mr. McGilp invited comments on question No. 7 outlined in the 
booklet, "Choosing a path". 

Mr. Richard Pine said that if a person had suitable employment the 
Council should decide on his case. 

Mr. Joseph Dokis agreed with Mr, Richard Pine. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage said that the word "enfranchisement" should 
be dropped, since many older Indians returned to their reserves to live and 
if they were enfranchised they would not be permitted to remain. 

Mr, Feter Johnston said that the term "enfranchisement" should not 
be dropped but that an age limit should be specified because it was hardly 
appropriate for a fifteen year old child to make a decision in this regard. 

Mr, McGilp mentioned that there was greater detail concerning 
question No. 7 on page 8 of the discussion notes, 

Mr, Andras pointed out that it was suggested by the delegates at 
the meeting in Toronto that section 108 of the Act be deleted entirely. 
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Mr. Peter J0hnston said that people should not be enfranchised 
simply because it was their wish. He felt that the consent of the Band 
Council should be required and that wives should have the right to elect 
to remain as Band members. 

Mr. William Waindubence thought that persons should go through 
a means test before they were enfranchised. 

Mr, John Corbiere stated that section 108 should remain as i3. 

Mr. George Wabigwan agreed with Mr. Corbiere. 

Mr. Fred McLeod said that the provisions in the present Act should 
apply but that an opportunity should be given to any Band member to become 
enfranchised as long as he was twenty-one years old. 

Mr, Gerald McLeod thought that if a man was allowed to marry before 
twenty-one he should also be allowed to decide on enfranchisement with the 
advice of the Band Council. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl felt that the term "enfranchisement" should be 
dropped. With regard to question No. 8 he felt that no one under twenty-one 
should be allowed to become enfranchised even if they were married. 

Mr. Peter Bird wanted the word "enfranchisement" replaced by the 
phrase "give up treaty rights". 

Mr, Peter Johnston recommended that section 108 be retained. He 
wondered how many times the parts of section 108 covering "qualifications" 
applied to families withdrawing from Band membership. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that this was a difficult decision that the 
Minister had to make a judgment on. He drew attention to the notes on page 
41, which gave statistics on enfranchisement. 

Mr. McGilp stated that an individual had citizenship rights whether 
or not he was a Band member. 

Mr. Fairholm raised a point which was contained on page 8 of the 
notes. He explained that the present provision of section 12 (1) (a) (iv) 
stated that in effect if a person's mother and grandmother were non-members, 
the child could lose his status at age twenty-one. He said this was compulsory 
based on blood content. A hypothetical case was given to help make the 
application of the section clear to the delegates. 

Mr, Peter JohnBton recalled reading that section 12 should be 
deleted and he agreed. With regard to section 12 (iv) he thought it would 
be helpful to have more information from Mr, Fairholm He said that section 
12 (3) should be deleted and expreseed hope that some provision could be 
mad* to keep enfranchised persons on band lists. 
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Mr. Peter Bird said he thought the question had been discussed 
already. 

Mr. McGilp suggested that question No. 9 be discussed along with 
questions No. 7 and No. £ because they were all closely related. 

Mr, Fred McLeod felt that when parents were enfranchised children 
should not be included. The children should have an opportunity to decide 
when they reached twenty-one he said. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage agreed with Mr. McLeod. 

Mr. John Corbiere posed a hypothetical case - if he and his wife 
were enfranchised and they left the children within the band, could he live 
with his children on the reserve? 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig thought that it would be up to the children. 

Mr. Fred McLeod stated that parents were supposed to look after 
the children and the children should not have to look after the parents. 
He also said the children should be able to choose at the age of twenty-one 
whether they wished to remain Band members. 

Mr. Peter Bird thought that the matter of enfranchisement should 
be strictly regulated. (It was not clear whether he referred to enfran- 
chisement or the question of living on reserve as a non-3and member. 

Mr. William Meawasige agreed entirely with Mr, McLeod, 

Mr. Arthur Nahweghbow pointed out that children at nineteen were 
put under their own band number and that if parents were enfranchised, the 
children should be able to decide on their membership at age nineteen. 

Mr. McGilp concluded the concensus of opinion, was that the delegates 
felt the word "enfranchisement" should bo dropped. He said also that the 
majority of delegates agreed that persons should be given the opportunity 
to decide on membership at the age of twenty-one. He asked if there was 
any wish to vote on questions 7, 8 or 9. 

Mr. Peter Johnston felt that a vote was not necessary. 

Mr. McGilp suggested that the delegates go on to question No. 10. 

Mr. Richard Pine speaking on question 10, thought that the majority 
should rule. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig stated that one hundred percent of a band 
should agree before a band gave up its status. 

Mr. John Corbiere agreed completely with Mr. wakegijig. 
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The Honourable R. K. Andras had to leave at this point, he expressed 

thanks and appreciation to the delegates for their courtesy. He said the 

meeting was constructive and most informative. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere on behalf of the delegates, expressed thanks and 

appreciation to the Minister. 

Mr. Peter Johnston felt that if delegates present and Indians in 

general agreed that only a two-thirds majority would be required, it should 

be decided that the minority, or remaining members, would be allowed to remain under 

the Act. 

Mr. Fred McLeod said that his band would not consider giving up its 
status because individual members had the freedom to make their own decision. 

Mr. William Meawasige thought that those delegates who thought a 
hundred percent majority should be required, were really saying that the grouo 

should not even deal with the question. 

Mr. Peter Johnston stated he thought the question was whether a band 
should be allowed to give up its status. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere agreed that this was an important point and wondered 

if Mr. Fairholm could elaborate. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that there was another section in the Act under 

which a band could apply for enfranchisement and that it could propose a plan for 

distribution of lands and funds. He said there were not many bands who had 
requested the giving up of their status but the Michael Band in Alberta in 1959 
elected to become enfranchised. A committee of three was appointed by the 

government and it interviewed all adult Band members. Most of the land was 

allocated to land holders and the funds were paid out on a percapita basis. 
A holding company was formed to deal with the mineral resources. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wanted to know what the status of the Indian lands 
involved. He asked if Indian lands would still be owned by Indians if the band 
was enfranchised. 

Mr. Fairholm answered that some plan to distribute land or a company 

could be formed to deal with the land matter. There are a number of variations 

that could occur. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig mentioned that the problem seemed to be one of 
Band membership. 

Mr. Fairholm thought that the situation might be a little bit diffe- 

rent in Ontario. 
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Mr. Ronald Wakegijig asked if another band could occupy the former 

bands' reserve it the original band was enfranchised. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that land was set aside by the Crown for a 
particular band and if the band decided to become enfranchised it would get all 

the land and all the funds. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wondered what would take place if all members 

in his band enfranchised except him. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that he would probably get it all. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere asked Mr. Fairholm if he would explain the difference 

between individually owned land and crown owned land. 

Mr. Fairholm said that if land was set aside for use and benefit of a 

band, all the band Members would have use of it. The Council could allot land 

to an individual member and he could have full use of it. Lands not allotted 

to individuals, were under control of the Band Council. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wanted to know what the difference was between 

land and unceded land. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere indicated that he did not understand the difference. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig thought that it had something to do with persoris 

who had script and were not allowed to be Band members. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that the persons who received script were not 
allowed to be Band members. This applied in Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

He explained that in 1870 there were people who were partly Indian and partly 
white who had some interest in land because of their Indian heritage. These 

people were granted land or money script. About 1,400,000 acres were granted 

in this regard. The Indian people who signed the treaty were allotted reserve 

lands instead. Those persons that received script would not then be known 

legally as Indians. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig asked what the definition was of the term 
"unceded lands". 

Mr. Fairholm explained that in the agreement of 1836, Bond-Head met 

with the Indians and took their aboriginal rights, and the whole of Manitoulin 

Island later in 1862 and obtained a surrender to reserve lands except the 

Eastern portion and then lands are said to be unceded lands. 
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Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that Indian land was vested in the Crown 
but that it should be vested in the Indian people. 

Mr. Fairholm said that he could not offer a further explanation. 

Mr. Peter Johnston felt that there didn't seem to be an understanding 
of the difference between the terms, Crown land and unceded land. 

fir. Ralph Bruyere wanted to know whether there was a difference in 
other lands, i. e. (the manner in which the lands were held). 

Mr. Fairholm mentioned that there was another application of ceded 
lands and this applied where there were Indian treaties - the land given up 

was ceded to the Crown. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig stated that the lands at Manitoulin Island were 

never vested in the Crown and that the present government never laid a claim 

to the lands. 

Mr. Fairholm advised the delegates that he had not heard of the term 
other than applied to Manitoulin Island. 

Mr. Richard Pine wanted to know how non-Indians could give land to 
Indians when they never owned the land in the first place. 

Mr. Peter Johnston wanted discussions to turn to auestion No. 10. 

Mr. McGilp assured Mr. Wakegijig that his nuestions concerning 
Manitoulin Island would be looked into. 

Mr. Tom Archibald said, that in view of the definition of a reserve 
it would seem that a band did not own any part of its reserve but that the Crown 

did. 

