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September 16, 1968. 

Mr. Clark, Regional Director of Indian Affairs, Saskatchewan, 
opened the meeting at 900 a.m. and, on behalf of the Minister, the 
Honourable Jean Chretien, welcomed all the Indian spokesmen throughout 
the Province of Saskatchewan to the Consultation Meeting with regard to the 
proposed amendments to the Indian Act. He also welcomed members of the 
public. Mr. Clark advised the meeting that the Honourable R.K. Andras, 
Minister without Portfolio, would be attending the Session next day so 
that they would have Cabinet representation at that time. Mr. Clark 
pointed out that Walter Dieter is both the Chief, of the Federation of 
Saskatchewan Indians and also the Chief of the National Indian Brotherhood 
and is attending all Consultation Meetings across Canada. Mr. Clark then 
invited Mr. Dieter as Chief of the National Indian Brotherhood to act as 
Co-Chairman pro tem until such time as the delegates selected their Indian 
Co-Chairman to act with him. 

Co-Chairman (Pro Tem) Mr. Walter Dieter, Chief, Federation of 
Saskatchewan Indians, and Chief, National Indian Brotherhood, welcomed 
the delegates. He mentioned that there were some very important things 
to discuss. He felt that consideration should be given to the appoin- 
tment of a number of alternate Chairmen. The delegates were then in- 
troduced. 

Mr. Clark, after announcing administrative details, introduced 
the officials from Ottawa:— Mr. C.I. Fairholm, Director of Policy and 
Planning, Mr. L.L. Brown, Chief, Federal-Provincial Relations, 
Mr. Les Smith, Mr. George Rimek, Rapporteurs, Mr. Jules D’Astous, 
Director of Administration, and Mr. Bill Fox, Branch Information Officer» 
He also introduced Mr. Ab Douglas, Member of Parliament for Assiniboine 
and Dr. Waldron, Medical Services Directorate. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm, at the request of the Co-Chairman Mr. Clark, 
addressed the group stating that this was the sixth meeting that both 
he and Mr. Dieter had attended and he was pleased to start proceedings 
in Saskatchewan on what was really a very important matter for not only 
the Indian people but all the people of Canada. 

He said that he would like to give a brief outline of the 
purpose of the meeting — to find out what the majority believed should 
be in the new Indian Act and to discover our roles here. He pointed out 
that the present Indian Act deals with Indian status, membership - how 
it is gained - how it is lost, management of Reserve lands, community 
funds, Indian estates, the composition, selection and powers of Band 
Councils, legal rights, taxation, liquor, education, and other special 
matters, but it did not cover welfare programmes, housing, training for 
employment and many other matters. These were to be found in other 
Federal or Provincial laws or in the estimates - the annual estimates 
of the Department, so that quite a number of events that touch on the 
lives of people every day are not detailed in the present Indian Act. 
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From the foregoing, he felt that everyone should be clear on some of the 
things that were and some of the things that were not in the Act at this 
time. 

He reminded them that they were here to speak on behalf of their 
particular Bands and the Departmental representatives wére here to listen, 
not to defend what went on before nor to argue with them about what they 
(the Indians) wanted. The representative's job was to explain what the 
present Act says and how it works and to suggest possibilities when they 
(the Indians) were dissatisfied with the present Act but uncertain of 
what might take its place. So the present job - the job of Mr. Brown, 
Mr. D'Astous and himself was to make the talks as productive as possible* 

He mentioned that over the years since 1951, many Indian and 
non-Indian people had talked about the short-comings of the Federal 
Indian Act. There had been many suggestions about what should take its 
place; it was being said that the Government wanted a law which would 
allow the various Bands to choose for themselves how much of their own 
business they wanted to do. He said that they would want to ensure that 
the powers of the people - the Indian people, the Council, and the 
Government were properly set out and might want the Act to include some 
other things where conditions required special consideration. 

He said he knew that things were not the same everywhere for 
the Indian people any more than they were for other people, and that 
there could be things which would work in some communities but not in 
others. For this reason, he hoped that while each would be saying 
what they wanted in their own community, they would not try to stop 
other different communities from getting what they believed they must 
have — in other words — the law must allow for all. 

This was, he pointed out an important step in consultation 
and only one of many. He noted that from time to time in the last 
number of years, Councils had come up with suggestions, various in- 
dividuals had made suggestions about the things that really bothered 
them, and organizations had put forward their views. All of these 
had been coming forward for the last number of years from many 
different groups. He said that this concern with the present Indian 
Act was noted and discussed in the Indians' Regional Advisory Councils 
and across the country at different times over the last three years 
and that it was from all these discussions right up to the present 
time that a handbook "Choosing a Path" had been prepared. He was sure 
that although certain questions were posed, there were many more that 
could have been asked but that questions must be raised so answers 
could be given. He felt that they had many other questions to raise 
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and, in fact, at some of the other meetings the delegates or the 
Band spokesmen raised such other matters as Indian rights and Treaty 
rights. He hoped everyone present would feel free to raise any matter 
which they thought could be resolved by legislation. 

He informed the meeting that as there had been records made 
at other meetings already held, there would also be a record of the 
present meeting and of those meetings yet to come; these records would 
be sent to every spokesman, to all the Councils, not only in Saskatchewan, 
but to all Indian Councils and spokesmen in other parts of Canada as well. 
He assured them that they would receive the Minutes of the other meetings 
already held and those yet to come so that when all the meetings across 
the country had been completed and the Minutes printed, they would have 
a complete record of what had taken place. It was Mr. Fairholm's 
understanding that after all these meetings had been completed about 
the middle of December or there-abouts, the Minister, Mr. Chrétien, 
hoped to have a National meeting at which representatives of each of 
these Regional meetings would attend together with a nominee from each 
of the major Indian associations. This, then, would be a further step 
taken at the completion of this series of meetings that were now being 
held. He noted that the dates had not been set for that meeting but 
there was some talk of it being held in January. 

In addition to what might be said at this meeting, he thought 
it should be quite clear that if anyone had second thoughts about what 
should be in the new law or on any of the questions after other Indians 
in other parts of Canada had spoken, they could write to the Department 
and tell the Departmental representatives — even better, they (the 
Indians) could write to their Members of Parliament to tell them what 
they wanted because after all they were the ones that would make the 
final decisions on the revisions of the law. 

Mr. Fairholm made the observation that although the Band 
spokesmen were the ones participating in the meeting, everything was 
open and everyone would be heard particularly by the press who might 
be attending the proceedings. He hoped that during the next few days 
there would be a good exchange of views and that everyone would feel 
free to say exactly what they thought should be in the new law or 
whether, in fact, there should be an Indian Act at all as there 
could be another view taken. It was up to them to make their views 
known, rfhile there v*>uld be other opportunities, Mr, Fairholm felt 
this one was very important. He was sure everyone hoped that these 
meetings would provide a better understanding of what needs to be 
done and provide a new outlook and a new relationship benefiting all 
of us - both Indian people and other people in Canada in the years 
ahead. 
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Mr. Clark advised the delegates that the meeting was being 

covered by the press. He emphasized that the delegates identify 

themselves when speaking as the discussions were being taped. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm mentioned that he thought it was the usual 

procedure on the first day of the meeting, for the Indian delegates to 
hold a meeting to choose an Indian Co-Chairman and to establish a 

priority of items to be discussed, if this was the wish of the 

delegates. He stated that the Indian delegates would be able to meet 

alone without Branch officials for this purpose. He assured them 
that they did not have to follow the order of questions in the booklet 

"Choosing a Path" although the questions were set out as items that 

might be considered. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito (Mosquito-Grizzly Bear’s Head Band) 

stated that he would like the delegates to have a private meeting from 
10:00 to 12:00 noon. 

Mr. Clark asked if this was the wish of the group and asked for 

a show of hands to indicate their wishes. The majority were in favour 
of a private meeting to last until 12:00 noon. 

closed session 

Monday p.m. 

Mr. Clark called the meeting to order and inquired if the 

Indian spokesmen who would like to listen to the meeting in Cree had 

access to the interpreter’s remarks. There were no problems in this 
regard. Mir. Dieter was then called upon to give the results of the 
closed meeting. 

Mr. Walter Dieter mentioned that they had decided that the 

Chairman would be selected from an alternate delegate or someone 

who was not a delegate so that delegates would have a chance to sspeak. 

He mentioned that the Chairman for Monday was Ted Keewatin. 
Gordon Ahenakew would be the Chairman for Tuesday and David Ahenakew 

would be the Chairman for Wednesday and Francis Desnomie would be the 

Chairman on Thursday with the Chairmanship for Friday left open. He 
said they had discussed priorities but hadn't completed an agenda on 
what they wanted first. They had touched upon Treaty Rights but wanted 

to wait until the Minister was present before discussing these. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band suggested that the 

meeting be started with a prayer. He asked Reverend Cuthand to say a 
few words. 

Reverend Cuthand offered a prayer in the Cree language. 

Chief George Whitefish of the Big River Band also offered a 

prayer as an Indian elder. 
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Co-Chairman Mr. Ted Keewatin announced that the session was 
open for discussion. He said that no order of priority for discussion 

was established and looked to the delegates to suggest the items of 

most importance to them. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito of the Mosquito-Grizzly Bear’s Head Band 
asked the Indian Affairs officials for the background of the Indian Act. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained the background of the Indian Act 

and some of the things that it contained. He noted that there had been 
legislation with respect to Indians for many years, in some areas going 
back over a hundred years. Some things which were dealt with in the 

early years have continued down until today. He explained that when 

people came to this continent, there was a demand for fur because of 

women’s fashions, hence the fur trade, and one of the things that went 

hand in hand with the fur trade was rum. In the early years there 

were attempts to prohibit the use of rum or liquor in dealings with 
Indian people so various ordinances were passed prohibiting the use of 

liquor and this continued for many years. 

Secondly, Mr. Fairholm continued, there were various agreements 
entered into with Indian people and in this part of Canada they are 

called Treaties whereby lands were ceded to the Crown and in return 
certain named benefits or considerations were part of the agreement. 
One of these was land reserved for the use and benefit of a particular 

group or band of Indians. Once that had taken place it was felt there 
was need for some legislation to govern the management of land. 

Mr. Fairholm went on to explain that when you have property, 

you have to then determine who is entitled to use the property. If it 
was for Indian people, then you had to know who was an Indian in 

terms of being able to use the land that had been set apart for this 
particular group of people. Then there were various things relating to 

membership in a band; who was and who was not entitled and this was set 
out in legislation. 

Further, Mr. Fairholm said, if you have land, and assets of that 
kind, and you dispose of some of it either by sale or by renting and 
obtain community funds, there needs to be some rules set out whereby 

community funds are managed and used and for what purposes, so in the 
development of the Act you have certain things to do with the management 
of Band Funds. 

So, Mr. Fairholm said, all of these things come together in the 
Act covering about ten main areas. First of all, who is an Indian...the 

membership part of it...how you get in and who may leave and how it is 

done. Secondly, how the lands that are set aside may be sold and managed 
or leased and what rights an individual may get within the reserve com- 
munity. Then, Mr. Fairholm went on, there are the questions arising when 

people die — who is entitled to share in the land in the terms of a Will 
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or when they die intestate without leaving a Will, who is entitled to a 
share; who is going to run the reserve. He said that the group which 

take care of these matters are called councils. 'Hien he said there is 
the process in which they are selected and chosen and for how long, 
whether it is by custom of the Band or whether it is by periodic elec- 

tions and if it is by elections, who is entitled to Vote. These things 

are covered. With relation to taxation, which is included in the 

present legislation, Mr. Fairholm noted that the land is not subject to 

tax and the Indian person who earns his income on the reserve is not 

subject to tax on the income that he earns on the reserve. There were 

questions of legal rights in terms of seizure of property. Reserve 
lands are not subject to seizure and the property that a person has on 

the reserve is not subject to seizure. 

There is the question of education, the authority to establish 

schools, to enter into agreements with provinces, with local school 

boards, and with religious or charitable organizations, together with 
certain regulations or guidelines on attendance at school—all are in- 

cluded in the Act. 

Mr. Fairholm added that these are the basic things that are 

covered in the present Act and stated that it had become increasingly 

evident from the remarks made by Indian people across the country that 

the present law does not meet the needs of Indian communities or in- 
dividuals as it should and many suggestions had been made that this or 

that be changed or deleted or something else added. In summing up, 
Mr. Fairholm said that the real purpose of these meetings was to find 
out from the Indian people what the prime concern was in their own 

community, in other words, if the shoe pinches somewhere you can 

either get a new shoe or alter it in some way so that it doesn't pinch 

any longer....the shoe being the Indian Act. Mr. Fairholm suggested 

that if the Act pinches arid doesn't meet the requirements in a particular 
community, then discuss in what way it ought to be changed or what it 

really should be able to do to meet the kind of things that are really 

necessary for the communities and individuals. It was suggested that it 

be put in terms of their own ideas of individual liberty and of being 

able to do things themselves. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito noted that Mr. Fairholm made no mention of 

Indian Treaty Rights in his comments. He quoted from a document on the 

"Background of the Indian Act" as follows: 

"The Indian Act represents legislation 
taking precedence over provincial 
legislation which the Parliament of 

Canada considers is essential to the 

needs of the Indian people, not only 

as a safeguard to protect their Treaty 
and Property Rights, but as a means of 
promoting their advancement." 
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Mr. Ted Keewatin asked if there were any further comments. 