The Honourable Jean Chretien then gave his closing remarks to the 

delegates : 

"It has been a good experience for me in this meeting today. I have 
learned a lot in travelling and meeting the Indian people. I know that for you 

it is auite a difficult exercise because of the kind of deliberation, with texts 
and so on, you are not sure that you are well prepared. I want to reassure you 

that there meetings are very usual for us and for the officials of my Department 

and for you too, because we now have your views on these things." 

"It is not easy to agree. You have some views coming from one man which 
is very different from the one coming from another. We do not expect you to agree 

but I do think that on most of the issues in these discussions that we are 

having, a kind of concensus will emerge. We hope that going across the country 
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and meeting with all the representatives of the bands, like we are doing here 

in northern Ontario, will permit us to get a view of what should be in the 
legislation. It is your Act and it is your views that we want to have at this 

time. You have done very well today in expressing yourself on all the issues 

that have been raised. " 

"1 have to go back to Ottawa, but my officials will be here and they 

will report to me. 1 must assure you that you are doing a great service to your 
community in taking the time to prepare yourself for these discussions and I 

was very impressed by the fact that most of you have dene your homework before 

coming here. We will proceed with these meetings until December and after that 

in January we will meet, as 1 said, with the representatives of all nineteen 
meetings. After that we will be able to have a better view of what your feelings 

are about what the Indian Act is and what is needed. It will make you, as I 

said in my opening remarks, proud to be an Indian and provide the tools for you 

to be part of Canadian society. We are very fortunate to live in Canada because 
we have understood over the years, and it is improving every day, that the 

characteristics of our personality is that we can respect each other and live 

with our own culture within the same country. " 

" The purpose of my visit was to show you that I am really concerned 

about the development of the Indian people. I know that I do not have experience 

and that there are some people that might say that I am really new in the 

department. But at least I have no prejudices what ever. I Want to have a 

fresh look into the situation and I want to listen. I w^nt to get your views 
and with that I hope, we will be able to develop a new I dian Act for you and 

for all the Indians of Canada. Don't be surprised if you disagree. I understand 

what disagreement is because I am from Quebec. You know every time I travel 

across the country the people ask me what Quebec wants. It is very difficult 

to achieve a concensus, but when the people have the occasion to speak like 
you do, it is going to be possible for us in the House of Commons to bring in 

a new law that will suit the needs or the modern age in preserving your culture 
and your tradition, and the need to make every one of us in Canada proud of 

being Canadians and equal in our country. Thank you very much". 

Mr. Big Canoe, expressed his thanks to the Minister on behalf of the 
delegates : 

"Mr. Minister, on behalf of the Indian people I thank you for coming 
here today. You have brought us your words to which we have listened closely. 

You have brought us also your ears with which we have been able to pour some 

of our views and problems. We are deeply greatful for those opportunities to 

consult. They give us a chance to tell you of the Indian viewpoint. " 

" We have a chance here, to tell you something of how the law has 
worked in Indian communities; we have told you and your people something of 

how we would like to see the law work in Indian communities in the future. We 
are here for our people ; we are here for our Indian children ; we are here for the 
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Indian people back home. We have tried to sneak the things we know, the things 

which bother us; you have been good enough to listen, to tell us we are being 

heard. It is a sure sign that the future Indian Act will reflect the real needs 

of the Indian people as individuals and in their communities. As someone had 
said here earlier, "You don't have to be a lawyer to know how the law affects 

the young Indian girl getting married to a young man who say not be a member of 

the band". You don't need to be a lawyer to know what to think about adoptions 

and schools, and all the other deeply human things that make a community but, 

you do have to be an Indian to fully realise how the community lives and works 

and is. And that is the contribution we, the Indian people, can make at these 

meetings; that is what we have been doing." 

"To be given the chance to tell these things to two Cabinet Ministers 
is a place of good fortune; to tell them to two Cabinet Ministers who listened 
as attentively, as closely as you and Mr. Andras, is pleasing to us all. We 

thank you for coming and we thank you for listening. We hope you will remember 
us and our words and that you get along with the difficult job of being Minister 

of Indian Affairs, our special link with the government. And so again Mr. 

Minister, I thank you on behalf of the Indian people, those who are here and those 

who are here and those who are at home. We have the opportunity of doing much 

for our people. Our lives and our children's lives are greatly affected by what 

you do. We wish you well. Au revoir Monsieur le Ministère des Afaires Indiennes, 
bonne santé et bonne chance. Merci". 

Mr. Bruyere then gave a vote of confidence from all the delegates to 
the Co-Chairman, Mr. Big Canoe for his skill and ability in handling the first 

two sessions. 



August 23» 1968 

Mr. McGilp, opened the third session at 9:30 a.m. and Mr. Peter 
Johnston of the Serpent River Band said that he would like to see provisions 
for medical services to Indian people included in the new Act. he said that 
perhaps this would require a unanimous vote from the delegates. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that many Indian people were not aware that 
health services were the responsibility of another Department (Rational health 
and Welfare). he said that there was nothing except perhaps one treaty that 
mentioned health services. 

Mr. William Keawasige said that he agreed with Mr. Johnston's 
remarks and medical welfare should be inserted in the new Act. He said that 
the delegates should look to the future and not the past. 

Mr. Peter Johnston of the Serpent River Band suggested that a vote 
be taken and moved "That Section 72 be amended so that the Governor in Council 
will include medical services to Indian p>eople". The motion was seconded by 
Elizabeth Lesage of the Northern Ontario Homemakers Club and was carried 
unanimously. 

Mrs. Lesage then inquired about including compensation in the new 
Act and Fred McLeod said that Bands should come under the Compensation Act 
since at the moment only individuals were covered. He said that compensation 
protected the employer as well as the individual and that Indian people should 
have this coverage under the Indian Act. 

Mr. Peter Johnston of the Serpent River Band said that this was a 
very important subject and asked how contributions were made, etc. 

Mr. Fairholm said that in every Canadian province, compensation 
boards and laws relating to compensation existed and that these laws applied 
to most industries. He said that it was up to the employer to ensure that 
contributions were paid. He said that it was a provincial concern and not, 
therefore, in federal legislation. He continued by saying that it was up to 
the employee to make sure he was covered. 

Mr. Big Canoe suggested that those interested in compensation write 
to the provincial compensation board for further information and to ensure 
that they were also covered by their employer. 

Chief Angus Cada of the Sheshegwaning Band said that his Band paid 
$30 per year compensation for bus drivers whose annual income was $3200 per 
year. 

Mr. Peter Johnston of the Gerpent River Band then read Section 90 
and said that this section should be delated. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that it seemed that all the delegates agreed 
that the Minister had too much authority in the present Act. 

Mr. Richard Pine said that the Chief and Council should have more 
authority than the Minister. 

Mr. Fairholm said that the purpose of Section 90 was to protect 
special historical carvings and totem noies from those people seeking to 
take them out of the country. He said that many such objects had narticular 
religious significance. He said that the section did not refer to anything 
made for sale. He cided a case in British Columbia of very old - a 100-year-old 
totem pole - that had been obtained by someone in the United otates and the 
section was used and present it from being taken out of Canada. He said there 
were other laws in Canada that protected archeological ana historical sites. 

Mr. Peter Johnston said that Section 90 should be amended to read 
"Without the consent of the Band Council". 

Mr. Fred McLeod agreed, on the other hand, that the authority of 
the Minister should be retained. 

Mr. Big Canoe suggested that the solution might be to make the 
following motion "In any part of the Indian Act where the words 'The Minister 
may' applies, these words be replaced by the phrase 'Band Council' where 
applicable". 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that he did not think that all references 
to the Minister should be deleted from the Act and cited Section 90, Subsection 4 
and Section 69, Subsection 4. 

Mr. John Corbiere said that if deletion of references to the Minister 
were made then the Act might, as well be eliminated since legislation could not 
exist without the Minister. 

Mr. George W'abigwan said that no autnority could exist without the 
Minister. 

Mr. Peter Johnston then moved that Section 90 read as follows: "No 
person may without written consent of the Band Council  " and the word 
Minister be deleted. The motion seconded by Richard Pine having been put to 
the delegates was carried. 

Mr. Johnston then suggested that Section 91 was also irrelevant and 
should be deleted. 
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Mr. Fairholm, referring to nage 26 of the Background Papers explained 

that Section 91 went back to the 1890's when in farming areas some of the 
Departmental Staff who were also farming. The provision was to present them 

from taking advantage of Indian people in trading. He said that at present as 

far as he knew, no licences had be-n issued in tne last few years. He said 
that a number of Indian people had come on staff recently and more were joining 
and possibly some might operate stores. Under the present Section, they were 

not able to sell to any other Indian person. 

Mr. Richard Pine moved "That Section 91 be deleted from the Indian 

Act". The motion was seconded by Chief Joseph Dokis of the Dokis Band and 
after being read by the secretary, was carried. 

Chief Fred McLeod said that the meeting should follow the questions 

in the back of "Choosing a Path" since the questions covered most of the 
Sections in the Act. 

However, Mr. Big Canoe, said that the questions were only guide lines 

and that other material could be introduced. 

Mr. Fairholm then corrected page 26 of the Background Papers saying 

that Section 90 as set out, should read Section 91* 

Mr. Big Canoe then suggested that liquor provisions be discussed. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl mentioned that he was a part-time constable on his 

reserve, and, that licuor was now permitted so that no Indian person should 

be charged under the Indian Act. He said that where a Band had held a 

referendum the Sections on liquor in the Act should be eliminated. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere then asked for an explanation of wliat would happen 

if the liquor provisions were removed. 

Mr. Fairholm said that Sections 93 to 99 in the present Act related 
to liquor and that where these Sections were in effect, they were enforced over 
and above provincial law, but were somewhat different from provincial law. He 

said that for example Sections 9^ to 96 where an Indian was intoxicated on or 
off a Reserve, would be different from provincial law. He said that if an 
Indian person was intoxicated in his own hone it would be an offence. He said 

that a white person being intoxicated in his own home would not be prosecuted 

but would be if intoxicated in public. 

Mr. Fairholm said that if these Sections were removed provincial laws 

would apply to Indian peonLe the same as other Canadians. They would be open 

to charges of intoxication if this occurred in a public place on a Reserve or 

off a Reserve tne same as anyone else. 
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Mr. Fred McLeod speaking on Question 24, said that the provincial laws 
should aDply. 

Mr. Big Canoe said that his Band would agree. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage said that she knew of a person who was arrested 

in his own house for consumption of liquor and that the house was declared a 
public place. 

Mr. Big Canoe, said that the trend seemed tc be that the delegates 

favoured abolition of the liquor provisions. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl, said that not everyone had the privilege of taking 

intoxicants on the Reserve and that there should only be a change wr.ere the 

Band Council permitted intoxicants on the Reserve. 

Mr. John Corbiere moved that "Sections 93 to 99 inclusive be deleted 
from the Indian Act". The motion was seconded by Fred McLeod. 

Mr. Peter Johnston asked if Bands could have liquor on Reserves if 
the liquor orovisions were removed. He said that Sections should be amended 

so that Bands could have the privilege not to have liquor on Reserves. 

Mir. Ralph Bruyere said that this was an individual decision and not 

up to the Band Council or the Band. 

Mr. V.ilfred Owl said that if these Sections were omitted from the *ct, 
other Bands would be obliged to accept the privilege. He, therefore, suggested 

that the Sections only be amended. 

Mr. KcGilp said there seemed to be two positions: (1) That the 

Sections on liquor in the Act be deleted, and (2) That the Reserves remain 

without liquor privileges, if they had not voted for them. 

Mr. Bruyere said that under tne present Act, a referendum must be 
held to have liquor on a Reserve. He said that if these Sections were deleted a 

referendum would not be required and that every Indian present would have the 
same privileges as other Ontario citizens. 

Mr. William Leawasige mentioned that the Council had agreed that 
these Sections on liquor should be deleted. He said that if certain Bands 

wanted to exclude liquor from the Reserves then this should be up to the Band 

Council. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that he agreed these Sections on liquor 
should be removed and that the law should be flexible. 

Mi 
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Mr. McGilp, said that at present Indian people could have liquor in 

their possession off reserves whether the reserve was dry or not. He mentioned 

that in the Province a municipality could vote to exclude liquor. This would 

mean no liquor outlets, but did not necessarily mean that individuals could not 
consume liquor at home. He said that this was a right of each individual, and 

that if the liquor provisions were removed, any person Indian or non-Indian 
could consume liquor on a reserve. The Band Council could control its sale by 

means of a referendum however. 

Mr. Tom Archibald said that the liquor section should be deleted. 

Mr. Peter Johnston said that he had been misinformed. 

The motion being put to the delegates was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Peter Johnston then read Question 18, relating to Education, 

Mr. Johnston suggested that Section 117 of the Act be retained. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig and Mr. Richard Pine agreed. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere asked how this applied to Indian status persons 

off Reserves. 

Mr. McGilp said that in practice, Indian people off Reserves come under 

the Provincial educational system. He said that if Indian people wanted 

separate schools this was possible the same as would apply to non-Indian. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that Section 117 should be retained and 

that the authority of the Minister was not required. 

Chief Fred McLeod said that his Band agreed that provincial educa- 

tional opportunities should apply. 

Mr. William Meawasige speaking on behalf of the Advisory Council 

about Section 117* mentioned that the Council had agreed that the Minister 

should have less authority in the Act and that parents should be the ones 

who decide. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig reminded Mr. Meawasige that Section 117 says 

"With witten direction of the parents" even though the Minister has the 

authority. 

Mr. John Corbiere said that Section 117 should remain as is. 

Mr. McGilp, then read Question No. 18 and said that the delegates 
seemed to be in agreement that where the province had special provisions for 

separate schools this would be acceotable, but that the Indian Act should still 

- 38 - 

safeguard denominational or religious preferences. He said that if the education 

sections were deleted from the Act, separate schools could be provided if there 

was enough demand in a particular area. 

A motion by Ronald Wakegijig, seconded by Chief Corbiere that "Section 

117 of the Indian Act be retained", was carried. 

On a motion by Ronald Wakegijig duly seconded, the meeting called 

Mr. Walter Currie to speak on Education. 

Mr. William Meawasige mentioned that the delegates had previously 
decided on a motion not to let others speak. 

Mr. Walter Currie mentioned that he was with the Provincial Department 

of Education as Assistant Superintendent of Supervision especially relating to 

Indian and non-Indian persons in isolated communities. Speaking of Indian 

representatives on area school boards, he said that permissive legislation had 

been recently passed by the province on this subject. He said that a school 
board might call an Indian representative to sit on the Board but not necessarily, 

he said this would still apply in January 1969 when county school boards come 
into existence. He mentioned that the Sarnia school board had turnea down an 

Indian representative on its board because there was so few Indian children in 

Sarnia schools. He said that he felt strongly that Indian people should sit on 

local school boards and that they had not had a strong say in decisions regarding 

their education. He mentioned that the Department of Indian Affairs had had a 

say for too long. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that this seemed to be discrimination on the 

part of the school board and the province. 

Mr. Currie mentioned that the province did not want the legislation 

compulsory since an Indian representative would then be of little effect. 

Mr. Currie said that the procedure to follow was that an Indian Band should 
nominate a person to sit on the local school board. He mentioned that there 

were no Indian school boards on reserves in Ontario. He also said that the 

Indian people's support of separate schools meant that their children must 

leave the reserve for their education. 

Fir. Ronald Wakegijig said that it was most important that his children 

received a good education first. 

Mr. Arthur Andre of the Michipicoten Band asked how much the Department 

was subsidising the province for Indians to attend non-Indian schools. 

Mr. McGilp said that the Department paid the entire cost of any capital 
improvements required by the off reserve schools and similar capital costs for 
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that proportion of new schools built for the institution of Indian students. 
He said that an amount was also paid for tuition and operating costs for each 
child and that this varied with each school board. 

Mr. Richard Pine of the Garden River band asked why the reserve 
schools coildn't be expanded with this money. 

Mr. Jim Debassige said that the Department was building a school on 
his reserve and that it was being staffed with excellent teachers, he said 
that good, teachers were only available if the facilities were good, he said 
the school would have ten classrooms for 300 children from Grades 1-5 with 
a kindergarten and a prekindergarten at a cost of three-quarters of a million 
dollars. He said that there was ai so a composite school being built by the 
province which woula have an enrolment of 800 to 1000 students. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig of tne Nanitoulin Island Indian Reserve said 
that his reserve school did not conform to provincial standards so that after 
Grade 8 they were trying to sent them to public schools. 

Mr. Fred McLeod of the Nipissing Band said that all their children 
left school and attended schools in other cities, therefore, conforming to 
provincial regulations. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere of the Advisory Council spoke highly of the 
Department but said that in Moosonee there was a two million dollar composite 
school being built in an area of great poverty and that a mile away the Indian 
people were living in shacks. He said that the teacherage was also quite modern. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that when the Department wanted to build 
a school on a reserve they took all the land, and that when his Band made 
application to the province for an Old People's Home they were told that a 
surrender was required. 

Mr. William Keawasige said that he knew of an Indian person who had 
lost his contract for bussing children to school and that it was now done by a 
white oerson. He said that the Indian now had three buses not in use and that 
he was dependent on this business for his livelihood. He asked that the 
contract be reconsidered. 

Mr. McGilp said that the transportation of the Indian children was 
provided by the Department so that all children could attend school. He said 
that the Department preferred to contract this to private individuals and that 
last year 40$ of these contracts were held by Indian people. He said that a 
10$ preference is given to Indian contractors on tenders, that the Indian 
person is also tax exempt for his income earned on a reserve, that loans are 
available to buy buses, and that the Indian person is usually in the location 
where such services are required. He said that when a non-Indian tenderer has 
a lower bid taking into account, the 10$ preference to the Indian then the 
contract must be awarded to the lower bidder. 

- 40 - 

Mr. Wilfred Owl of the Gpanish River No. 1 Band then asked 
Mr. Currie if he was an Indian and Mr. Currie said that he was and he wasn't 
since his mother came from Walpole Island. 

Mr. John Corbiere of the Batchewana Band said that as a tax payer 
he felt that i:' a white person could do a job for less, then the contract should 
go to him, and Mr. Ron. Wakegijig agreed. 