Mr. George Nicotine said he understood the Government of 
Canada or the Indian Affairs wanted to make some revision to the 

Indian Act,. They always have legal counsel. The Indian people were 

faced with problems which will affect not only this generation but 

the generations to come. He asked what legal counsel they had or 

educational and political equality. He said there was a lot of con- 

fusion about what is to be done. Some main grievances in the past were 
ignored by the Department of Indian Affairs of the Federal Government, 
but he expected something favourable would be given them. They were in 
a hard situation because this was the first time there was consul- 

tation with the Indian. In the past when they passed the Indian Act in 
1880 and 1951, there was no representation (Indian representation) in 

Parliament. All of a sudden this was being changed and the views and 
opinions of the Indians were being gathered from the Indian himself— 
not from the white people, but the Indians haven't legal advice. He 

asked whether a discussion section by section would be for their 

benefit or if this would only jeopardize their Treaties. 

Mr. Ted Keewatin asked if there were any comments with regard 
to Mr. Nicotine's suggestion. 

Mr. Hilliard McNabb of the Gordon Band was of the opinion that 

some of the delegates were a little confused as to why they were attend- 
ing the meeting and he thought it would be a good idea to ask one of the 

Indian Affairs officials to explain the role the Indian delegates would 
play in the next few days. He wanted to know if the Indian Affairs 

officials were just gathering the general opinion. He thought that if the 
delegates received an explanation, it would help them get down to 

business. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that they were there to obtain from the 
delegates and by discussion the views of each particular community. 
Final decisions were not being made here. It was the collecting of the 

views of the Indian people so that the Government will then be in a 
better position after having obtained their views to frame legislation 
which will accommodate as far as possible the needs of various com- 

munities across the country. He suggested they put forward ideas that 
they thought should be expressed or problems that they had in their 
community which are not being met through the present Act. He pointed 
out that there were some here who might have definite views on whether or 

not, for example, an illegitimate child shall take the status of its 

mother or not. Probably many had views on whether an adopted child 

should go with its adopted parents or not and be full fledged members of 
the family, with all the rights and privileges that go with being a 
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member of the family. Mr. Fairholm thought that all probably had views on 

whether or not a person should be able to retain his status regardless 

of being married or not to a non-Indian. He said many were members of 

Councils or had been members of Councils arid could express their views 
on whether or not they should be running more of the affairs of their 
local community or whether decisions should be made by the Minister in 

Ottawa, whether local decisions could be made instead of having to go to 

Regional Office or the Minister in Ottawa to have the decisions made. 

Mr. Fairholm said they could say clearly they would like the Council to 

have more authority. They would like to make sure that they have a 
voice in education or more say in the various kinds of programs that are 
operating locally through the Council. Then, if the delegates say these 

things, it will be easier for the Government to frame legislation which will 

take all this in to account. At present there are certain things that 
cannot be done under the Indian Act as it is now written. If changes 

are not made, then some will continue to ask for the same things 
because it isn't possible under the existing legislation to do it. 

Mr. Fairholm noted that the questions asked in the booklet "Choosing a 

Path" really were the kinds of questions that various Regional Advisory 

Councils and the leaders of Indian organizations across Canada had 
raised at some time or another. As an example, should there be liquor 

provisions and special penalties for Indians because of drinking. The 
Indian Act now says there should be; however, he wanted to know their 

views. He said that by going through these questions and the other ones 
that they would want to raise about Treaty rights or about Indian rights 

and other ones at the end of the meeting, there would be a fairly good 
indication of the views of most of the Bands across Saskatchewan. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band asked Mr. Fairholm 

if the Government thinks that one Indian Act across Canada is suitable. 

Mr. Fairholm said that after the eighteen or nineteen meetings 

this might be known. It could be, he went on, that one Act would be 
suitable as at present. However, the team was finding out more and more. 

The conditions across the country vary a great deal. What might be suit- 

able in Saskatchewan wasn't necessarily suitable in southern Ontario or 
in the Maritimes and might not be suitable in British Columbia. He 

added,that what may come is a very flexible Act, able to meet the needs of 
Saskatchewan as well as the needs of other places while, on the other hand, 

it might require different Acts. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis, relating to his discussions with other 

Indians in the Battleford Agency, said he believed his Indians in Treaty 

No. 6 should have a separate Indian Act for themselves where they wouldn't 
jeopardize other Treaties and others wouldn't jeopardize their Treaties. 

He was concerned about his particular Treaty. He said his people 
wanted to protect it and wanted the Government to say it still is a 
living thing as it was when the first white man promised it to them in 

God's name. As it was still the same God to the Indian people, he hoped 

it was still the same one to the Government. He said they believed that 

their Treaty still stood as it did when promised to them. They were 

suspicious because the white men didn't do right by them. He referred 
to their Medicare, the medicine chest in their Treaties, which was in- 

terpreted in the wrong way, not the way they uiklerstood it. 

Mr. Tootoosis went on to say that white men did not understand 
the background of Indians, that they read about Indians from history 

xdiich they, themselves, had written. If they came and lived with the 

Indians and learned their background as Indians, and their language, then 

they would understand what the Indians had at the time of the Treaty, 
and the promises that were made to them. Mr. Tootoosis continued by 

saying they believed that they had the right to their medicine chest 
but as soon as an Indian boy moves off the reserve with his family, he is 

compelled to pay his heritage of a promise by the Queen. No wonder they 
stay on the reserve and stay on relief. He believed they should have a 

separate Indian Act on Treaty No. 6, surely better than the ones across 
Canada. He mentioned the white people's Municipal Act. He believed 

every province had one a little bit different. He didn't think the white 
man would stand for one Municipal Act across Canada. Why then, he asked, 

should the Government expect Indians to be satisfied with one Indian Act 

across Canada when they all had different Treaties — a little bit 

different promises in their Treaties. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde of the Little Black Bear Band wanted to 
see changes in the Indian Act whereby his Council could make decisions 
to provide self government. He said the Indian Act today does not 

provide for anything as such. He felt very strongly that changes in the 

Indian Act are required and he felt that it could incorporate some of 
the fine things of the Treaties. He felt that something should be put 
in the Indian Act so that the Indian would feel safe when he leaves the 

Indian Reserve. He felt that things are unbalanced in the present day. 

Mr. Peter Dubois of the Association of Urban Indians, Fort 

Qu'Appelle with regard to the comments made by Mr. Bellegarde, felt 
that some changes should be made to the Indian Act but that it should be 

kept in mind the Indians have Treaty rights to which they are entitled. 
He realized that many injustices were done to the Indian people in the 

past. He asked for support from the delegates that this might be their 

challenge to the Government to bring about a "Just Society" that they 
(the Government) talk about. He appealed to the delegates to set aside 

petty differences and to maintain a high moral standard with xjhich to 

contribute to the society. He felt that the Treaties should be recog- 
nized at all times but he also felt that the xxrban Indians are being 

penalized when they go into urban centres. He felt that they were cufc 
off from the benefits received by Indians on Reserves yet they are con- 

tributing to the economy and not really getting too much in return. 
He mentioned that many of the young Indian people are not sxifficiently 

equipped to go out and compete successfully in urban areas. 
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Mr. Solomon Mosquito of the Mosquito-Grizzly Bear's Head Band 
wanted to establish a definite connection between the Indian Act and the 
protection of the Treaties. He stated that the background of the 
Indian Act according to the information he had, was for the purpose of 
protecting Treaty Rights. He said he wanted to establish this fact and 
this was the reason why he asked the question on the background of the 
Indian Act earlier. He felt that the present Indian Act might be suit- 
able for Indians of British Columbia and Ontario who are more advanced but 
it is not suitable in Saskatchewan. He again asked if the purpose of the 
Indian Act was not to protect Indian Treaty and property rights. He 
noted that they want to change the Indian Act and wondered if this would 
exclude the rights under the Treaties. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that changes in the Indian Act were 
not to do away with the protection of land or property but to enable 
bands and Indians to better manage the property themselves. He knew of 
nothing that would change the status of reserve lands unless it was the 
wish of the Indians. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought that his question was being evaded. 
He again referred to a meeting on the Indian Act in Ottawa where apparently 
it was said that the Indian Act was a means to protect Indian and property 
rights. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm pointed out that even if the law was changed, 
Indian rights and property rights could be protected. He added that the 
whole Act might not have to be changed but only those sections where the 
Indians want changes. He felt that in this way the Indians would have a 
better chance to get an Act which would meet the needs of the Indian com- 
munities . 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker 3and asked Mr. Fairholm 
if he thought separate Indian Acts for each Treaty would solve the 
problem. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm thought that Mr. Tootoosis had a good point 
earlier when he suggested that Bands deal with the problem on an in- 
dividual basis without interfering with other Bands. He said that this 
was the purpose of the meeting to get all the views so that it would be 
possible to have a better idea of what needs to be done for the future. 
He added that it was not up to him to say whether there would be one Act 
or several Acts, but that the matter would certainly be reported to the 
Government particularly with regard to the views of Indians in 
Saskatchewan who are under Treaty #6. 

Mr. John Skeeboss of the Poorman Band thought that some of the 
Indians were hesitant to express their views as they feared a repeat of 
treatment they received in the past. He supposed there would be certain 
protections after the Indian Act was changed but in view of past develop- 
ments, he thought there was some uneasiness on the part of Indians and 
that it would take some time to work out changes. He realized that 
changes in the Indian Act were desired but that changes should be made 
on the basis of what the Indian has learned and experienced in the past. 
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Mr. Ted Keewatin encouraged delegates to voice their opinion 
and to discuss matters of importance to them. 

Mr. Hilliard KcNab of the Gordon Band with regard to the material 
prepared by his Band, suggested that some order of priority for discus- 
sion be established. He said his Band prepared their material in line 
with the questions set out in "Choosing a Path" and that with regard to 
question one they would like the name of the Act to remain as is. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm, at thp request of Mr. Clark, pointed out that 
it was mentioned by both Mr. Chretien and Mr. Andras at previous meetings 
that there would be an opportunity for further discussion on the Indian 
Act but the exact form of that consultation or when it would take place 
had yet to be determined. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark asked if there was any comment with regard 
to Mr. McNab's suggestion that the questions be considered in numerical 
order. 

Mr. George Nicotine mentioned that Treaty No. 6 covers medical 
care, education, and welfare. His main wish was that the Government 
would improve upon the service provided for in Treaty No. 6. He was not 
prepared to discuss any section of the Indian Act as it was made without 
Indian representation. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde of the Little Black Bear Band stated that 
his Band had done considerable work with regard to desired changes in the 
Indian Act and that they defini+ely wanted to see changes made. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band wondered if his group 
was prepared to carry on with the changes to the Indian Act or would they 
wait to see if the Government would grant them an opportunity to discuss 
a separate Indian Act under Treaty No. 6. He did not want to interfere 
with the representations of other Indian Bands or groups. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab said that he came to the meeting to express 
the views of his Band and that this is what he wanted to do. He said his 
Band wanted more authority delegated to the Council level to deal with 
many of the things that are in the Indian Act. 

Mr. Fred Lafond of the Muskeg Lake Band agreed with what 
Mr. Tootoosis said about having one Act for the Treaty No. 6 Indians 
because every Province is not the same and there would be different 
problems involved. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm suggested that the Treaty No. 6 Indians 
indicate their views on the different sections of the Indian Act that 
would be discussed — he thought in this way the rest of the delegates 
would have the advantage of their views and perhaps more good could be 
accomplished this way. 

Co-Chairman, Mr. Clark asked for any comments regarding 
Mr. Fairholm's suggestion. 
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Hr» Solomon Mosquito requested a few comments from Mr» Walter 
Dieter concerning what Mr. Dieter might have already heard with respect 
to Treaty rights. The main concern was the legality and validity of 
the Treaties. He noted that Mr. Dieter was to attend all the meetings 
and he wanted to have his reaction. 

Mr. Walter Dieter said that he was not a lawyer but that he 
did do a lot of studying on this matter. He mentioned that the right 
to negotiate is among the rights that are cherished. He thought that. 
Indian rights should not be given away freely and suggested that an 
arrangement with the Government could be tried-over a period of years 
and if things didn't work out, they could then revert to the terms of 
the Treaties. With regard to Treaty No. 6 or any ether Treaty, he 
thought the provisions of the Indian Act could apply to individual Bands 
or groups in accordance with the needs and wishes of that group. He 
said there were things in Treaties Nos* U and 6 whicr would benefit all 
Indians and he thought it was time to have changes in the Act made. If 
there were things in the new Act that would be against Treaties, he ’would 
then suggest that the Indians offer to sell their rights to the 
Government for so much money on a rental basis. He felt that this was a 
great opportunity for the Indians to express their opinions and ideas for 
the betterment of all. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce of the Muskowekwan Band said that there are 
some rights that are not clearly provided for in the Act and this was 
probably why the delegates were concerned for their Treaty rights. He 
thought that any changes in the Indian Act should include and protect 
Indian rights - this would do much to alleviate the difficulties ex- 
perienced by Indians at this time. 

Mr. David Sparvier of the Indian and Metis Friendship Centre, 
Regina agreed with the procedure suggested by Mr. McNab concerning the 
discussion of the various sections of the Indian Act. He thought that 
the Indians should appreciate the opportunity to discuss the Act and 
the affect that it would have on the various Treaties» 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark asked if it was the wish of the delegates 
to proceed on the basis of the thirty-four questions. 

Mr. Peter Dubois of the Association of Urban Indians, Fort 
Qu'Appelle asked if the thirty-four questions would be the agenda to 
follow. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark replied that this was not necessarily so, 
and that it was up to the delegates to decide» 

Mr. Walter Dieter said that he thought it would be a good idea to 
go through the thirty-four questions and that they could get through them 
quite quickly because he had had discussions with many Bands in the 
Province and generally the answers were quite similar. He felt that after 
the thirty-four questions were dealt iwith, they could then get down to 
serious discussion on the other matters of concern. 
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Mr. Clark asked for a show of hands to determine whether the 
majority of delegates wanted to proceed on the basis of the 
thirty-four questions. 