Mr. Corbiere said if the Band Council bought the buses no tenders 
would be required. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage of the Northern Ontario Homemakers Club 
suggested that Indian people should be allowed to sit on school boards. 

Mr. Big Canoe then thanked Mr. Walter Currie for his remarks and 
then adjourned the meeting to reconvene at 1:30 p.m. 

Mr. McGilp recovened the session at 1 p.m. and suggested that discuss- 
ions should proceed, although Co-Chairman Big Canoe and a number of other 
delegates were not in attendance. 

Mr. Peter Johnston reminded the co-chairman that there was a motion 
on the floor, concerning education, when the morning session ended. 

Mr. McGilp confirmed this through discussion and announced that it 
was moved oy Mr. Peter Johnston and seconded by Mr. Ronald wakegijig that 
"Section 117 snould be retained in the Indian Act and that the other sections 
(relating to education) should be deleted". (The reference to other sections 
was understood to mean the other sections concerning education). 

Mr. Fred McLeod wanted to know if discussions had gone into detail 
on leasing with regard to Question #25. He felt that Councils snould have 
authority to lease for 10 years without the Minister's approval providing Band 
Councils establish zoning by-laws setting aside certain areas. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere asked how the present Act read on this subject and 
whether there were any alternatives. He said those aspects be clarified for the 
delegates. 

Mr. McGilp explained that leases required a surrender and approval by 
the Minister. He pointed out that it was Mr. McLeod's opinion that neither a 
surrender nor the Minister's approval should be required. 
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Mr. G. I. Fairholm further explained that the leasing of Band land 

required a surrender under Section 37 of the Act, but that under section 58 

of the Act, Band land could be leased without a surrender for agricultural 
or grazing purposes. For other purposes a surrender was acquired. All leases, 
he said, had to be entered into by the Minister on behalf of the Band. An 
individual's land could be leased without a surrender. 

Mr. Fred i-.cLeod again gave the oninion that Bands preparing for 

leases should set up a zoning system. The Band would then be free to lease 

without the Minister's approval. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that a change in the Act would be needed. 

Mr. Alex Hunter, through an interpreter, spoke in Cree as follows: 

"Where I come from, we don't use the Act very much. Because we don't 

make use of its provisions, I can't answer most of the questions. I don't see 

why they should change the Indian Act as it stands today. I come from the North 

and most of these Acts don't mean anything to me. We don't have hospital 
services, or schools, although tnere is a health office and school there. There 

is no nurse and no teacher and our children are therefore not getting an education. 

1 would like to know why the school has no teacher and the nursing station has 

no nurse. When the Indian Agent visits our area, he is very much in a hurry, 
although he doesn't have much work to do; but there is work to do. He likes to 

go visit a fishing spot rather than carry on business with the Indians". 

"In 1966, there was a flood at W’eemak and 90^ of the homes floated 

away. There was eight feet of water in the area and most of us lost our homes. 
At that time we were out on traplines and learned of the situation upon arriving 

home. I would like to ask this question - could we not be compensated for the loss 
of household goods, etc.? We submitted inventories of individual losses and 
have waited for two years for a decision". 

"We don't get too much welfare and we almost have to starve to death 

before getting welfare". 

"With regard to Question #6, I have raised a girl whose parents I 

know are of Indian status (Cree ) and I have treated her like my own. I look 

after her only when she is away from school on holidays. This girl has no 

treaty status and receives no family allowance. Thanks for the opportunity to 

speak". 

Mr. Peter Johnston suggested that Mr. Hunter should be given a great 

deal of credit for the way in which he presented his material. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere noted that it was very easy and simple for most persons 

to discuss problems, but to know what Mr. Hunter talked about, required one to 
experience the conditions at his home reserve. He said that in contract, the 

delegates would think they were living on top of the world, if they really knew 

how the people in Mr. Hunter's area lived. 
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Hr. William Meawasige told how the conditions in the North were 
investigated. He said it was found that the Indians had no work and even if they 
did get work, they would be underpaid. 

l'*r. lie .«esley, he noted, only received i>lc5 per month as a school 
caretaker. He wanted to know whether the indians could receive some supplemen- 

tary welfare as the present rate was not enougn. He felt that this should be 
taken into consideration by the Department. 

Mr. Meawasige added that he understood the ./el fare Administrator was 
told to cut off welfare, and as there was nothing for tne Indians to do, he 

would like to know why the welfare payments were cut off. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig thought that Mr. Willie -esley might wish to 
comment. 

Mr. Willie Wesley confirmed that he was employed as a caretaker by 
the Department, and was paid $165 per month. Mr. Wesley went on to say what a 

difficult time he had to manage on his salary. The speaker was nuite "put out 
about his situation and asked for an explanation as to why it could not be better. 

Mr. KcGilp promised that he would look into Mr. 'Wesley's case as 
soon as the meeting was over. He went on to explain that a caretakers job was 

considered temporary employment and that the rates were set. 

Mr. Willie Wesley insisted that he required an immediate explanation. 

Mr. John Corbiere reminded the group that they were meeting to discuss 
the Indian Act and not wages. 

Mr. William Meawasige did not agree. He realized there were very 
important issues in 'Choosing a Path', but he thought that Mr. Wesley's problem 
was important too and should be discussed. He felt that all matters of concern 

to the delegates should be discussed. 

Mr. Big Canoe mentioned that, during one of his trips, he noted that 
the welfare structure was the same all over the province but the people in the 

North were expected to depend a great deal on hunting and fishing. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere admitted that the meeting's purpose was primarily to 
discuss the Indian Act, but he felt that legislation should be drafted first 

and the problems worked out later. 

Mr. John Corbiere said that he was not making enough money either, but 
that he was in attendance to discuss the Indian Act. 
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Mr. George kabigwan thought that the discussion was for all people 

and he wanted to hear more from tiie man from the North (Mr. Nesley). In view 

of living expenses and wages, Mr. Wabigwan couldn't see now Mr. V.esley could 
live. 

Mr. HcGilp said he was aware that people on traplines were less 

dependent upon welfare. He thought the people in the area of James Bay and 

Hudsons Bay knew what the Department was trying to do. At Koosonee, a large 

school was built in order to instruct persons who wanted to move out of their 

area into urban areas. For the others, the welfare payments were set by the 
Province. It was not good to see people dependent upon welfare and the Indians 

were encouraged to depend on their traplines while others were encouraged to obtain 

part time jobs. He said that the Department was making certain payments to 

Mr. Wesley and that they were attempting to bring his family income up to what 
he would get on welfare. He said that the continuation of welfare payments was 

no solution even though it was difficult to create employment. If there was 

an unjust case, the Department would want to put it right. He said, in reference 

to Mr. Lesley's case, that there are two sides to every problem and that he did 

not like to discuss personal problems publicly. He would rather discuss such 

matters in private. 

Mr. Peter Johnston noted that Mr. McGilp went on record to explain 

Mr. Lesley's case but he wanted to know why Mr. besley should pay I13 for a 
bag of potatoes. 

Mr. McGilp explained that the people who set costs would probably quote 
the excessive freight costs as a reason for high food costs. He said that he 
would like to see costs reduced but that he did not know how this could be over- 

come. However, in one particular case, a group organized its own co-operative 

stare. He felt the Department could probably support similar ventures. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig suggested that discussions on this matter had 

reached a stalemate. 

Mr. John Corbiere reminded the group that Mr. McGilp did not set prices. 

Mr. Big Canoe thought that Mr. McGilp had made himself quite clear m 

that respect. He then mentioned that any prepared papers should be handed to the 

rapporteurs. He added that there was some unfinished business concerning 

education and looked to Mr. Peter Johnston to continue with discussion. 

Mr. William Meawasige mentioned that he was still concerned with the 
people in the North. He said that if they were underpaid, why should there not 

be some supplement to their income. He said the cost of living (in the southern 

part of Ontario) was 0300 oer month and that some consideration should be given 

to the people in the North. 

Mr. John Corbiere again reminded the group that they were there to 

discuss the Indian Act and not wages. 
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Mr. Ralph Bruyere suggested that discussions on the Canada Pension 

Plan should begin. He felt that even a summary on the C. P. P. should be done 
if there was not sufficient time to cover it entirely. 

Mr. Big Canoe said that they had agreed to discuss education. 

Mr. Peter Johnston stated that they had not completed the motion on 
education. A vote was taken on the education motion with 14 for, and I against. 
The motion was carried. 

Mr. John Corbiere reminded the Co-Chairman that the group agreed to 
discuss the 34 questions in order. 

Mr. William Meawasige, in opposition to Mr. Corbiere's idea, thought 
that the delegates had ample time to present the answers to the 34 questions 
and he asked why should it be necessary to go back to them. 

Mr. Wilfred Owl agreed with Mr. William Meawasige. 

Mr. Big Canoe pointed out that all business could not be covered. 

Chief Gus Debassige cited the story told in the morning by Mr. McGilp 
about the good and the bad. In this regard, he said neople coulc handle their 

individual problems through their Councils with the help of the Advisory Council. 
He said that he had had good results in any dealings with Mr. McGilp and would 

like to tell the delegates that the meeting was not intended to air nersonal 

grievances. 

Mr. Big Canoe said that the statements were put very' nicely. 

Mr. John Corbiere agreed with Mr. Debassige. 

Mr. Fairholm said that the Canada Pension Plan Act became effective 

on January 1, 1966. The Canada Pension Plan did more than provide pensions, 

it also provided some other protection such as help for widows, children and 

disabled persons. He said it was a contributory' plan where all working or self- 

employed persons could contribute, except Indians who were working on reserves. 

The plan, he said, was based on contributions which one made and reported on an 

income tax return. An Indian vrorking on a reserve could not contribute even if 
he wanted to. Enquiries were made and it was found that laws in the Income Tax 

Act, the Canada Pension Plan Act and the Indian Act all prevent Indians on 

reserves from contributing. He said there were ways to overcome this and that 

alternative possibilities were set out on pages 14, 15 and 16 of the background 
papers. 

Mr. William Meawasige wanted to know way the Indians should pay for 
contributions, since the land given was originally given to the government. 
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Mr. Peter uird agreed that tne government should pay for the 

contributions. 

Mr. Peter Johnston agreed that Indians should be allowed to contribute 

to the Canada Pension Plan, but the reserves should not have to be taxed. 

Mr. Fred McLeod agreed with Mr. Johnston. 

Mr. Fairholm noted that the delegates seemed to apparently prefer the 
second alternative and mentioned that this was just one possible way. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere asked if it was possible for Indians on reserves 

to contribute. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that there was a group of 17 who worked in a factory 

on a reserve. They sent in their contributions but these were returned on the 
grounds that their income was tax exempt. However, he said there was an 

exception where an Indian who was a Departmental employee, although he was 

exempt from income tax, but contributed to the superannuation plan., could 

contribute to the Canada Pension Plan. His income could be calculated for 

purposes of the Canada Pension Plan. 

Mr. John Corbiere wished to bring up the matter of Band elections. 

He said that as Indians could not make a living on reserves and had to move away 

to find employment, many of the Indians maintained an interest in the affairs on 
their reserves and they should be allowed to vote. 

Chief Ricnard Pine agreed with Mr. Corbiere. 

Mr. Fred McLeod stated that Provincial law required that a person 
reside in a municipality for six months to be eligible to vote and that it 

should be the same way for Indian Reserve residents. 

Mr. Ronald w'akegijig agreed with Mr. McLeod. 

Mr. John Corbiere said he thought that if he was living off the 

reserve and working and still interested enough to return 100 miles or so, 

he should be able to vote. He said that in the Province, one could vote 

in any place where one owned property. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere pointed out that a vote from an itinerant 

member of a Band might decide an important issue, yet the person could leave 

again, with the election or the issues in question, meaning nothing to him. 
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Mr. John corbiere, with regard to Mr. uruyere's statement, 
supposed tne situation might be reversed and asked which would be more 

important. 

*^ • uig ^anoe said that he knew of a 3c-nd wnere members living 
oif the reserve could vote for important issues. 

Mr. Ronald L'ake.tijig thought that he should r.ct have the right 
to vote if he was livinr off the reserve but tnat it would be a different 

thing once he was re-established on the reserve. 

Mr. McGilp mentioned that most of tne delegates at the meetings 
in Toronto and Fort Lilliam indicated that they felt the same way as 

Mr. Corbiere. 

Mr. John Corbiere confirmed that this was certainly his view. 

Mr. Fred McLeod thought that there -were net enough qualifications 
in the Indian Act with regard to voting, he felt that regulations concerning 

residence should be left in the Act, but that the residents on each reserve 
snould decide what regulations they wanted to adopt. 

Mr. Big Canoe tnought that the determining factor was either 
residence or membership and asked for a show of hands to determine the 

feeling of the delegates. There were 12 in favour of membership and 9 in 
favour of residence. 

Mr. Ralph Bruyere said that the result of the vote, in view of 
the close voting, should go on record as "some for, some against". 

Mr. Big Canoe announced that nominations were open to choose a 
representative to attend the meeting in Ottawa. 

Chief Richard Pine thought that each Band should choose its own 
delegate as all delegates present would like to take part in the Ottawa 

meeting. 

Mr. Tom Archibald noted that the Toronto meeting agreed to appoint 
a standing committee to select a representative to attend the meeting at 

Ottawa, while the Fort William delegates asked the Minister if that group 
could have another meeting. He wondered if it was at all possible for the 

Sudbury delegates to have another meeting. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig said that he thought the delegates should 
tell the Department that they wanted another meeting. 
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Mr. McGilp advised the group that the Minister had mentioned 

yesterday that he expected another meeting would be held at the end of 

the present consultation meetings and that delegates from the 18 or 19 
regional meetings across the country, would attend it. He felt it was 
possible that regional meetings such the one in Sudbury might be held 

after the new draft of the Indian Act was made. He said that he had 
agreed to a meeting with a steering committee from the Toronto meeting, 

but he would be the only representative of the Department that could 
attend. The delegates had not appointed a representative for the meeting 

in Ottawa. However, he said that he could not see another meeting such 

as tne present one taking place again until after the Ottawa meeting and 

when come constructive proposals would be forthcoming for the present 
delegates to consider. 

Mr. Fairholm stated that he could not guess what form any 

further consultation would take, but there was an indication from the 

Minister that further consultation could take place. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig thought that the meeting only scratched 
the surface of the material they were supposed to cover and wanted to 

know whether it was up to the Indians or the Department of Indian Affairs 

to ensure that all the material was covered. 

Mr. Fairholm assured the delegates that anything the delegates 

passed would be reported to the Government by the Department. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig wanted to know what answer would be given 

to Parliament with regard to Question 14. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that the prepared statements would indicate 

what some of the Indians wanted. He mentioned also that the delegates 

were free to mail their replies to the 34 questions to the Department of 

Indian Affairs as well. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig told the group that he had really learned 

a lot at the meeting and thanked the other delegates for taking part. 

Mr. Fairholm thought that there should be meetings to cover 

other matters apart from legislation that were misunderstood by the Indian 
people. 

Mr. Peter Johnston, in connection with the earlier statement by 

Mr. Wakegijig, thought that it was the same with all delegates. He thought 

the delegates should have a further meeting before the final meeting in 

Ottawa. 
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Mr. John Corbiere agreed with the views of the last two 

delegates where the need for another meeting was expressed. 

^*» Canoe said that he found the meeting informative 
and constructive. He acknowledged the fact that they did not touch 

upon a number of questions and thanked the delegates for riving him 

the opportunity to be their co-chairman. 

Mr. George Wafcigwan, regarding a future meeting, said that 
a few years age he attended a course at Geneva dark and at that time 

they requested a study of the Indian Act. He said the present meeting 

was the first indication since then of any action being taken. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig requested the Indian Affairs Department 
to pay the expenses of a delegate to' attend the meetings across Canada. 

Mr. Arthur Nahwaghbow said that his band itself had prepared 
their submission, and that he wouldn't want the Act changed. He added 

that he would like to discuss proDosed changes with all Band members first. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig thought that all delegates should report 
what went on at this conference to their people. 

Mr. Fairholm stated that Mr. Walter Dieter was attending all 
conferences. 

Mr. Ronald Wakegijig moved that "a spokesman be appointed to 
attend all further regional consultation meetings including the one 

to be held in Ottawa", seconded by Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage. The motion 

was carried. 

Mr» Ronald Wakegijig moved that "the Indian Affairs Department 
be requested to sponsor the delegate as appointed by the conference to 

attend all further regional consultations", including the one at Ottawa. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Peter Johnston and was unanimously carried. 

Mr. Gus Debassige suggested that voting for the delegate, who 

would attend all remaining meetings, be by secret ballot. During the 

counting of the ballots, Mr, McGilp read the official list of delegates 

to the meeting. The rapporteurs collected and counted the ballots. It 

was agreed that the second highest person would be the alternate. The 

results were as follows : 
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Successful nominee Mr. Peter Johnston 

Mr. Gus Jebassige 

Mr. William Keawasige 

Mr. Ronald W'akegijig 

Mr. Richard Pine 

Hr. Peter Bird 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage 

Mr. Ered McLeod 

11 - 

3 ) 

3 ) three alternates 

3 ) 

1 

? 

1 

1 

Mr. Johnston thanked the delegates for their confidence in 

him, and said that, he would orobably not be able to attend all the 

regional conferences; but would attend the one in Ottawa. 

Mr. McGilp said that he was privileged to serve the Indian 
people and the people of Canada and looked forward to seeing everyone 

again. 

Mr. Camille Chiblow then expressed his personal tnanks in the 
form of a written statement (presented to the Rapporteur) as follows: 

hr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen: 

"We have been here for the past few days discussing our various 

problems. At this present time, I personally would like to congratulate 
the different delegates who have spoken. They have presented their 

problems as they saw it." 

"I also, would like to congratulate Chief Lorenzo Big Canoe for 
the task of being Chairman at this meeting. He has done a marvellous job. 