Mr. George Nicotine reminded the Co-Chairman that he would like 
to have an answer to his question put forward earlier. He thought it 
was good that delegates were discussing the Act in the interests of their 
Band but he doubted they were qualified to adequately interpret the 
provisions of the Act. He was not prepared to commit himself for this 
reason. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm assured the delegates that Headquarters 
officials were expected to give an explanation of the various sections 
of the Indian Act when explanations were required. The delegates should 
feel free to ask for interpretations or explanations as the meeting 
proceeded. 

Mr. Walter Dieter noted that a lawyer from the Ochapowace Band 
was in attendance although the lawyer was not hired by the Indians. 
Perhaps he could be consulted by those who might be a little suspicious 
or might not quite understand everything. 

Mr. Peter Dubois mentioned that the prayers offered earlier by 
one of the Indian elders and the responsibility they had toward the 
people they represented should be additional sources of power to be used 
by the Indians to accomplish something at the meeting. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark again asked for an indication of the wishes 
of the delegates with regard to proceeding with the thirty-four questions. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band stated that,before 
he made any committment in this regard, he wanted to know whether the 
Government would consider a separate Indian Act for -file Indians under 
Treaty No. 6. He also wanted to know whether any other Band asked for a 
separate Act. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm stated that he knew of no request by any Band 
for a separate Indian Act or for an Act for a separate Treaty, but what 
was said was that the Act should be so flexible as to accommodate every 
'Treaty area. He explained that after the Government knows what the 
Indian people want, they will then be in a better position to frame 
legislation that would make it possible for Bands and communities across 
Canada to deal with their own affairs better. He assured the delegates 
that all the ideas about a separate Act would be made known to the 
Government. 

Mrs. Lavallee of the Piapot Reserve asked Mr. Fairholm if the book 
"Choosing a Path" which was before them now, was the same book used 
throughout the country. 
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Mr. C.I. Fairholra assured her that the book was the same one 
used throughout all the consultation meetings. 

Mr. Mrnest Tootoosis indicated that his greatest concern was to 
have the Government admit to the terms of the Treaties and to have the 
terms of the Treaties included in the Indian Act where they will be 
under legislation. He said they were entitled to a "Medicine Chest" 
even if they were millionaires. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm felt that the views expressed by Mr. Tootoosis 
were the type of thing the delegates should be saying. He hoped they 
would say just what they were thinking. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought there was a barrier of suspicion 
and that it was well grounded. He referred to a conference in Saskatoon 
in 1964 where the Government made its decision after obtaining a con- 
sensus of opinion. He wanted to know if the Government was now after 
the same thing. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark asked Mr. Mosquito what the 1961; con- 
ference dealt with. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito replied that it dealt with Indian ancestry, 
and that the Provincial Government would take over Indian affairs. He 
added that there is an Indian Affairs Branch in the Provincial Government. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said he knew nothing about that meeting. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito in acknowledging ’majority rule' wanted to 
know if the Treaties in Saskatchewan would be jeopardized if an Act was 
passed for Indians across Canada. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that he did not think this was so at 
all., adding that Mr. Mosquito probably wanted to make sure that what he 
wanted was heard. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito maintained that the 'majority' prevails, 
lie said Treaty Indians at an Indian Advisory Council Meeting were 
overruled because there was a majority of non-Treaty Indians. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark drew Mr. Solomon's attention to 
Mr. Fairholm's opening remarks which mentioned the Government wanted the 
delegates' opinions on all matters in order to prepare an Act which 
would be flexible and able to meet the needs of all the Indians. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito indicated he was prepared to deal with 
suggested changes to the Act but was a little concerned over the fact 
that the Government was in no way committed at this stage. He wanted 
to know if the Government wanted the Indians to commit themselves. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark assured him that the Government wanted 
opinions only and that these would not be considered as commitments. 
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Mr. Hilliard KcNab repeated that he was in attendance to 
represent his Band and that this was what he wanted to do. with regard 
to question No. 3, his answer was 'most certainly' the consent of the 
Indians concerned should be asked. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark announced the presence of Mr. Bill Parks, 
Deputy Minister of the Provincial Department of Natural -n-esources. 

Mr. David Agecoutay of the Cowessess Band announced that a 
lawyer from his group would probably be in attendance ir; the afternoon. 
This was in reply to Mr. Dieter's earlier comments concerning the 
availability of legal advice for the delegates. 

Mrs. Lavallee of the Piapot Band spoke in Cree. 

Mr. Joseph Crowe of the Kahkewistahaw Band asked if someone would 
summarize Mrs. Lavallee's comments for the benefit of those who may not 
have understood. 

. 
(Discussion of the difficulties experienced with interpretation 

followed). 

Reverend Cuthand an interpreter of Cree, interpreted Mrs. Lavallee 
as saying the Indians were a little hesitant as to what they should say 
regarding changes in the act. Even though they understood English, there 
were terms in the questionnaire which they did not understand and that they 
should, therefore, proceed cautiously. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark asked for a show of hands to indicate the 
number of delegates wishing to proceed with the thirty-four questions. A 

I majority in favour of proceeding on this basis was not indicated. 

I Mrs. Lavallee wondered if Mr. Fairholm would reply to a direct 
question:—would he make a commitment in clarifying whether the Indians' 
treaty rights would be affected if they proceeded to deal with the 
thirty-four questions. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that he did not see how this would 
affect the treaty rights. 

Mrs. Lavallee asked if the reply was a commitment and would it 
stand. 

Mr. Hilliard McNabb understood that Mr. Fairholm's reply was a 
matter of opinion. He continued to explain that anything the Indians 
said did not mean they were amending the old Act or making a new one. He 
thought Branch officials only wanted some material (opinions) to work with 
for revisions to the Act. 
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Hr. C.I. Fairholm said that Mr. McNabb explained the situation very- 
well. He again stated that his group was present to gather the views of 
the Indian people and mentioned that a further meeting (in Ottawa) would 
be held to examine the reports of all the meetings on the kind of legis- 
lation or changes required. He emphasized that the prime purpose of the 
present meetings was to gather information and views. Final decisions 
were not being made now. It was not a final commitment on either part. 
He went on to explain the type of information the Department was seeking 
and the various possible approaches that the Indians could take in this 
regard. 

Mrs. Lavallee explained that this was hard to do. Her people 
were very leary about Section 68. She explained the situation on her 
reserve to support why her Band was uneasy about Section 68. 

Mr. Ted Keewatin was afraid the discussion could go on for months 
if they continued as they were. He thought the delegates should dis- 
cuss the items on the agenda because anything said was not a commitment— 
only an opinion. He asked for another vote to see if a majority of 
delegates would like to proceed with the items of discussion. (He 
apparently referred to the thirty-four questions). 

Hr. Ed. Laliberte of the Meadow Lake Band thought it would be only 
proper for those persons in favour of following the questions to do so. 
He was quite prepared to listen to them. 

Mr. Hilliard McNabb said he was going to follow the thirty-four 
questions regardless, because he was appointed spokesman of his Band and 
this is why he came to the meeting. He had other recommendations to 
make also. 

Mr. Ted Keewatin asked if they were ready to proceed with dis- 
cussions . 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew of the Sandy Lake Band asked if it was 
possible for the delegates to obtain reports of the meetings. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that it was. He said the plan was to 
send the minutes of this meeting and all other meetings to all spokesmen, 
Chiefs and Councillors. 

Mr. Leo Cameron of the Beardy and Okemasis Band said that his 
Band went through the thirty-four questions and could not understand them 
all. He thought they could understand them if they were discussed now. 

Mr. Ted Keewatin asked for another show of hands concerning the 
thirty-four questions. (The show of hands indicated the majority was in 
favour of proceeding with the questions). 
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Co-Chairman Mr. Clark noted Question No. 1 dealt with the name of 
the Act. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo of the Sioux Wahpaton Band said that they were 
under the administration of the Act for a long time and, although they 
did not fully understand it, the opportunity to satisfy the Indians had 
not been met. Secondly, he said there were many more provisions that 
should be included in it. 

Mr. Antoine Cote of the Cote Band wanted the name left as is. 
If it was changed now, he said, confusion would result. He read an 
answer to Question No. 1 for Ernest Bruno of the Waterhen Band which 
said the present, name should be kept. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said the name of the Act should remain as is. 

fir. Clifford Star of the Friendship Centre, Prince Albert thought 
regardless of the name, it would still be the Indian Act. He wanted the 
name left as is. 

Mr. Joseph Crowe of the Kahkewistahaw Band felt that they 
certainly could not call it the white man's Act. 

Mr. Peter Dubois asked Mr. Fairholm what was said about this 
question in other areas. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm was not sure but felt it was indicated that the 
word 'Indian1 should be in the title somewhere. 

Mr. Walter Dieter said there was only one request for a change 
of name but they all wan+ed to stay with the name 'Indian Act'. 

Mr. Campbell Brass of the Peepeekisis Band would accept the 
present name. 

Mr. Joseph Williams of the Sakimay Band said that he was 
forbidden by the people he represented to commit himself on anything. 

Mr. Roy Musqua of the Keeseekoose Band preferred that the name 
remain the same. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab agreed. 

Mr. Allan Bird of the Montreal Lake Band thought that if you 
changed the name, you might as well change its colour too. 
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Mr. George Brass, Jr. said the name should remain the same. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark wanted to know if it was fair to say the 

group was unanimous in thinking the name should remain as is. (He 

asked for a show of hands). 

The motion was CARRIED. 

Mr. Clark then read Question No. 2: 

"Should the Act permit delegation of 

authority so that Band Councils and 
field staff can make more decisions?" 

Mrs. Lavallee asked if 'field staff means the Indian 

Superintendent, etc. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark replied that it did. 

Mrs. Lavallee wanted to know why these persons should receive 

more authority. She thought the Indians should have more authority. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained, in effect, how the field staff was 

involved with the decisions of the Minister through 'delegation' of 
authority. He said that where the Minister has certain authority, he 

might give some power to have things done locally if the field staff were 

given more authority. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said this question was of much importance to 

Indians who were not residing on Reserves. He thought the authority 

should be revised to entitle members of Bands, whether they reside on a 

Reserve or not, to have voting privileges. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce of the Muskowekwan Band wanted to know why 

'field staff' should be included in Question No. 2 when they have always 
made decisions in the past. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that where the Minister's approval 

is required now, there are only three people with authority to do what is 
required. If various levels of field staff were authorized to act in 

certain areas, he said the matter would not then have to go for the 

Minister's approval. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde of the Little Black Bear Band asked if the 

Regional Director was considered to be field staff. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that he was. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark mentioned some of the Band Councils in con- 

sultations at a Regional level suggested that some items such as 

Band Council Resolutions for revenue accounts be approved at Regional 

level and also the administrative grants under Band grants. This would 

speed things up. 
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Mr. Louis Dhitheda of the Stony Rapids Band spoke in his 

native language which was interpreted. He said that the people in 

the north didn't understand what the meetings were about. They 

were still confused over many things. He said the changes seem to 

by-pass the northern people and if changes when made will not improve 
things in the north, he would like the Act to stay as is. He stressed 

the point that all Indians do not make a living in the same way. He 
thought there should be one man chosen as a spokesman for the north. 

His people, he said, always seem to be disregarded because they were 

scattered throughout the north. Communications are difficult and, as 
a result, he finds it very difficult to understand everything that 

takes place at a meeting such as this, (interpreter - Frank McIntyre). 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito asked, if the Band Council would be paid the 
same wages as.the Branch field staff. He noted that Treaty No. 6 states 
the Band Council would get a salary and now the government wants to compare 

the field staff with the Band Council. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark said that under the Grants to Bands Program, 
salaries could be set for employees such as Welfare Workers, and that 
payment could be comparable to the Provincial scale. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito repeated that Section 2 (Question No. 2) 
was inadequate. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab was in favour of Band Councils having more 

authority. 

Mr. David Sparvier said his Band omitted 'field staff1 from 
Question No. 2. The Band Councils are too restricted now. He felt the 

powers of the Minister and Governor-in-Council should be restricted to 
the areas where actually necessary. He added that Band Councils should be 
consulted on any decisions they could not make on their own. 

Mr. Joseph Crowe of the Kahkewistahaw Band reflected the views of 
his own group who felt that the Band Councils should have more authority 

and that field staff should be excluded. 

Mr. David Sparvier thought that the Chiefs should be the ones to 
receive payment if they were to make the decisions so that direction can 
come directly from the Indian people. 

Mr. Peter Dubois expressed a wish to gain the support of delegates 
with respect to the need to safeguard and protect the voting privileges of 

Indian Band Members who do not live on the Reserves. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce recommended that 'field staff' be omitted in 
Question No. 2. 
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Hr. waiter Dieter thought that the matter raised by Mr. Peter Dubois 
would be considered when the discussion moved to voting within Bands. 

Hr. Alex Harper of the Onion Lake Band reported his Band wanted the 
Band Councils to have more authority, but not the field staff, because they 
have experienced cases where the Band Councils' decisions have been 
changed by field staff. 

Mr. David Sparvier agreed with Mr. Dubcis1 wishes for non-resident 
Sand members to be able to vote on Band matters because such people could 
probably be helpful in many cases. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo of the Sioux-Wahpaton Band said the Band Council 
should have some part in making decisions and the field staff should 
respect their decisions. 

Mr. Roy Musqua was concerned that people other than Indians are 
mentioned in the Act, particularly when he just voted to call it the 
Indian Act. He wanted to know what 'field staff' meant, 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark thought that a little more of an explanation 
on that point was required. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito moved that Band Councils be paid a salary out 
of consolidated revenue funds, at a good salary, and be provided with the 
same facilities as field staff, and if they're not in an advanced state, 
that they themselves can hire field staff if they so desire. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab referred to the powers of the Governor-in-Council 
on Page 12 of the 'booklet1 for the benefit of the delegates. 

Mr. Campbell Brass of the Peepeekisis Band suggested that the 
reading 'the Minister may' should read 'the Minister should, at the 
request of the Council' in some of the Sections in the Act. 

Mr. Wilfred Bear of the John Smith Band said his 3and was in 
favour of having more decisions made by the Department on a Regional level. 

Mr. James Favel of the Sweetgrass Band thought it would be a good 
thing to clearly define what powers the field staff might have. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark explained that reference to field staff 
referred to IAB staff at Regional, Agency, and other offices. He thought 
Question No. 2 attempts to say that some of the Minister's present 
authority could be put in the hands of the Band Council and that certain 
areas of administration could be made by field staff in consultation with 
Band Councils. 
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Mr. David Sparvier asked if the areas where Band Councils could 
have more authority could be spelled out. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark replied that the delegates might indicate 
what specific areas they would like to take upon themselves. He suggested 
leasing as a start in this regard0 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said there were other areas such as management 
of Band funds, and how wide should the powers of the Council be. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought that Question No. 2 referred to 
administration. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that the Minister can, at the present 
time, delegate his authority to two persons and a change in the Act to 
give more powers to field staff xifould increase the number of persons who 
may act in the Minister's place. He added that changes would have to be 
fairly broad to permit some Band Councils to do the thiags they want and 
yet not force similar authority upon another Band who might not wish to 
do the same thing. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde suggested that the question was in the 
wrong sequence and should be dealt with later. He wanted to be careful 
in this regard as Bands could be overloaded with responsibility. He 
said there should be a certain amount of remuneration with responsibility 
when a man could be paid for what he is doing, then the Councils could 
take on more responsibility. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew of the Sandy Lake Band agreed with 
Mr. Bellegarde. He also felt that reference to 'Band Councils' was taking 
authority away from the Chiefs. The Chiefs, he added, are still the 
strong men of the Reserves. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito wanted to leave question No. 2 until later 
because it was quite involved. 

Co-Chairman Ted Keewatin read 'Question No. 3. 

"At present, persons or Bands can be 
excluded from the provisions of the 
Act without their consent. Should 
their consent be required?" 

Mr. David Sparvier said the people who are excluded should be 
consulted to find out why he is being excluded. 
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Mr. Peter Dubois enlarged upon Mr. Sparvier*s statement. 

He added that Sections in the Act do not apply to Indians who do not 
ordinarily reside on Reserves. He felt that this was one of the rights 

Indians lose when they move away from the Reserves. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab reported that the consent of the Indians 

should be required before being excluded» 

Mr. Sam Buffalo agreed to this. 

Mr. Antoine Cote of the Cote Band agreed that consent should be 

required. (An answer from a spokesman near him also indicated consent 

should be obtained). 

Co-Chairman Mr. Ted Keewatin asked for a show of hands to 

determine whether everyone agreed that consent should be required. 

The motion was CARRIED. 
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September 17, 1968. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark introduced the Honourable Robert K. Andras, 
Minister without Portfolio. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras acknowledged the Chairman, Mr. Dieter, 
and all present.. He told the meeting how happy he was to be there at 

the consultation meetings. 

He remarked that his first impression on arrival was that this 
was.the largest meeting so far and he thanked those who worked on the 

administration of it and hoped all would have a very productive and 

fruitful discussion during the course of the week. 

He told them about his travels across the country to Yellowknife, 

Toronto, Fort William, Sudbury, Edmonton, Halifax, and here in Regina to 
meet with representatives of the Indian people to hear what they con- 

sidered to be their major problems, of any description - not just in 

reference to the proposed amendments to the Indian Act, but hopefully to 
discuss what should be done to make certain to bring about a significant 
improvement in the social and economic conditions that confront Indians 

today. 

He said that he was at the meeting as a Minister of a new 

Government, a Government committed to the goals of a "Just Society". 

He wanted to make it quite clear that, from what he had learned 
so far - and he had much more to learn, he saw little evidence to con- 

vince him that the continuation of present policies towards the Indian 

peoples would be sufficient to realize these goals - the goals that we all 

wanted to attain. He thought that some gains had been made in the past 
four or five years, but even that little alerted the Government to the 

fact that much remains to be done. 

^He believed and was sure that his colleague, the Honourable 
Jean Chretien, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, 

shared this view - that among the priorities of this new Government, 
one must include a complete and searching examination of present programs 
so that the Government could come up with the advice and help of the 

Indian people and their expressed views, new proposals that would fulfill 

the Governments obligations to them as full citizens of our nation. 

He assured the Indian people that he as the Minister assigned to 
work with Mr. Chretien and the Government of Canada, responsible for the 

development of new policies and programs, would do everything within his 
power to see to it that all would be done this year, next year and the 

year after to see to it that they shared to the fullest extent in the 

benefits of our Canadian society. He said the Government would not wait 
ten, fifteen or twenty years to do what must be done. 
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He thought that for much too long, the non-Indians failed to 
identify the real problems and perhaps had regarded the Indians as 
strangers in what is their native land. For much too long, he said, 
the Government had ignored their problems, perhaps in the hope that as 
time passed, their problems would simply disappear. 

He asked for a few minutes to relate what he had learned since 
he was assigned to work on their behalf and to repeat five points from 
what he had been saying in other parts of the country. Then, he said 
he would sit back and listen to what they had to say. But first, he 
cautioned that he was not here to give answers on new policies at this 
time; he had much too much to learn from them before he would be presum- 
ptuous enough to say what these policies would be. He emphasized that 
he was totally committed to hear their views in this complete series of 
meetings and after the completion of this series, to hear their views 
again before anyone else tried to define any immediate policy....but he 
had gained some impressions and wanted to tell them about these impres- 
sions then he would sit back and listen to what they had to say. 

First, he said, few of us can deny that the present plight of 
our native peoples is shocking and intolerable. No matter which set of 
statistics one looks at, they tell the same story - low incomes, a low 
life expectancy, a high rate of infant mortality, poor living conditions, 
a high drop-out rate from the schools, poor employment opportunities, 
poor health services, and all this in the face of a rapid increase in 
population and so on. 

Second, he went on, the Government has not completely fulfilled 
its obligations in the agreements and treaties it has made with the 
Indian people. It has allowed a justifiable sense of mistrust to develop. 
In Toronto, he admitted the responsibility of the Government of Canada 
over the years for having breached the faith of treaties signed with Indians. 
He said that he had admitted to more than error....he admitted as he talked 
to their brothers across the country, a failure to consult and even, to a 
failure to recognize the breach of faith and trust. 

Third, he pointed out that any programmes that they developed 
together for social and economic development must not deny their cul- 
tural heritage, their unique values and beliefs. Rather, he thought 
they must count on a renewed social consciousness of being Indian, on a 
new sense of pride and dignity in being Indian, on a new identity that 
meets the demands of our urban and industrial society. He also em- 
phasized the promotion of their language and their cultural heritage in 
the education of their own children. 
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Fourth, he continued, there should be a concerted effort to en- 
courage the growth of effective all-Indian organizations at the band, 
regional and national levels so that the Indians would be able to make 
their views known to all levels of Government and the public. He thought 
that only then, on the long haul, would their views be heard, and only 
then could they be sure that their interests would be protected. 

Fifth, he concluded the Government must also encourage their 
fullest participation and involvement in the management, and direction of 
their affairs. He said that they had to have a strong say in the making 
of the policies designed for their benefit and they had to have full par- 
ticipation in their administration. 

He cautioned that these consultation meetings were a step 
forward but they were not enough. They were only a start - a beginnirg. 

He realized in the consultation meetings so far, and quite 
understandably so, that many of the Indian people were not sufficiently 
familiar with the present law, and that many of the people attending 
these meetings had not been able to hold extensive consultations among 
their band members, that they had not been able to meet among themselves, 
and that they were not able to put forth their final views on the issues 
put before them this week. 

Once this series of meetings was concluded in December, he said 
that the Government and the Indian people together would carefully study 
the record of these proceedings and then decide the form of the next op- 
portunity to consult. 

He sincerely hoped that there would be a fuller exchange of 
ideas and views so that the new Indian Act introduced to Parliament would 
reflect the wishes and demands of the Indian people. 

In conclusion Mr. Andras said that the Prime Minister had seen 
fit to give him his present assignment, working with Mr. Chretien, 
because he had committed this Government to put forth, in the words of 
the Throne Speech that opened Parliament just the other day, "proposals 
that involve the righting of wrongs and the opening of opportunities 
long denied.” 

He further hoped to carry out his responsibilities in a way 
that would meet with their approval and support. 

His aims were clear: to see the day, in his lifetime and theirs, 
when the Indian people will participate and share in the benefits of our 
society as absolutely full citizens. He wanted to see the day when they 
held in their hands the direction Of their own affairs. He wanted to see 
the day when they have an absolutely undeniable full place in the 
mainstream of Canadian Society. He said he was looking forward very 
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much to the next few days with them and also to meeting less formally 
with them that evening. 

He then thanked everyone. 

(The Minister was thanked by Mr. Clark and Mr. Dieter after which 
the delegates were asked to continue with discussion). 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band hoped that the 
Minister would assure the delegates that all Treaties would be honoured - 
particularly, for example, the medicine chest, the education promises, 
which are being denied Indians just because they move off Reserves. He 
noted that the Minister hoped the Indians would progress and he wanted to 
know if the Minister meant that the Reserves would always be there for the 
Indians. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that he hoped the Indian 
people progressed and that everything said here about Treaty No. 6 had 
been said in many ways by other people. The first thing he said he 
learned, for instance, in Yellowknife, was the considerable concern - 
the very great concern of the people of the Northwest Territories about 
Treaties Nos. 8 and 11. He would have liked to have been able to give 
them the specific answers that they looked for in every case but he 
wasn't in that position now because everyone wanted to gather all the 
information from all the consultation meetings and see the implications of 
all the things that must and should be done and then make a policy and 
meet again. He realized that this was probably not the exact answer that 
many would like to hear from a member of the Government today, but it was 
a straight-forward, honest answer. He was aware of their concern and had 
read some of the briefings about Treaty No. 6 and saw there were many 
similar situations across the country. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis stated that he would not be prepared to 
talk until he gets an answer to assure the Indians of their Treaty rights, 
in light of the present situation of the Indian People. 

Mr. George Whitefish of the Big River Band in his native 
language (translated) asked the Minister if he knew the badge given under 
Treaty No. 6. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said that although he hadn't seen it 
before, he knew it existed. 

Mr. George Whitefish asked if the Minister wanted to see the medal. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that he would be very pleased to 
see it. 
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Mr. George Whitefish presented to the Minister, for inspection, 
a medal which he said had been given to the Chiefs at the signing of 
his Band's Treaty. He said the Queen used God's name in the promises she 
made and he thought she wanted to give further assurance to the Indians 
by saying the treaties would not be broken by anyone. In return, 
Mr. Whitefish said he respected the treaties and he would abide by them 
as long as he could. He would abide by the terms of the treaties ou+ of 
particular respect to the Queen. Now, he added, he thought that the 
Government was trying to break the treaties. He also said the Queen res- 
pected the Indian people and it was for this reason she made her promises 
to provide medical service and education. Mr. Whitefish felt deeply that 
the promises the Queen made should never be broken. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras remarked that he very much appreciated 
the frankness and courtesy which Mr. Whitefish had shown. He said he was 
very much impressed by what Mr. Whitefish had said and it made him very 
much aware, as a representative of the Government, of his responsibility 
for guiding policies and that the only suggestion he could give would be 
to ensure that their point of view would be conveyed and passed to his 
colleagues in the Government. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver, Honourary President of the Federation of 
Saskatchewan Indians explained that under Treaty No. 6, Indians would have 
medicine chests at each Agency, but they had to pay for it. They went to 
court and won the case. Indians from Treaty No. U also wanted to enforce 
their rights to a medicine chest but no court records of the 
precedent-setting case could be found. In view of happenings such as this, 
Mr. Dreaver wanted to know how they stand now and whether they will get 
free medicine and hospitalization as promised in the Treaties. He also 
mentioned that his son-in-law is suing the Department because he has to 
pay for his own drugs and hospitalization while living off the Reserve. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark called upon Dr. Waldron of the Medical 
Services Directorate, Department of National Health and Welfare. 