I also would like to congratulate Chief Ralph Bruyere for his timely com- 
ments when we were more or less going off the track. I also would like to 

give thanks to our government K.Ps who are present, our Minister who was 
here yesterday. It has been and is today, our Government has been thinking 

about us. To me this is history in the making. I am glad that we could 

take these few days off our jobs to be here discussing our problems." 
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"At this time, as an Indian, a true Indian, would like to propose 

a move to sucn an extent. .Je vote on the different subjects which 
has been discussed. 1 am sure that the results of this meeting 

will have a bearing in future meetings. It also would nelp the 

drafting of our New Act. It also would r.elo different delegates to 

go back home reoorting the results of this meeting. Thank you." 

The meeting adjourned at A p.m. 
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APPENDIX A 

SUBMISSION 

Mrs. Elizabeth Lesage — Representative, Northern Ontario Homemakers 

4. Children of unmarried Indian mother's remain as Band members. 

5. (a) Indian women marring a non-Indian retains her own status and that 
the children retain the status of their father. 

(b) A non-Indian woman who marries and Indian gains Indian status. 

6. Yes. 

7. (b) No, the majority of these people return to the reserve to live. 

9. (a) If a family withdraws from Indian status, children should retain 

their Indian status, and be allowed to choose their Indian status 

from the age of 21 on. 

30. The Chief and Councillors running for nomination should have education 
and self respect, and be selfsupporting before they are given the job 

of running the business on our reserves. 

31. When the Chief is elected, the losing candidate for Chief would then 

be in order for Councillor. 
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APPENDIX B 

SUBMISSION 

Mr. Peter Johnston — Serpent River 

1. As far as the people of the Serpent River Indian Reserve are concerned, 

there is no desire to change the name of the "Indian Act". 

2. That more delegation of authority be made available to Band Councils in 

particular and to the Indian Affairs Fold Staff in general. 

3. That the Governor in Council will not invoke the powers available under 
Section 4 of the Indian Act without the consent of the Band Council. 

4. That the children of unmarried Indian mothers be given the status of the 

mother regardless of who the father might be. 

(a) The illegitimate children of (unwed) Indian women should retain their 

Indian status should the woman become enfranchised by marrying a 

non-Indian. 

5. An Indian woman marrying a non-Indian should retain her Indian status and 
her husband should remain a non-Indian. But a non-Indian woman marrying 

an Indian should join Indian status. 

6. Non-Indian children adopted by an Indian family should gain Indian status 

and Indian children adopted by non-Indian should retain their Indian status. 

7. The term "enfranchisement" should be deleted from the Act. An unmarried 
Indian who is at least 21 years of age should be able to withdraw from 

Indian status only after consent has been given by the Band Council. Section 
12 should be deleted from the Act. 
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8. Married couples under the age of 21 should not be able to withdraw 

from Indian status without the consult oi the Band Council. But if 

it is given the wife should have the right to retain her Indian status 
if she so desires. 

9. When a family withdraws to Indian status the children should retain 

theirs until they are 21. 

10. If a Band wishes to give up its status it should require a 2/3 majority 
vote while the minority would have the right to continue under the Act 

with a reasonable share of the lands, monies and other assets of the 

former Band. 

11. (1) A register of Indian lands should be kept but the Registry office 
should remain in Ottawa. 

(2) Individual Indians should be allowed to acnuire specific right to 
property within the reserve provided they have met the conditions 

as given by the Band Council. 

(3) Individuals should not be able to sell their land to persons who 
are not Band members. 

(4) Individuals could not have their land taken away from them without 

compensation but Band Councils could take land for public use. 

(5) A person would have the right to go to court against another person 
or the Band Council if he thought he was not being treated fairly 
over property. 

12. The present rules about selling reserve land should remain unchanged. 

13. The Minister should retain authority to deal with estates rather than 
giving this responsibility to the Indian and themselves under provincial 

law. 

14. Indians and the Band should be able to pledge all property other than real 

estate as security for loans with the lender being able to seize the 

pledged property if the debt is not paid. 

15. Individual Indians should be able to pledge their right of possession to 
land to their Band Council as security for loans but only to their Band 

Council. No right should be given to pledge possession of land either 

to a non-Indian or the Government. 
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16. Indians should be able to borrow from any source using their income 

from leased out nroperty as security for the loan but in the event 

that the loan was not repaid the lender would only have the risht to 

receive the rent from the leased nronerty and not title to the land 

itself. 

17. Indians whose income is earned on reserves and not contributed to the 
Canada Pension Plan but no provision should be made to tax income 

earned on reserve. 

18. That Provincial laws with special provision for separate schools re- 

place the present educational sections of the Act except that Section 

11? should be retained. 

19• All adult members of a Band should be allowed to vote on surrender 
proposals whether or not they live on a reserve. 

20. The Bana Council rather than the Minister should have the authority 

to oruer surveys and subdivisions undertaken. 

21. The provisions giving the Minister authority to operate farms on reserve 

land should be repealed. 

22. Section 32 of the Act should be repealed. 

23. Sections 105 and 106 of the Act should be repealed. 

24. The present liquor provisions under the Act (93 - 99) should be repealed. 

25. Band Councils should have the right to enter into short term leases (1 - 10) 
years on their own authority. 

26. A vote of the Band members at the request of the Band Council should be 

required for any lease longer than ten years. 

27. Band capital funds should be made available for making grants, loans 
and guarantee loans to individuals but not revenue funds. 3and Councils 

should be allowed the expenditure of Indian monies to provide for the 

health and welfare of all people residing on the reserve. The Minister 
should be given authority to cancel outstanding debts owed by Indians to 
the Band. Where Capital funds have been approved for expenditure the Act 

should allow these funds to be transferred to the reserve fund. The Act 

should also provide for the placing of income received by the Band Council 

in the Capital fund. The Act should also be changed to allow money received 
by Superintendents to be placed directly in the control of the Band rather 

than having it sent to Ottawa as at present. (Money derived from rentals 
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or other agreements). Alternately, the Band Council should be able 
to collect rental money but have it sent to Ottawa for deposit if it 
so desires. The Act should allow the distribution of one-half of the 
money received to the Band members of any sale of any Capital asset 
of the Band. Section 65(3) should be amended to read "with the 
consent of the Band Council". Section 66(3) should be also amended 
to read "with the consent of the Band Council". Section 67 should 
provide that the money of a husband or wife who deserts his or her 
family can be used for the care of the dependents if a court order has 
been issued to that effect. 

28. A band vote should be required before changing the local government 
system from band custom or before making any other change and this 
should be incorporated in the new Act. 

29. The voting age should be that for provincial elections and a person 
who meets this requirement should be allowed to vote whether they 
live on the reserve or not. 

30. Candidates for Band Council should only have to meet the age require- 
ments of provincial laws for municipal office. But election officials, 
police constables and full-time employees of the Band should not be 
eligible for positions on Band Councils. 

31. The present laws regarding the manner of selecting the Chief and Council 
of a Band should be retained but provision in the new Act, should be 
made for electing same by means of a single list of candidates where 
the Band wishes to do so. All members of the Band should be able to 
vote as long as the age requirement is met whether they live on the 
reserve or not. But only those who live on the reserve should be 
eligible to run for office. 

32. Individual Bands should be able to determine for themselves how long 
a term in office the Chief and Council should have or whether Councillors 
terms should ocerlap. VJhenever a vacancy for office comes up within six 
months of a general election the Council should be able to appoint another 
person to fill the vacancy. 

33. Individual Bands should be able to select the kind of local government 
which suits it best. 

34. Bands who wish to do so should be able to.form Band business corporations 
to administer the business affairs of the reserve community. 
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A PPBMülA C 

CONSULTATION hi Tria Nii/< ACT 

Rev. Douglas Sissenah — Spanish River No. 2 

1. The Band feels that the name of the new Act should be called "The 
Indian Act" because that is its original name. 

2. Yes! A permit should be given to our field staff and delegation or 
Band Council to have the authority to govern ourselves and have more 
power over our Band officers and Band decisions. As it stands now we 
are limited to the Indian Act as to have all our resolutions approved 
first before any of our decisions go through. It should not be nece- 
ssary for all our decisions to go through the Indians Affairs. 

3. No bands or persons should be excluded from tne provisions of the A.ct 
without their consent. Their consent should be required before they 
are excluded. 

4. YesI Children of unmarried Indian mothers should take their mother's 
status regardless of who the father might be. 

6. No! Non-Indian children adopted by Indian families should not gain the 
Indian status of that family. 

7. The term "enfranchisement" should be dropped and the term "withdrawn 
from Indian Status" should be used. 

8. No! Nobody under twenty-one years (21) should be able to withdraw 
from Indian Status. Married couples under twenty-one should not be 
able to withdraw from the Indian Status. 
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9. Children under age should be allowed to make their own decision 
when they are of age, if a family withdraws from Indian Status 
and have children under twenty-one, only the parents can withdraw 
from the Indian Status and the children under age can keep theirs. 

(b) After they have reached the age of twenty-one these children 
should be allowed to choose for themselves whether to withdraw 
from the Indian Status or not. 

10. (a) ««hen a Band wishes to give uo its Indian Status a two-thirds 
majority vote should be required before a band can withdraw 
from the operations of the Act. 