Dr. Waldron felt that the matter involved an interpretation of 
Treaty No. 6. He said he follows the policy the Government sets and that 
he doesn't' know whether the Treaty meant expansion of medical services. 
The Government policy, he said, has been that all cases of Indians in 
isolation and suffering from indigency would be taken care of by the 
Government with respect to medical care. They have accepted this in 
relation to interim care of these people because they thought the res- 
ponsibility rested with those who could take care of themselves or be 
taken care of by authorities such as the Provincial Government. They are 
still waiting for the authorities who should be responsible for the health 
of the people, to take over. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras asked to add his comments to 
Mr. Dreaver's and said that there was another case..that of Walter 
Johnson. He understood that legal advice was made available in the case 
of Walter Johnson for an appeal. Mr. Andras didn't know of any request 
which had come to the Government for assistance to provide legal counsel 
in the Swimmer case. 
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Mr. David Sparvier said the case cannot be appealed because it 
■was dismissed from Magistrate's Court* 

Mr. Walter Dieter was not aware that legal counsel was provided 
in the Johnson case because payment was made by the Federation of 
Saskatchewan Indianso 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said he thought the case went to the Court of 
Appeal and they redirected it back to the Magistrate's Court. The 
Government said they would pay for an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
Canada but the case did not reach that Court. In any event, it did not 
get to the Courts to interpret what the "medicine chest" really means in 
terms of present day medical services. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver explained that he asked the question because 
the Reserves are getting over-populated and there is no work so the 
young people have to leave the Reserve to obtain work. When they do, they 
are cut off from medical benefits, education, etc., and that amounts to 
cutting off their Treaty rights. 

,The Honourable R.K. Andras asked the Chief to permit him and his 
colleagues to review this particular case and, as he was not a lawyer, 
he would like to look into whatever complications existed. Perhaps there 
was a chance, he suggested, to get an answer back to the Chief on what 
might be done. Mr. Andras said he knew what the Chief desired to accom- 
plish and asked that he be allowed to take a look at this matter to see 
what might be done. He assured the Chief that he and his colleagues would 
get an answer back to him as soon as possible. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver said the young married people are scared to leave 
the Reserve for fear that they, along with their families, will be cut off 
from their rights. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis wanted to know why the Government should have 
legal advice to interpret a Treaty when the Indians had no legal advice when 
signing, and when the Treaties are in very simple language. ’Why didn't the 
Government admit that the Treaties are good. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras explained that in our present cons- 
titutional system we do, rightly or wrongly, separate the judicial side 
from the making of law. This had protection as well as frustration. He 
appreciated what was said and would like to give them an answer. 

Mr. Peter Dubois asked the Minister whether the Government or any 
particular Branch of Government would recognize the Treaties. 
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The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that he was very hopeful that 
this would be the case. He said that he had stated that basically all 
these consultations are to get these kinds of problems that have not had 
enough attention in the past - had not been recognized in the past - what 
he would calljright up on the table - get them known to the Government 
and to everybody as problems that had to be solved. Then when they are 
all together, he said, we'll decide on what policy is to be made. Where 
a duty is absolutely clear-cut, then the Government had to recognize its 
obligation and make settlement. There are some Treaties where the words, 
though clear to the Indian people as to what was meant, are not clear to 
other parts- of the Canadian public and it would be our job to get 
clear-cut legal interpretations. Mr. Andras said he wished it was as 
simple as it sounded but that it really was not. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito asked the Minister if he would agree that the 
Indian Treaties were negotiated with the Queen and are protected in Her 
name by the Federal Government for all time. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that the Treaties that were 
signed with any Government of Canada were made with the Queen's consent. 
Our obligations (those of the Government) must be honoured. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito said that this (meaning the Minister's 
answer) is what they were looking for0 

The Honourable R.K. Andras further said that he still thought in 
some cases there had to be an interpretation of exactly what was meant. 

Mr. Peter Dubois wanted to know 'whose interpretation'. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said that he wanted their views. This 
was what the consultation meeting was for and he assured them that their 
views would be presented as pointed out before. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver said there were times when the Indian people 
wondered whether the Indians were stronger than the Government of Canada. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce of the Muskowekwan Band asked the Minister if 
the Treaties could be amended and in what way. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras answered that it was possible to 
amend any negotiated Treaty or Agreement and that it usually took both 
parties to make amendments. 
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Mr. Lucien Bruce asked the Minister when he would be in a position 
to answer the earlier question as to whether protection of Treaty rights 

are to be assured. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said that he hoped this question and all 
other policy questions regarding the revisions of the Indian Act would be 

the subject of parliamentary consideration after all these consultations 
were completed and after all such views, which would be presented at this 

time, were known, recorded and registered for such examination. He could 
not give them an exact date on this but he hoped that consideration by the 
Parliament of Canada would be within the next year or two. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce asked if there was a chance the Treaties could 

be renegotiated and amendments made before revising the Act. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras felt that there was a possibility. 

The problems, he thought, would arise from the point of view that there are 
many different opinions across Canada amongst Indian people themselves as 

to how quickly they wish to proceed with revisions to the Indian Act in com- 
parison to other major problems that were being brought up at these 
meetings. As he had mentioned previously, the very first consultation 

meeting he attended was in Yellowknife arff the stated purpose of the consul- 

tation was to discuss revisions to the Indian Act. But he found, as he was 
finding here, that the Treaties,Nos. 8 and 11 which, in a similar way are 
matters of concern to the people in the Northwest Territories, were more 
urgent to them - of more importance to them as a prior condition to revis- 

ions of the Indian Act. And yet, in other parts of Canada, other consul- 
tation meetings, people wanted to move ahead. So the Government must 

listen to their views in Saskatchewan, the views in Northwest Territories, 

the views in the Maritimes and in Alberta and British Columbia, and complete 

all these discussions so that everything that is involved is known before 

any time can be set. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce said that he was not concerned with the others. 

He wanted to know definitely if the Treaties could be amended. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that they could be amended. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce wanted to know in what way. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that they could be amended by 
Parliamentary action but he thought that should only be considered after 

the Government had the views of the Indian people and the Government wanted 
the views of all Indian people across the country. 

Mr. Clifford Starr of the Friendship Centre, Prince Albert pointed 

out that with the advanced medical services of today, the Indians need more 

attention, and would the Minister think the medicine chest mentioned in the 

Treaties would apply to whatever medical service is needed at any time. 
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The Honourable R.K. Andras felt that if he understood the question 
correctly, Mr. Starr was asking his personal opinion as to whether the 

medicine chest really meant in modern 1968 language what we call medicare in 
Canada. 

Mr. Clifford Starr said that this was probably correct. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that not being a lawyer, he 

would have to dodge the question. He knew what his own opinion was but, 

in his position as a Minister, he must say that the question had to be inter- 

preted. He might interpret it one way, but in the end it had to be the 
Parliament of Canada, the Courts of Canada, that interpret it the way they 

want to see it and, he added, the way he would want to see it. He said 
that his word would not be sufficient to settle the matter; it had to be 
Parliament and the Courts of Canada. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis pointed out that the lawyers in Ottawa would 

have to know the Indian point of view before they could interpret the Treaties. 

After a break for coffee there was some discussion about reading 

the Minutes of the closed meeting. It was suggested by Mr. Dieter that dis- 
cussion proceed on Question No. i; and this was read by Co-Chairman, 

Mr. G. Ahenakew. 

’’Should the children of unmarried 
Indian mothers take their mother's 

status regardless of who the 
father might be?" 

Mr. David Sparvier thought that there were more important subjects 

to be discussed such as medicare and education. 

Mrs. Lavallee of the Piapot Band said Question No. J4 was most im- 
portant in view of the great number of illegitimate children to be considered. 

She felt that a child should take the mother's status, regardless of who the 
father might be. 

Mr. David Sparvier agreed with Mrs. Lavallee. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde of the Little Black Bear Band was con- 

cerned about the number of illegitimate children one woman might have. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce said the child should take the status of the 
mother only if the father is an Indian. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis wanted to hear what Mr. McNabb had to say 

about this question. 

Mr. George Nicotine wanted to discontinue discussion on the 
thirty-four questions and discuss treaties instead. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver asked why the Indians should make a child suffer 

because of parentage. The question should be worked out. 
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Mr. Lucien Bruce asked Mr. Dreaver how many illegitimate chil- 

dren from the same woman should be admitted into the Band. 

Mr. Sam Watson of the Ochapowace Band agreed with Mr. Dreaver. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said illegitimate children should remain as 

Band members. 

Mra Lavallee felt that Question No. U should be followed through 

and not dropped. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis felt that Question No. l| was a leading 

question — leading to the destruction of Indian Reservations. He was 

of the opinion that this and other questions would result in great 

discord among members of a Band with threatened subdivisions on the 
Reserve. He thought this might be by design. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver asked what an unmarried mother was. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said it was one who did not have a legal 

ceremony to make her married in the eyes of the law» 

Mr. Joe Dreaver said there were 'Indian marriages', 'Church 

marriages' etc., but what does Question No. Ij. refer to in this regard. 

Mr. Walter Dieter said that there was no discrimination against 

children in the old Indian custom. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis thought the answer should be left to every 
individual Band. 

Mr. George Nicotine thought that the Treaties covered the matter 

of illegitimate children. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew of the Sandy Lake Band could not see how an 

illegitimate child's right to be a Band member could be denied. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver suggested that a vote be taken. 

Mr. James Favel of the Sweetgrass Band felt that each Band should 

be left to decide how the matter would be handled. 

Mr. James Thomson of the Carry the Kettle Band thought that an 

illegitimate child should be admitted to membership until the age of 21 

years when the child could decide for himself — that is if no other 
arrangement for its good care can be worked out during infancy. 
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Mr. David Sparvier felt that the question involved a right, and 
that the child should be allowed to decide for himself at the age of 21 

or earlier. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce asked what cculd be done to discourage illegitimacy. 

Mr. Angus Merasty of the Lac la Ronge Band described the great 
problem on his Reserve. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce thought that in ten years the non-Indians would 

outnumber the Indians if something wasn't done. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde felt that the question was a Band problem. 

Mr. Sam Watson suggested that the education of the young girls 

would be an answer. 

Mrs. Lavallee pointed out that education of the young girls is not 
enough and that the problem should be dealt with by individual Reserves. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis suggested that a turn to Christianity would be 
the answer. School education would also be helpful. He expanded on the 
benefits of leading a Christian life. 

Mr. Peter Dubois drew attention to the fact that the present Act 

allows an illegitimate child membership but at the same time, a second 

illegitimate child with the same mother and father can be denied member- 
ship. He thought this should be rectified. 

Mr. Roy Musqua of the Keeseekoose Band agreed that education would 
help solve the problem but the parents should play a greater part in the 

education of their children. He reflected on the teachings he received. 
He agreed that the matter of deciding on illegitimate children should be 

left to individual Bands. 

Mr. George Nicotine repeated that he wanted to discuss the Treaties 
as they were more important. 

Mr. Jonas Lariviere of the Canoe Lake Band spoke in the Cree 

language. Interpretation - He agreed that the children should not be 
penalized. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito suggested that they lay aside the booklet 

"Choosing a Path" because the questions were leading and inadequate. 

Mr. James Favel suggested that they should go according to Section 9 
of the Act to get to the point as to who is an Indian and who is not. He 

said the mother should be penalized — that she is penalizing herself. 
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Mr. John Skeeboss of the Poorman Band agreed that the matter 
should be left to individual Bands. 

(A discussion followed concerning a need to make a 
decision as a group in connection with Question 
No. 1*. Mr. Clark assured them that the Branch was 
only looking for an opinion from the group). 

Mr. Joe Dreaver wished to go through all questions as this was 
no doubt done at the other meetings. 

Mr. Alex Harper of the Onion Lake Band asked for an explanation 
of each question and the section of the Act that it deals with as they 
proceed. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm assured them that he would be glad to offer 
any explanations. He explained that the illegitimate child of an Indian 
woman is put on the Band list automatically now. The Band Council or 
any ten electors can lodge a protest within twelve months if they believe 
that the father of the child is not an Indian. He then cited a common 
problem where one of two children having the same parents could be a 
Band member and the other would not be a member, depending on protests 
within the twelve month period. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver reminded the group that it was always difficult to 
have the mother identify the father. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm pointed out that this was why, in Provincial law, 
the child always takes the status of its mother. 

Mr. Clifford Starr wanted to know what would happen if a third 
child was born in the case Mr. Fairholm spoke about earlier. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said if there was no protest on the third 
child within the twelve month period, it would become a Band member. 

Tuesday p.ra. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark read Question No. 5» 

"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?" 
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Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that, under the present Act, an 
Indian woman takes the status of her non-Indian husband and a non-Indian 
woman takes the status of her Indian husband. 

Mr. David Sparvier, regarding the first part of the question, said 
•it should be left to the individual. 

Mr. Clifford Starr thought that a woman marrying a non-Indian 
should take the status of her husband. 

Mrs. Lavallee pointed out that earlier, in such cases, women were 
issued red tickets but now they are out altogether. She wanted to know 
if there was any present procedure where women could again be admitted to 
membership. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm could recall no way how this could be done. He 
explained a red ticket holder was not a member but did have certain 
property rights. The Act changed this in 1951. 

Mr. Lawrence Stevenson of the Pasqua Band wanted to know why it 
was revised in 1901. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm did not knew why, but explained that prior to 
1951, the women had a choice to either retain their Treaty rights or have 
the per capita share of Band funds paid to them. 

Mr. James Favel felt the Branch should provide a clear-cut 
definition of qualifications for membership as they are supposed to be the 
protectors of the Treaty rights. 

Mrs. Lavallee asked whether the women marrying non-Indians had a 
choice to retain their rights. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that after 1951, they did not have a 
choice. This is set out under Section li* of the Indian Act. 

Mrs. Lavallee said, from personal experience, she knew that there 
was no opportunity for the women to choose what they would do. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm confirmed that "there is no choice under the 
present law. The question now asked, he said, is whether it should 
remain this way or be changed. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said the woman should take the status of the 
husband because marriage is a voluntary decision. He thought, however, 
that some safeguard for the welfare of women and their children, in such 
cases, should be established, perhaps even by making it possible for 
them to return to membership. He felt that some type of education be 
extended to women so that they will know what marriage to a non-Indian 
involves. 
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Mr. Joe Dreaver wanted to know what happens when a Treaty woman 
marries a non-Treaty Indian from another Reserve. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said the woman would take the status of her 
husband. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver asked what would be her rights under the Treaty. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said he was not in a position to give a definite 
reply. 

Mr. James Favel asked if enfranchisement from the Band meant 
that a person takes his share of capital funds; also if an Indian who is a 
bona fide member of a Band can change from being an Indian through en- 
franchisement. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab of the Gordon Band was of the opinion that if an 
Indian woman marrying a non-Indian was allowed to remain on the Reserve for 
any length of time, there was nothing that could be done to keep her 
husband out. He could live on Social Aid if he does not want to go to work. 
His recommendation was to leave the Section as is. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito pointed out again that the Indian Act was 
supposed to protect Treaty rights. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis felt that any Indian woman who plans to 
marry a non-Indian has fully considered the implications involved and, 
therefore, she should cease to be a menber, and she should take the status 
of her husband. 

(A lengthy discussion followed regarding a need 
to have all delegates speak). 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito wanted clarification on the reference in the 
question to 'the status of her husband'. 

Mr. William Isnana of the Standing Buffalo Band felt that the 
parents should advise their children of the implications involved when 
marriage to a non-Indian takes place. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde felt that the particular Section in the 
Indian Act should remain as is. However, he concurred with Mr. Dubois 
that some provision be made in the Section for return to menfcership if 
the marriage fails to work out. 

Mr. James Favel thought that Indian women planning marriage to 
non-Indians should have proper legal advice. 

Mr. William Isnana questioned the propriety of divorce. 
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Mr. Fred La Fond asked if an Indian woman married a non-Indian 
but remained on the list then what status would the children haveo 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that the children would normally take 
the father's status but that this could be changed to adopt any one of 
several other possible arrangements or means to establish what status 
children would take. 

(Discussion followed regarding a better procedure to 
recognize speakers). 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark read Question 6: 

"Should non-Indian children adopted by 
Indian families have Indian status?" 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm, in explanation of the question, said the whole 
process of adoption is done under the adoption laws of the Province. He 
said a significant point on adoptions is that the adopted child becomes the 
child of the parents as if it was born to them. While a legally adopted 
Indian child obtains full rights of the Band, the same is not true when a 
non-Indian child is legally adopted by Band members. The non-Indian child 
cannot be a member under the present Act. On the other hand, an Itoian 
child legally adopted by non-Indians retains its Indian rights and can 
choose at the age of twenty-one either to retain membership or give it up. 

Mr, Hilliard McNab felt that Indian parents who adopt a non-Indian 
child should be prepared to care for the child up until the age of 
twenty-one when the child could then decide whether he wanted to be put on 
the list or not. 

Mr. Peter Dubois was in favour of a non-Indian child becoming a 
Band member upon being legally adopted and that an Indian child adopted by 
non-Indians be able to decide at the age of twenty-one whether or not he 
wishes to remain in membership. He wanted to know if all adoption records 
were kept confidential. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that they were. No one has access to 
the adoption records. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde thought that a decision as to a child's 
status should be made at. the time of adoption rather than have the in- 
dividual decide for himself upon reaching the age of twenty-one years. 

Mr. Angus Merasty of the Lac La Ronge Band said that because in- 
dividual Band members do not own any part of the Reserve, a legally 
adopted non-Indian child should not receive membership status as a result 
of action (adoption) by an individual member, but that a child could 
receive membership status if the Band approved. 
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Mr. Clark advised the delegates that the Provincial Deputy 
Premier, Mr. Stewart was present and would be available to take part in 
discussion. 

Mr. Clifford Starr of the Prince Albert Friendship Centre directed 
a question to Mr. Stewart. He said that under the Indian Act, Indians 
were exempt from taxation, and he asked Mr. Stewart if Indians could be 
exempted from tax on gasoline and liquor. 

Mr. Stewart reminded Mr. Starr that the Indian Treaties were made 
with the Federal Government. He said that as far as the Education and 
Health tax of the policy of the Provincial Government, in cases where 
a Treaty or registered Indian gave his Treaty or registration number, 
was not to insist that a merchant collect the tax from the Indian. This 
exemption, he said, was not consistent and that it does not apply in liquor 
stores, possibly because they did not have to face the problem up until 
the last few years. The Province has no policy on it as yet. 

With regard to Medicare, he said the Provincial law does not 
exempt anyone from the utilization fees and that at the present time, dis- 
cussions were under way with officials in Ottawa to see who would pay the 
utilization fee on behalf of Indians. He added that a Provincial 
delegation was proceeding to Ottawa the following night for a meeting with 
Prime Minister Trudeau and that utilization fees as it affects the Indian 
people, both with the hospitals and doctors, would be discussed. Hospitals, 
in the meantime, have been requested not to turn anyone away because they 
could not afford to pay the $2.50 utilization fee. It vas his understanding 
that most storekeepers exempt Indians when they purchase goods that are 
taxable if they give their Treaty number. The Indians are expected to pay 
the tax for purchases at liquor stores. 

Mr. Peter Dubois of the Association of Urban Indians asked 
Mr. Stewart if the Province would reimburse an Indian for the amount of 
tax he was required to pay if a receipt was obtained from the storekeeper. 

Mr. Stewart said that he was not in a position to answer, although 
he thought he could have the question cleared up within a month. He 
would let Mr. Dieter know the outcome. 

Mrs. Lavallee asked Mr. Stewart if the exemption from sales tax for 
the Indian would include sales tax on heavy equipment including automobiles. 

Mr. Stewart replied that if a decision was reached to exempt the 
Indians from sales tax, such an exemption would include all sales. He 
added that his Government has no clear policy regarding the tax on goods 
sold to Indians due to the many different ways taxes are collected or not 
collected. He said he would try to get the matter cleared up within the 
next two or three weeks. 
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Mrs. Lavallee asked what could be done to assist with a ready id- 
entification of Indians by storekeepers. 

Mr. Stewart replied that if exemptions are made, the Indian 
people will simply have to be prepared to properly identify themselves 
as being Treaty or registered Indians. When a decision has been made, 
he said he will not only advise the Indians, but the storekeepers as well. 

Mrs. Lavalleeasked if Indians had to pay the sales tax on 
tobacco and cigarettes. 

Mr. Stewart explained that the Indians paid federal tax on liquor, 
tobacco and cigarettes and that there was no way the Indians could be ex- 
empted from the indirect taxation of these items, particularly as the 
Province collects the tax at the wholesale level. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde then asked Mr. Stewart whether he was 
saying that Indians are subject to tax. 

Mr. Stewart replied that the Indians were paying all kinds of taxes. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde directed a question to the Federal officials, 
asking how could the Indians be exempted from the federal sales tax. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that the clearest way was by legislation. 
He pointed out that the Indian Act only refers to exemption from taxation 
on a Reserve. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde asked if equipment to be used on a Reserve 
could be exempted from tax. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that the site of purchase would probably 
be the determining factor. If purchased off the reserve, it would no doubt 
be subject to tax. 

Mr. Campbell Brass of the Peepeekisis Band asked Mr. Stewart to 
elaborate on the statement that no further lands would be given by the 
Province for the expansion of Indian Reserves despite earlier legislation 
to the effect that additional land would be made available when needed. 

Mr. Stewart explained that the Premier was asked by the Press about 
the continued giving of land and the Premier apparently replied that no 
further land would be given. Mr. Stewart, however, did not think the 
decision would apply to cases where Reserves were in critical need of room 
to expand. He cited various ways in which the Province attempts to help the 
Indian people such as the large acreages of land set aside at Cumberland 
House for use in cattle development and farming, and a readiness to set 
aside land in other parts of the Province for use by the Indian people in 
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farming and timber operations. He thought the Premier*s remarks might 

have been taken out of context and that what the Premier may have meant 

was that the Province would have to be convinced of a need for additional 
land before making it available to the Indian Reserves. 

Mr* Sam Watson said he understood in case of purchases for 

Indian Reserves, there were some Reserves which were exempt from sales tax 

and that others were not. He wanted to know, also, whether municipalities 
were exempt. 

Mr. Stewart replied that municipalities were not exempt from 

federal sales tax. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm added that for certain kinds of equipment such 

as road building equipment, there was an exemption for a municipality. He 
said there were certain Indian Bands which were also exempted as they had at 

one time been considered as municipalities. 

Mr. Sam Watson thought there were seven Bands which were 

exempted. He said there was only one such Band in his Agency, the rest 

were not exempted. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that the present difficulty came with 

a new definition in the Federal law of what constituted a municipality and 
that efforts were being made to regain the exemptions Indian Bands enjoyed 

before the change came about. Those that had the exemption before, still 

had it but not new ones. 

Mr. Campbell Brass asked Mr. Fairholm whether the Bands exempted 

were referred to as 'approved Bands'. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that a Band who has benefit of an exemp- 

tion from Federal sales tax for certain purchases could be said to be an 
'approved Band' in that sense. 

Mr. Campbell said they could not be exempted from Federal sales 

tax in connection with the purchase of a Band grader because they were not 

an 'approved Band'. 

Mr. Stewart posed a question to the Indian delegates regarding 

the exemption to Provincial taxes for Indians. He said there were a variety 
of taxes, some of which the Indians could easily be exempted but others 

where it would be very difficult to obtain an exemption. He asked whether 

the Indian people would prefer that the Provincial Government, rather than 
try to exempt the Indians from some of the taxes, that the Provincial 
Government would, in effect, charge the Indian people with taxes but use the 

money to help the Indian people in regard to assistance toward farming, 

better education opportunities, jobs, etc. 
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Mr. Albert Ratt of the Peter Ballantyne Band wished to express 
his feelings concerning taxation. He understood that Indians were not 

supposed to pay taxes according to Treaty rights. However, he realized 

that the Government must have a means to obtain revenue with which to 

carry on its business and he does not mind paying taxes. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde stated that there are many taxes col- 
lected from the natural resources of the Province. He wanted to know if 

some of the money could be made available to provide Indian Bands with 

services as may be required. 

Mr. Stewart asked Mr. Bellegarde what sort of specific things he 
had in mind. 

Mr. Bellegarde suggested a reduction in power costs. 

Mr. Stewart was not in a position to give a reply immediately. 
However, he referred to the task force, which is concerned with ways and 

means to help the Indian people. He thought personally that the Indians 
would be in a much better position to pay taxes and then ask for services, 
rather than obtain a few tax exemptions which in turn would weaken the 

effect of their request for services 

Mr. Joe Dreaver stated that the Indians never surrendered their 

mineral rights and asked what could be done to collect royalties. 

Mr. Stewart mentioned that the Province wondered how it could 

recover mineral rights from the C.P.R. 

Mr. Clifford Starr was in full agreement with the statement by 

Mr. Ratt. He was in favour of using revenue, collected through taxes 

paid by Indians, to finance services to Indians without using the tax 

money paid by non-Indians. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said that many Indians move to urban areas on 
their own initiative but when they do, they lose many of the rights en- 

joyed by reserve residents. He recommended that greater consideration be 
given to Indian people living in urban centres as these people are not 

fully capable of competing with the non-Indian society, but, at the same 
time, contributed to the economy with nothing in return. 

Mr. David Sparvier asked Mr. Stewart what his tax program would 

include. He wanted to know if the tax program would eventually affect 

Reserve lands. 

Mr. Stewart replied that it would not. He said that there was no 

question of the right of Indians living on a Reserve to be exempt from 

land taxes. 
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Mrs. Lavallee asked Mr. Stewart why the Indians should have to pay 
taxes when they are contributing to the Province in other ways. Her 
question was in reaction to Mr. Stewart's earlier question. Mrs. Lavallee 
was afraid that payment of taxes by the Indians as suggested by Mr. Stewart, 
would render the Treaties useless. 

Mr. Stewart thought the treaties were not affected by the amount 
they paid in sales tax. The Province obtained a legal opinion to the 
effect that the Province has a right to collect taxes from its citizens 
whether they be of Indian ancestry or not. He was of the opinion that the 
Indians would be much better off to pay the taxes, as they are paying 
most of them now, and then request services. He felt that money alone was 
not the answer. The need to have those services, which are available to 
the people in Saskatchewan, made available to the Indian people was 
thought by Mr. Stewart to be of greatest importance to the Indians. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde asked Mr. Stewart if Indians could be ex- 
empted from the recent tax put on fuel oil and lubricants. 

Mr. Stewart replied that he could not promise anything but that he 
would look into this at the same time they are looking at other taxes for 
Indian people. 

Mr. David Ahenakew, in respect to Mr. Stewart's suggestion, wished 
to leave things the way they are. He also commented on the work of the 
task force and agreed that it could be an effective program if education, 
training and community development js promoted. 

Mr. Peter Dubois thought that the exemption from payment of 
taxes was symbolic for the Indian people. 

Mr. Clark thanked Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab suggested that the delegates should concentrate 
on giving views to Branch officials rather than ask questions. 

Mrs. Lavallee said people ask questions on the things they do not 
understand. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis objected to Mr. McNab's views. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab explained that he was mainly interested in 
giving the answers to the thirty-four questions. 

Mr. Angus Merasty asked if there was an Indian present who could 
answer questions normally directed to the Branch officials. 
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Mr. Ernest Tootoosis again said the Indians under Treaty No. 6 
would like to have a separate conference to consider a separate Act for 
Treaty No. 6 Indians. However, they would sit and listen to the comments 
of ether delegates who are prepared to answer the questions. 