11. The list of suggestions on page 14 are not satisfactory to the Band. 
The list of suggested changes in property ownership regulations for 
reserve property should not be changed. This part of Indian Act 
should remain as it is. The majority of Band members are approved 
with the new regulations for reserve property. 
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APPENDIX D 

DISCUSSION 01 TIE "INDIAN ACT" 

Kr. Wilfred J. Owl — Spanish River No. 1 

1. The Band feels thdt the name of the new Act should be called "The 
Indian Act" because that is its original name. 

2. Yes! A permit should be given to our field staff and delegation or 
Band Council to have the authority to govern ourselves and nave more 
power over our Band decisions. As it stands now, we are limited to 
the Indian Act as to have all our resolutions approved first before 
any of our decisions go through. It should not be necessary for all 
our decisions to go through the Indian Affairs. 

3. No bands or persons should be excluded from tne provisions of the 
Act without their consent. Their consent snould be required before 
they are excluded. 

4. Yes! Children of unmarried Indian mother's should take their 
mother's status regardless of who the father may be. 

5. A person's Indian Status should not change with marriage. 

6. No! Non-Indian children adopted by Indian families should not gain 
the "Indian Status" of that family. 

7. The term "enfranchisement" snould be dropped and the term "withdrawn 
from Indian Status" should be used. 

8. No! Nobody under twenty-one years (21) should be able to withdraw 
from Indian Status. Married couples under twenty-one would not be 
able to withdraw from the Indian Status. 
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9. Children under age should be allowed to make their own decision 
when they are of age. If a family withdraws frcm Indian Status 

and have children under twenty-one, only the parents can withdraw 

from the Indian Status and the children can keep theirs. 

(b) After they have reached the age twenty-one these children 
should be allowed to choose for themselves whether to withdraw 

from Indian Status or not. 

10. When a Band wishes to give its Indian Status a two-thirds majority 
votes should be required, before a Band can withdraw from the 

operations of the Act. 

(b) Yesl The minority should have the right to remain under the 

Act. 

11. The list of suggestions on page 14 are not satisfactory to the Band. 

The list of suggested changes in property ownership regulations for 

reserve property should not be changed. This part of Indian Act 
should remain as it is. The majority of Band members are opposed 

with the new regulations for reserve property. 
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APPENDIX E 

SUBMISSION 

Mr. Camille Chiblow — Mississauga 

1. Leave the name as is 

2. Yes 

3. Yes 

4. Yes 

5. (a) No (b) No (c) Yes 

6. No If the child is an Indian it is 0. K. 

7. It would be up to the individual providing he was old enough 

8. They should be at least 21 

9. Children should be allowed to retain their membership 

10. (a) No (b) Yes 

11. No answer 

12. No 

13. Yes 

14. No 

15. No 

16. No 

17. It would be up to the individual to decide for himself 

18. No answer 

19. Yes 
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20. Yes 

21. No answer 

22. No answer 

23. Yes 

2k. Leave as it is 

25. Yes for five years on tne authority of the Band Council 

26. (b) Yes 

27. No answer 

28. Should be required by a Band vote 

29. Should be 21 years at least 

30. Should be at least 21 

31. Yes for all parts 

32. Councils terms should overlap 

33. Yes 

34. Yes 
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APPENDIX t 

SUBMISSION 

Chief Gus Debassige — West Bay 

NOTES complied from the resolutions oassed at the ./est Bay Band Meetings 
on the Present Indian ^ct. 

Questions taken from the Discussion Handbook "Choosing a Path" 

Discussion Group comoosed of the Chief, with a Council and Band 
members were in attendance of Band Meetings shown on the Timetable. 

SUBJECT ,fl 

Should the name of the new Act be "The Indian Act" or would 
another name be better? 

The feeling of those present was mixed : Some suggested it remain 
the same with the word "NEW" added, (New Indian Act). Others agreed with 
the comments under No. 1 where it states that certain resentiments have 
developed, therefore, it would eliminate some animosity by having the title 
changed. "Suggested the following: Indian Legislation, Indian Policy, or 
Indian Status". 

SUBJECT if2 

Should the Act permit delegation of authority so that Band Councils 
and field staff can make more decisions? 

The consenses of the meeting was that the involvement of the 
Minister with legal documents is satisfactory, however, more care should be 
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taken on rapid transmittal of resolutions from Agency Office and Section 30 
be brought up to date with authority to Band Go mcils to bring into effect 
immediately any By-Laws that are necessary. 

SUBJECT tf3 

At nresent, persons or Bands can be excluded from the provisions 
of the «et without their consent. Should their consent be required? 

The Jest Bay Band Council and Band members were unanimous that 
the Department must continue to consult the Band Council and the Individual 
member before the Governor in Council has the authority to exercise the 
power now outlined in section 4 of the present Indian _;.ct. 

SUoJECT y4 

Should the children of unmarried Indian mothers take their 
mother's status regardless of who the father might be? 

Considering this section as tne most vital to the Administrators 
of Reserves also, owing to the implementation of the Human Rights Code. We 
therefore, agreed that part 4 remain in its present form including Section 12 
(a) of the Indian Act (protest of illegitimate child). 

Should the child of an unwed Indian woman be required to give up 
Indian status if its Indian mother and non-Indian father subsequently marry? 

This should be treated comoarable to an adoption of Indian child 
to a non-Indian family, this also pertains to a child adopted by a step- 
father. The adoption should be final as in Subject No. 6 (NEXT PAGE). 

SUBJECT 

Should an Indian woman marrying a non-Indian take the status of 
her husband? 

Should each retain their own status as it was before they married? 

Should a non-Indian woman who marries an Indian, gain Indian status? 

The Council and Band members decided that in their opinion an Indian 
girl who marries a non-Indian man should become of the same status as her 
husband. 
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SUBJECT y6 

Should non-Indian children adopted by Indian families have 
Irdian Status? 

The Council and Band members considered the well-being of 
tne families concerned ana resolved that, an Indian child adopted by 
non-Indian cease Band membersnip. A non-Indian child adopted by an 
Indian family snould be admitted to Band Membership. 

SUBJECT f-7 

.should the term "enfranchisement" be dropped? 

Should an Indian be able to withdraw from Indian Status by 
simply deciding that he wishes to do so? 

Resolved by the 'Vest Bay Council and Band members that no 
Indian male or unmarried Indian female be allowed to withdraw from 
Band Membership or Indian Status and that Section 12 (a) (Iv) be 
removed and not included in the revised Act. 

SUBJECT a-8 

Should married counles, where the husband or the wife, or both 
are under twenty-one years old be able to withdraw from Indian Status? 

The feeling of the West Bay Council and members is that married 
couples who are under tne age of 21 not be allowed to withdraw from 3and 
Membership or Indian Status. 

SUBJECT #9 

'..'hen a family withdraws from Indian Status, should their children 
lose their Indian Status too? 

At what age should children be allowed to choose for themselves? 
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Should children be allowed to retain their membership, if 

their parents have dropped theirs? 

In normal circumstances the children should retain their 

Indian Status from childhood through to the age of 21. 

FOh EXAMPLE; Several people who were withdrawn from member- 

snip by their mothers and fathers are returning to the reserve and declaring 

that it was unfair to them that their parents made that decision, while 
they were minors. 

SUBJECT £10 

/-hen a Band wishes to give up its status, should it require a 
two-thirds majority vote, or is a simule majority enough? Should a 

minority have the right to remain under the Act? 

Council and members of .vest Bay Reserve resolved under no 

circumstances will the /.est Bay Band give up its status, therefore, did 
not consider what percentage vote would be accepted, however, we do not 
entirely ignore the fact that in other parts of Canada certain Bands may 

consider it necessary to do so. 

SUBJECT fll 

Page 14 gives a list of sugge 

regulations for reserve property. Are 

Band? 

sted changes in property ownership 

they suitable suggestions for your 

This subject was thoroughly reviewed, but no corm .ittements were 

taken in any respect. 

SUBJECT £12 

Should the present rules about selling reserve land be kept, or 

changed? 

Majority of Indian people are thinking in term of no more land 

surrender - only in cases of necessary Community developments, this would 

normally pertain to small amounts at any one t .me such as provincial road 

developments. The Band Council then could decide with the consent of the 

property owners. 
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SUBJECT tl'j 

Should Indians have the right and resoonsibility for dealing 
with their estates under provincial law? 

The «est Bay Band was in favour of retaining the whole 

administration of estates under .sections 42 to 48 in the oresent Act. 
—NOTE— Section 51 dealing with mentally incompetent people; this case 

or Section could be deleted as it only a repetition of the general estate 

Section. 

SUBJECT drl4 

Should Indians and the Band be able to pledge all property 
other than real estate as security for loans with the lender being able 

to seize the pledged property if the debt is not paid? 

This subject is cuite important and should be considered on 
the grounds that most Indian peonle today believe that owning to the fact 

that tney are restricted in making loans, they cannot achieve economic 

advancement, therefore they should be permitted to make loans on property 

other than land holdings. 

SUBJ.-.CT it 15 

Should individual Indians be able to pledge their right of 

possession to land to their Band Council (or the government) as security 
for loans? 