Mr. Peter Dubois felt that Indian delegates should make every 
effort to proceed with changes to the Act in the interests of Irdians who 
want to move ahead. His comment was apparently prompted by statements 
that the Indians did not have enough time to study the Act and desired 
changes. He thought the failure to be well acquainted with matters at 
hand could very well be that the Indian Bands are not sufficiently 
interested. 

Mr. Fred La Fond of the Muskeg Lake Band seemed to agree as he 
pointed out that only 1U people out of a Band membership of i*00 responded 
to a call for a meeting within his Band. 

Mr. Campbell Brass said he experienced similar situations that 
seemed to indicate a definite lack of interest. 

Mr. Leo Cameron of the Beardy and Okemasis Band recommended that 
discussion of the thirty-four questions proceed. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark read Question No. 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 so9'’ 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that the process of enfranchisement 
has been in the Indian law for many years. It was connected in some way, 
he said, with the idea of having the right to vote and all the other 
rights that go with voting. The term used was 'enfranchisement' and to have 
the franchise meant that a person had the right to vote. The meaning does 
not necessarily mean the same thing today as Indian people can vote in the 
Federal and Provincial election. The other meaning of enfranchisement means 
the giving up of Indian status or membership in a Band. He said that Indian 
women marrying outside of a Band were automatically enfranchised and have to 
give up their status. In addition, any individual reaching the age of 21 
years could apply to be enfranchised and give up his membership in the Band. 
Such a person would receive his per capita share of Band funds and 20 years' 
purchase of Treaty money. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver of the Mistawasis Band recalled the difficult times 
he had in attempting to get the franchise or federal vote for Indians. Some 
Indians misunderstood and thought Mr. Dreaver was asking that they be enf- 
ranchised . 
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Mr. George Whitefish of the Big River Band spoke in Cree which 
was interpreted. He said he did not understand the booklet "Choosing a 
Path" and felt that it should have been written in Cree for his people. 
He felt that it would then take about one year before his people could 
discuss changes. 

Mrs. Lavallee said to Mr. Whitefish that he might like to have a 
younger spokesman who speaks and reads English to represent Mr. Whitefish's 
Band. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito agreed that Mr. Whitefish expressed an im- 
portant point. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark indicated Mr. Fairholm would look into the 
possibility of preparing some printings of tiie booklet in the Cree 
language. 

Reverend Cuthand clarified the comments made by Mr. George 
Whitefish. He said Mr. Whitefish wanted to tell the Government, as he did not 
understand the questions, that the Government should translate the booklet 
into Cree. Mr. Whitefish felt that a better understanding of the Act by the 
Indians would motivate the Indians to adopt a greater interest. It did not 
seem right, he thought, that the Government should propose something 
without much understanding. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver stated that if the questions are translated into 
Cree, the same thing should be done for the other Indian native languages. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark noted that interpreters were in attendance 
but admitted that printing of the material in the Indian language would be 
much more helpful. 

Reverend Cuthand said the best solution was to have Government 
officials, who could speak Cree, go to the Reserves to explain to the 
Indians. 

Mr. Leo Cameron said that Mr. Whitefish asked him earlier to 
enquire about the possibility of a Cree Agency Assistant being stationed 
on his Reserve until such time as the academic level of the people had 
improved• 

Mr. Walter Dieter said he understood that Mr. Whitefish was 
presently trying to have the services of a Cree-speaking Assistant 
discontinued for his Reserve. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark agreed to discuss the problem with 
Mr. Whitefish after the meeting. Question 7 was read again. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver felt that nothirg should hold back the young 
members who choose to move away. 
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Mr. Clifford Starr agreed with Mr. Dreaver but thought the 
person should reach the age of 25 years before being allowed to make a 
decision. 

Mr. Peter Dubois felt that the present section should be 
retained as is but that a special review of each case should be made. 
He felt also that some type of trial period should be available to allow 
the Indian people to assess their decisions with possible re-entry into 
membership if things do not work out. 

Mr. Walter Dieter cited one case where enfranciiisement was used 
because an Indian wanted to avail himself of sanatorium services. The 
person would now like to regain membership but is unable to do so. He 
cited other cases which pointed out the problem of enfranchisement. 

Reverend Cuthand explained that young Indians want to identify 
themselves with some particular group, which, in many cases, is the 
Indiaris own Band. He felt that enfranchisement should therefore, not 
exist in order to preserve the means of Indian identity. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde said that young people leave the Reserve 
to get their per capita share of funds and when the money is gone, they 
realize too late the poor position in which they find themselves. 

Mr. David Sparvier said his group decided the term 'enfranchisement' 
should be dropped. He said anyone withdrawing from the Reserve should 
first consult with the Band. 

Mr. Hilliard McKab said the term 'enfranchisement' should be 
dropped. He added that an Indian wishing to withdraw should obtain a 
recommendation from the Band. 

Mr. Wilfred H. Bear of the John Smith Band said his Band Council 
wanted the section left as is. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab related that he refused to sign the prescribed 
form in one case a few years ago. He thinks the person in question is 
quite thankful now. 

Mr. Antoine Cote of the Cote Band said he had several cases over 
the past 10 years or so where persons have left the Band. They have now 
decided that where persons want to leave their Band, the persons have to 
first establish themselves. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew related how his uncle wanted to leave the Band 
in order to obtain jobs that other University graduates were getting. He 
quoted another man as saying he would want $60,000 for his rights before he 
would be enfranchised as he would save the Government a similar amount by 
leaving the Reserve. 
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Mrs. Lavalleeagreed that the term 'enfranchisement' should be 
dropped. She felt that a recommendation from the Chief and Council should 
first be obtained before any person withdraws from membership. She saw no 
benefit the Indian would realize in modern society by discarding his 
membership status. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito wanted to know exactly what was meant by 
the term 'status'. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark confirmed that the word referred to the 
registered or Treaty Indians. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm added, in view of an apparent misunderstanding 
by Mr. Mosquito, that all registered Indians were not necessarily Treaty 
Indians but that all registered Indians did have Indian status mentioned 
in the Indian Act. 

Mr. Angus Merasty said that he has been in the Council for the past 
twenty years and has heard of no applications for enfranchisement although 
several members have been enfranchised. He agreed that the Band Council 
should be consulted before any enfranchisements are approved. 

Mr. Leo Cameron apparently agreed that approval of 100# of the 
Band Council members would be required before enfranchisements were 
approved. 

Mr. Peter Dubois noted, in accordance with the statistical infor- 
mation in the printed matter, that there has been a consistent decline in 
the number of enfranchisements over the past few years. He thought this 
was significant to show that enfranchisement was not the answer in the 
present day changes in society. 

Mrs. Lavallee asked if the figures referred to Saskatchewan. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that, they did not but referred to 
all of Canada. 

Mr. Ray Musqua thought that the Band Council should decide on 
applications for enfranchisement. 

Co-Chairman Gordon Ahenakew read Question No. 8. 

"Should married couples, where the 
husband or the wife, or both are 
under twenty-one years old be able 
to withdraw from Indian status?" 

Mr. Hilliard McNab thought that general feeling of the members 
was that a person would have to be at least 21 years of age and would 
require the consent of the Band before being enfranchised. 

Mr. David Sparvier agreed that the minimum age should be 21 
years. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver asked if it was permissible for teenage couples to 
adopt or would they have to be 21 years of age. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm no'ed that anyone under 21 was a minor and had no 
legal capacity. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito was concerned that the booklet did not dif- 
ferentiate between registered Indian and Treaty Indian. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that for the purposes of discussion it 
would be quite in order to insert the word 'treaty' before the term 
Indian, in the booklet. 

Mr. william Head of the James Smith Band spoke in his native language. 
His comments were translated to say that he was not in favour of allow- 
ing children (young people) to leave the Reserve. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew felt that a Band should not be able to, or be 
expected to, tell a Band member what to do after the member reaches the 
age of 21. If people want to leave the Reserve, Mr. Ahenakew thought that 
they should be allowed to go for ; “after all, it is a free country and there 
are human rights, that must be respected 

Mr. Louis "homas of the Witchekan Lake Band spoke in his native 
language and Reverend Cuthand translated. Mr. Thomas did not like the 
idea of youth leaving the Reserve. He was concerned that the Government 
might think the young people were leaving because they did not want to be 
Treaty Indians. Mr. Thomas felt this did not look good and also felt that 
the leaving of young people threatened the reserve system. 

Mr. Peter Dubois reported that his group not only agreed with the 
idea that people should be allowed to leave the Reserves if they so wish, 
but would also like to safeguard the interest of such people, if they fail 
in society, by giving them an opportunity to regain their Indian status. 

Mr. Bill Standingready of the White Bear Band said his Band has 
had several cases of enfranchisement and his Council has been active in 
this regard. He felt that Band Councils should review all requests for 
enfranchisement. 

- 47 - 



Mr. Ernest Tootoosis suggested that people requesting enfranc- 
hisement should be required to undergo a trial period of 5 years during 
which time they would neither receive financial help of any kind nor 
return to the Reserve. If, after the five year period passed, the people 
still wanted to become enfranchised, then their application could be 
approved. 

Reverend Cuthand wanted to stress the idea that everyone who 
leaves the Reserve to work does not want to withdraw from being a Treaty 
Indian. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito was concerned about the reference to the 
term ’status' and the fact that ,Treaty Indian' was not specified. He 
wondered if this would affect the Jay Treaty and the right to cross the 
Canada-U.S.A. border. 

Mr. Roy Musqua felt that married couples would have to be at 
least 21 before withdrawing and then only with the approval of the Band 
Council. He emphasized that young people could go out to work without with- 
drawing from membership. 

Mr. Jonas Lariviere of the Canoe Lake Band spoke in Cree with 
translation by Reverend Cuthand. Mr. Lariviere said the young people leave 
the Reserves mostly for the opportunities to drink. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis asked if there was a Reserve where the Band 
had no money at all and the members still wanted to be enfranchised. 

Mr. Walter Dieter said that one man received $2.50 upon being 
enfranchised. 

Mr. Angus Merasty wanted to know what law required Indians to 
report to their Reserves at least once every three years. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm explained that there was a Section in the Act 
prior to 1951 which stated that any Indian residing in a foreign land for 
5 years without permission would lose membership in his particular Band, 
although he still retained Indian status. The section was deleted in 1951* 
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September 18, 1968. 

Mr. David Ahenakew was chosen to act as Co-Chairman for the day. 

Co-Chairman Mr. David Ahenakew read Question 9: 

"When 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? Should 
children be allowed to retain their member- 
ship, if their parents have dropped theirs?" 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito expressed a wish to discuss treaty rights and 
to clarify the meaning of the term 'status'. 

Co-Chairman Mr. David Ahenakew thought it would be better for 
Mr. Mosquito to save his questions for the Minister. 

Mrs. Lavallee thought that under age children should take the 
status of their parents. 

Mr. James Favel wanted clarification as to hew people are entitled 
to be Indians. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm mentioned Sections 11 and 12 of the Indian Act 
which covers entitlement for registration as an Indian. 

Mr. James Favel wonderedvhy the manuals, etc., at Indian Offices 
were not made available to Band Chiefs. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark said that the Superintendents could supply 
the information on request. 

Mr. James Favel still could not understand why records were not 
made available to Band officials, particularly with the new concept of more 
authority for Band Councils. Mr. Favel thought that "more authority* 
should include greater access to records. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito suggested a trial period for the family and 
if they made out, then they could withdraw. 

Mr. Campbell Brass agreed with Mr. Solomon Mosquito inasmuch as 
he indicated that the children should not lose their rights but, instead, 
choose for themselves upon reaching 21 years. 
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Mr. David Sparvier of the Regina Friendship Centre felt that no 
individual, group of individuals or any governing body should be able to 
take away the child's status as an Indian. The child should be the only 
one to make the decision when he is capable of making a decision in con- 
sultation with the Band Council. 

Mr. Peter Dubois of the Association of Urban Indians said that 
children should retain their Indian status. He felt that a family wish- 
ing to become enfranchised should be put on a trial or probationary 
period before deciding to take the final step. 

Mr. James Favel thought that it was not right for a child to 
decide when he reaches the age 21 and that the decision on the child's 
status should be made at the time when the parents withdraw. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew read Question 10: 

"When a Band wishes to give up its status, 
should it require a two-thirds majority 
vote, or is a simple majority enough? 
Should a minority have the right to remain 
under the Act?" 

Mr. C.I. Fairholra explained the question by giving background 
information stating that a simple majority vote is required at the 
present time. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said his group decided that a 2/3 majority vote 
should be required. His group also felt that members living off the 
Reserve should be allowed to vote but that some protection should be given 
to the minority who did not want to be enfranchised with the Band. 

Mr. David Sparvier felt that the minority group living on the 
Reserve should receive one square mile per five persons. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito of the Mosquito-Grizzly Bear's Head Band was of 
the opinion that a unanimous vote of the Band should be required. 

Mr. Sam Watson of the Ochapowace Band agreed with Mr. Sparvier's 
comments. 

Mr. Angus Merasty of the Lac La Ronge Band felt that some land 
should remain Reserve property for the use of the minority or those who 
were not sufficiently educated to earn a living away from the Reserve. 

Mr. Peter Dubois clarified his earlier views by stating that he 
was Certainly mindful of the interests of the minority and that is_why he 
suggested a clause be provided to ensure the security of the minority 
voters. 
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tir. David Sparvier confirmed that he was also quite concerned 
about the interests of the minority. 