The old Indian Act contained a provision whereby the Band 
members could pledge tne interest in the land to the Band for a loan. It 

appears nothing is wrong with this arrangement; however, the Band could 

exercise a stricter policy in regards to re-oayments and in case of 

failure take possession of the land. 

SUBJECT fl6 

Should Indians be able to borrow from any source using their 
income from leased out property as security for the loan? 
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Any Indian progressive enough that he r:as arranged a monetary 
income and feels he requires a larger sum of money for a soecific 
uurDose, ne should be allowed to pledge his income for a loan — if this 
happens to be rental from a lease, provisions should be made for the 
rental to be paid to the lender through Council Action if he defaults in 
his payments. 

SUBJECT r17 

Should Indians whose income is earned on reserves and not taxed, 
contribute to the Canada Pension Plan, or if they live in Quebec, The Quebec 
Pension Plan? 

However the suggested plan contained in the Suplementary sheets 
which states (Page 16) under Sub-Section (B) — make provision in the 
New Act, so that income will be exempt from taxation could be used for 
calculating contributions and benefits under Canada Pension Plan, and the 
authority would be included in Section 66 (2) to authorize payments to the 
Canada Pension Plan and Quebec Pension Plan, also, any future contributory 
social security programmes and plans on behalf of Band employee's may be 
considered. 

SUBJECT #18 

To be reconsidered at a later date when more information is 
received. 

SUBJECT fflQ 

Should all adult members of a Band whether or not they live on 
a reserve be allowed to vote on surrender proposals? 

The best Bay Council and members have through-out the discussion 
periods and meetings definitely decided not to surrender any Reserve lands, 
therefore they were agreeable that members living off the Reserve be per- 
mitted to vote on all important oroposals, initiated by the Band. 

SUBJECT /, 20 

Do you agree that the Band Council, rather than tne Minister 
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should have the authority to order surveys and subdivisions undertaken? 

The .Jest Bay Band resolved tnat the Band Council snould have 
the authority to order surveys and sub-divisions undertaken. 

SUBJECT *21 

D0 you agree that the provision giving the Minister authority 
to operate farms on reserve land should be repealed? 

The West Bay Band was quite definite in this resolution and 
recommended that Section 70 should give authority to the Band Council 
to arrange if necessary this undertaking. 

SUBJECT #22 

A Section of the Act says that Indians in the Prairie Provinces 
must get permission from tne Agency Superintendent before they can sell 
animals or produce off the reserve; do you agree that this Section should 
be repealed? 

The West Bay Band feel that Section 22 may have been necessary 
in the past, but now, of this era it is no longer important and should 
be repealed. 

SUBJECT #23 

Do you agree that the Section giving authority to appoint the 
Agency Superintendent as Justice of the Peace should be repealed? 

The West Bay Band feels that since two members of Indian Bands 
have been appointed "Justice of the Peace" it is not necessary that Agency 
Superintendents be appointed and that Sections 105 and 106 of the present 
Act be repealed. 
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SUBJECT y 24 

Do you agree that the Sections on liquor should be repealed? 

The Council and members voted unanimous to repeal the whole 

subject oi the intoxicants in the present let Sections 93 to 100. They 

felt that, to be under the two laws: Provincial and the Indian Act, 
presents discrimination against Indians living off the Reserve. The Band 

tnerefore resolved: That the existing provisions of the Indian Act be 

repealed and the Band Council be given authority to pass a By-Law respecting 

local conditions. 

SUBJECT ,f25 

Should Band Councils be able to enter into short term leases 

on their own authority? How long a term? 

For some years the Indian land owners have been exercising 
complete control of their econimic advancement. It is conceivable that 

if he has an opoortunity to lease some of his holding, it should not be 

unduly delayed, therefore, the Act should be written to omit the word 

(Minister) and replace it with (Band Council) with authority to lease for 
the benefit of his Band members any portion agreed upon, without the land 

bring (surrendered for lease which now appears in the present Act) the 
leases could be forwarded to Agency Office for recording and safe keeping. 

SUBJECT #26 

should the Minister at tne request of the Band Council be able 

to enter into leases up to twenty-one years without a vote of the Band? 
Should a vote be required for longer term leases? 

Firstly, we will deal with Band voting: This is always a 
major undertaking and often not successful as it should be, therefore, 

we feel that tht Minister should be consulted and disapproval be obtained 

for leases up to 21 years and longer negotiated direct from Band Council. 

SUBJECT u2? 

should Band Capital Funds be used for making grants, loans and 
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guarantee loans to individuals? Should Revenue Funds be used for such 

purposes? How wide should Band Council's powers over Band Funds be? 

Considering each Band has Capital Fund and Revenue Fund. The 
present Act restricts the use of Capital Fund for certaxn Drojects. The 
Revenue Fund is not sufficient to carry on a large development programme 

therefore, it seem reasonable to sug.rest that the Act should be written to 

give authority tc transfer monies from Capital Fund to Revenue Fund and 

when Revenue has accommulated sufficient amount over the demands of adminis- 

tration, a transfer could be made to Capital. But under no circumstances 

should Capital Fund be transferred to local Band accounts. 

SUBJECT #28 

The present practice is to take a Band vote before changing 
the local government system from Band custom or before making any other change; 

do you agree that this should be required by law? 

Some instances the enforcement of Elective System on Bands who 

carry on Band Customs in elections of their Council, have caused unsatis- 

factory conditions on Reserves, therefore provisions should be made in 
the Act that Band Councils must be consulted before any action is taken 

in this respect. The prerogative or the Council would be to decide if a 
Band vote is necessary. 

SUBJECT #29 

Should the voting age be that for Provincial Elections? 

(A) Males age 21 years 

(B) Females age 18 years 

Females should be considered adults when assuming the responsi- 

bility of raising a family and creating a home for her husband and children. 
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BUuJ-CT if30 

Cnould candidates fer Band Council have to meet the age 
requirements of Provincial laws for Municipal Office? 

Candidates for Band Council should have attained the age 
of 21 years of age. 

CIJBJnCT tf'31 

bhould it be nossible for a Band to choose its Chief and 
Councillors from a single list of candidates, with the person getting 
the most votes becoming chief and a number of others becoming councillors? 

Under the oresent system, three or four top men are usually 
nominated for C.ief. One is elected and three good men are eliminated 
from any further service to tneir Band. It has been proposed that the 
Chief by elected by obtaining the highest number of votes. If this system 
was adopted the services of all top men can be retained. 

CJBJECI 

Should tne length of Councillors' terms have a fixed time 
limit of one, two or three years as decided by the Band? Should 
Councillors' terms overlap so that only part of the Council comes up 
for election at one time? 

The Band Councils should consider this Subject with the 
outmost care, as it is in effect in all Municipal Administrations. The 
merit of retaining at all times. Certain amount of experienced Councillors 
seems to outweigh a comnlete change at each election. 

I feel the Minister should be the authority to decide whether 
an election is a proper one. 

Section 110 subsections (2) (3) W deals with Band members 
withdrawing from Band membership. These Sections gives him the option 
to have his land that he owns at the time of withdrawal, to become 
enfrancr.ised with him (such as Anglin's and Blue's prooerty) here on West 
Bay Reserve. 

I would recommend that you read these Sections and suggest 
they be reoealed. 

The (Test Bay Band Council and Band members convened for the 
purpose of oreposing changes in the present Indian Act. 
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RhoOLVaU; 

.vhBRBi.S : 

That, the list of Resolutions attached i.ereto represent 
tne wisr.es of our Band. 

The time factor nas not been sufficient to cover thoroughly 
ail of the Sections now included in tne oresent j.ndian net. 
We nave encieavoured to assist as much as nossible. 

The Council and Band members realize tnat tre re-written Act 
will effect the whole Indian Population of Canada, we feel 
our contribution will assist in the re-writting of the New 
Act and bring about a more appropriate and comprehensive 
legislation. 
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APPENDIX 0 

SUBMISSION 

Chief Joseph Dokis — Dokis Band 

1. The name to stay same way Indian Act 

2. Yes! More Authority to the Band Councils 

3. Yes! There should be required 

4. Only if the father is an Indian Status 

5. An Indian woman marrying a non-Indian take the status of her band 

(a) Yes! Non-Indian woman who marries an Indian take statua of 

her band 

6. No 

7. Yes! If he wishes to do so 

8. No 

9. Children should be allowed to retain their membership until they 
get to be 21 years 

10. Yes 

11. We should change Section 88 of the present Act so only applies 

to real property on band 

12. Kept 

13. Yes! They should have the right to deal with their statu» with 
the Band Council 

14. Leave as it is 
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13. -es 

16. 

17. 

IB. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

35. 

34. 

Yes 

Up to them 

Provincia' lav; with r.o special provisions replace tnem 

Yes! Only ones the Heservo 're alLowed to vote 

The Band Council should have the authority 

Ko answer 

Yes! They should have to get permission 

Take it of all together 

Yes! It should be taking out 

Yes! for 5 years 

Band vote be required 

Yes! Band Capital Fund should be use for loans 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes! They should meet age requirement of the Provincial laws 

No! They should vote for Chief and Councillors 

They should hold office more than 2 years terms 

Yes! Each band should be able to select the kind of local 

government they want. 

Yes! They should be allowed to form Band Business 
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