Mr. Clifford Starr of the Indian and Metis Friendship Centre, 
Prince Albert agreed generally with both Mr. Dubois and Mr. Sparvier on 
Question Do. 10. However, he thought a 2/3 majority vote of Reserve 
residents should be required and that non-residents should not vote. 

rir. Sam Buffalo of the Sioux Wahpaton Band said that the Band 
should have a majority vote and the capital should be divided among the 
members. 

Mr. Peter Dubois was concerned for the Indians living off 
Reserves and the developments that could take place if non-residents were 
not allowed to vote. The residents, in that case, could make a decision 
to enfranchise the whole Band and the non-residents could do nothin^ about 
it. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis of the Poundmaker Band expressed concern at 
what he termed to be leading questions. He considered that the Indian Act 
through the years has detracted from the full meaning of Treaties. He said 
the Indian Act of 1876 defined a Reserve as a tract of land set apart by 
Treaty or otherwise for the use and benefit of a Band but which is unsurren- 
dered. On the other hand, he said the definition of a Reserve in the present 
Indian Act makes no mention of tracts which were set apart by Treaty. He 
felt the word 'unsurrendered' in the Act of 18?6 was put to protect the 
treaty — to verify the meaning of a Treaty. 

Mr. Peter Dubois elaborated on the interpretation of the Indian 
word for surrender. He said the Indian word meant "is all that is left", 
and he thought it was significant that his forefathers were able to pass 
this on as a symbol of the Treaties the present Indians want recognized* 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought that the delegates should not 
follow or commit themselves with regard to the thirty-four questions, or 
to even follow discussions on this basis, but discuss the subjects and 
matters which are of most importance to the individual delegates. He 
said that Indian Reserves are free to develop as much as they wish and, 
in fact, there was one Reserve in the province totally separated from 
the Indian Affairs Branch, 

Mr. David Sparvier agreed with Mr. Tootoosis that the definition 
of the word 'Reserve' (in the Indian Act) is contrary to history and 
Treaties. 

Mr. Joe Dreaver said difficulties have arisen over the years from 
the different interpretations or applications of treaties. He said the 
Indians, when making the Treaties thought they were reserving larri for 
themselves, but the Government contends that it reserved the land for the 
Indians. 
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Mr. Ernest Tootoosis said there was another matter he wanted to 
bring to the group's attention. It dealt with the definition of the term 
r3and', which, according to the Act, meant any tribe, Band or body of 
Indians who own or are interested in a Reserve. He said the word 'own' 
had been deleted. The word 'own', he added, was the most vital living 
connection between the Indian and his Treaty. He thought the Indians' 
rights were being slowly taken away through the changing of definitions 
of words in the Act. He said also that the word 'unsurrendered' was in 
the old Acts to protect the Treaties by pointing out that certain lands 
were not surrendered by the Indians. He wondered how the Branch's legal 
adviser could properly interpret Treaties if the word 'unsurrendered' has 
been removed and he asked for an opinion from Mr. Andras. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that it was the first presen- 
tation of that point of view that he had heard, and that it was very 
interesting. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm asked Mr. Tootoosis if he wanted something like 
the older interpretation put back in the Act. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis answered that that was what he wanted, 
primarily to protect the Treaties. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said he did not personally knoxi/ why the change 
in the Act was made in 1951. He read Section 18 (l) to explain why the 
change might have been made., 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis noted that there was no mention in Treaty 
copies that lands xirere not surrendered. He wanted to know if the Branch 
thoxight that there was something in the present Act that would justify 
(or adequately take the place of) the omission of the word 'unsurrendered'. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that he did not point out Section 18 (l) 
for justification purposes but to show that the section Mr. Tootoosis was 
concerned with might have been covered in part. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis stated that it was quite clear the Indians 
have been damaged by deletion of certain parts from the present Act. He 
thought the motives of the non-Indian Treaty makers were suspect inasmuch 
as the Indians were promised large tracts of land but, at the same time, 
it was suggested that they might wish to sell a part of the land to raise 
money. Mr. Tootoosis interpreted this action to be deceiving to the Indian 
as it showed that the non-Indians were not really interested in the 
permanent holding of land by the Indians. 
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Mr. David Sparvier asked for further clarification of the word 
'Reserve' as raised by Mr. Tootoosis. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm asked, in reply, whether it was desirable to have 
title of a Reserve vested in the name of the Band. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis said he would like to answer but would like 
more time to study the question. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said he was concerned by one small 
paragraph in the Press report of the Regina. Leader Post describing his 
remarks yesterday. He thought it appropriate that he mention at this 
time in view of what the Chief had just said, the meaning that the Leader 
Post took out of what he said yesterday. As printed in last evening's 
issue, Mr. Andras was reported to have said that the Indian Act should 
not wait 10, 15 or 20 years that it should come within the next 2 years. 
Mr. Andras said he wanted to correct this because he thought the Chief's 
point was very well taken and he was very sympathetic to what was being 
said about the need for time for consultation, thought and discussion. 

He said that he had been very careful in each of these meetings 
since he first got involved in the discussions not to be party to the 
pressure to bring that time factor to bear. He wanted to put this on 
record and hoped that the Press might correct the former .impression. 
What he said, in fact, was that he, as Minister assigned to the development 
of new policy and programs wanted to assure them that with their help and 
advice he would do everything within his power to see that the Government 
did all that must be done this year or next year and the year after to 
ensure that the Indians share to the fullest extent the benefits of our 
society. The Government does not intend to wait 10, 15 or 20 years. 
Mr. Andras declared that this was an exact copy of what he did say and 
that he applied this to all general policies. He went on to say that many 
of the things that the Indian people and their brothers in other meetings 
had said were more urgent, perhaps, than the revision to the Act itself. 
He admitted that he may have said it poorly yesterday or that the speech 
may have been genuinely misinterpreted by the Press but he wanted to .remove 
the incorrect impression because he sincerely believed, and it was already 
said publicly that there would be more opportunity to consult and discuss 
before these revisions were made. 

Mr. David Sparvier felt that the Indian Affairs Branch had too 
much to say and too much authority regarding the affairs of Indians. 
He thought that more authority, particularly -with respect to lands, should 
be vested in Band Councils. 
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Mr. George Whitefish of the Big River Band spoke in his native 
language which was translated by Reverend Guthand. Mr. Whitefish ex- 
pressed thanks to those who gave historical background earlier. He added 
that the information was true as similar accounts were handed down to him 
by his father. 

Mrs. Lavallas of the Piapot Band, upon learning that the Minister 
would be in attendance at the meeting for the day, asked if the question of 
health could be discussed. 

Mr. Peter Dubois agreed with the suggestion put forward by 
Mrs. Lavalle. Ke felt that the Government, in order to fulfill its Treaty 
obligations to the Indians should be prepared to pay to the Provincial 
Government the Indians' share of medical costs. 

Mr. Jonas Lariviere of the Canoe Lake Band said, through an inter- 
preter, that he agreed with the views of Mr. Ernest Tootoosis concerning the 
protection and honouring of Indian rights. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito said he was aware that at a meeting between the 
Saskatchewan Indians and Provincial officials, it was indicated that the 
Indian Treaties should be made stronger. He thought it was up to the 
Federal Government and the Indian Act to uphold the Treaties. He said that, 
under the Resource Transfer Agreement of 1930, Federal Crown Land was 
turned over to the Province on condition that it fulfill Federal Treaty ob- 
ligations with Indians. He said that according to the information he 
received from the Indian Affairs Branch, the Federal Government was not 
prepared to commit themselves under the Treaty agreement. He was, therefore, 
opposed to "Choosing a Path" and preferred to follow a new agenda. 

PIrs. Lavalleewished to discuss medical services. 

Mr. Alex Harper of the Onion Lake Band expressed a desire to con- 
tinue with discussion on the basis of the thirty-four questions. 

(There were several views expressed concerning the order of 
subjects to be discussed). 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said that Vie did not want to take too 
much time and regretted that he would have to leave for a little while 
just after these comments but first wanted to make a point. He was very 
much in agreement with the expression of opinion constructive to the total 
picture with which they were dealing at these consultation meetings. He 
also felt that the order of the discussion - what they wanted to put 1st, 
2nd or 3rd - should be a matter Jbr the delegates themselves to determine. 
This was up to them. There was another additional way in which he would 
get the information and he just wanted to remind them that everything 
that was being said was being recorded - taken down as a permanent record - 
and after these meetings, he would study what, had been said so that even 
though he would not be there personally at times, he would have the oppor- 
tunity to read what was said afterwards. 
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Mr. Ernest Tootoosis said he was in favour with Mrs. LavaUee* s 
suggestion to discuss matters of immediate concern to delegates, he 
mentioned that his Band was not satisfied with the work of a farming in- 
structor on the Poundmaker Reserve. He said the instructor was moved, 
but moved to another Reserve and he did not agree that such administration 
could help the Indians. He contended that if it was proven at one place 
that the instructor was not satisfactory - not doing what he should be 
doing - then he should not be allowed to have further contact with any 
Indians. Mr. Tootoosis recommended that that type of administration by 
the Branch be looked into. 

Mrs. Laura Johnstone of the Mistawasis Band also agreed with 
Mrs. Lavalle, particularly with her suggestion to discuss medical services. 

Mr. David Sparvier related that his group agreed the Federal 
Government should make agreements with provinces for education and medical 
services but that the Federal Government should be responsible for costs 
involved. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito wanted to see medical services transferred 
back to Indian Affairs so that there would be no conflict as to which 
Department would pay. He said some Indians are subjected to court proceed- 
ings when they do not pay their medical account,s but that the Federal 
Government has the responsibility to provide Treaty Indians with medical 
services. 

Mr. Leo Cameron of the Beardy and Okemasis Band referred to 
Section 72 of the Act, Item (g) and asked Mr. Fairholm what the item 
covered. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that the section provided authority for 
regulations to be made by the Government"to provide medical treatment and 
health services for Indians" but that he knew of no existing regulations 
except for the control of infectious diseases. 

Chief William Head of the James Smith Band, in connection with 
Section 72 (g), wanted to know to what extent the section applied to 
Indians off Reserves. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm stated that he knew of no regulations made 
under Section 72 (g). He added that regulations could be made and that 
there was no particular reference in the Section as to whether an Indian 
lived on or off a Reserve. 

Chief William Head said that a Treaty Indian should not have to 
pay his own medical expenses no matter how long he is away from the 
Reserve. 
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Mr. Angus Merasty referred to a meeting that was supposed to be 
held with the Minister of Indian Affairs who did not attend the meeting. 
The Minister sent two doctors, instead, and the two officials were 
unable to answer the questions asked by the Indians. He suggested, 
therefore, that the opportunity to ask the Minister questions should be 
used. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis wished that Indian observers be allowed to 
speak. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito said his group has always contended that they 
needed a federally operated hospital at Battleford. He again stated that 
the responsibility to provide medical service to Indians remained with the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. Clifford Starr referred to Mr. Fairholm's mention of Section 72(g) 
and the idea that the Section was not conditional upon residence on a 
Reserve. In view of that, Mr. Starr was of the opinion that an Indian 
should also be able to choose his own doctor. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm clarified his earlier statement by stating that 
he thought there was authority under Section 72 for the Governor-in-Council 
to make regulations and, further in his opinion, he thought the Section did 
not make any reference to Indians, who were on or off Reserves. 

Mr. Clifford Starr asked Mr. Fairholm whether he would appreciate 
going to the doctor as named by the Government if he received free medical 
service. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that he would, personally, like to go to 
the doctor of his own choice. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito referred to Section 80 of the Act and wanted 
the Branch's comment of that Section in relation to Section 72 (g). 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that Section 80 referred to the powers 
of the Council and, in particular, the authority they have to make by-laws. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark asked If it could be said that the delegates 
wanted to know whether the Indian Act guaranteed that the Indians would 
receive medical services. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that to his knowledge the Act does not 
specifically say that health services shall be provided. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver said he was always under the impression that 
the Indian Act was enacted in order to spell out the terms of the Treaties. 
He added that one of the terms of the Treaty provided for medical services 
to Indians by the Government and that the provision should be fulfilled. 
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Mr. Ernest Tootoosis pointed out that the whole problem resulted 
from the changing of the Act over the years, and if the Indians do not 
insist upon a rewording which would protect their Treaties, their children 
would be faced with the same problems faced today. 

Mrs. Lavalle referred to Section 72 (g) where the Governor-in- 
Council may make regulations, and she said that there was nothing 
mentioned about first consulting the Indians. She said health was one of 
the most important aspects with which Indians should concern themselves. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew encouraged all delegates to ask the 
Minister about any matter of importance. He said he would personally 
prefer to discuss education. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought the only important subject was the 
increased authority to Band Councils. He asked Mr. Fairholm whether he 
would be committing himself by what he said at the meeting. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm assured him that he would not be committing 
himself and that his comments would only be accepted as an opinion. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito then asked Mr. Fairholm if it was true that 
"Choosing a Path" was just asking for a delegation of authority. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that it was not, that delegation of 
authority was only one of many items under consideration. He went on to 
give examples of the various itans with which the thirty-four questions 
dealt. 

Mr. Joseph Crowe of the Kahkewistahaw Band said the Broadview area 
was very concerned about medicare and education and he agreed that the two 
should be top priority. 

Mr. Angus Merasty suggested that Medicare and education be delayed 
until the Minister could be present. 

Mr. George Brass Jr. of the Key Band agreed with Mr. Merasty. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis referred to that part of Section 72 of the 
present Act where it states that the Governor-in-Council may make 
regulations. He then referred to an old Act which stated that it was an 
Act for the gradual enfranchisement of Indian, the better management of 
Indian Affairs and to extend provisions to the Act, Chapter i;2. While the 
present Act does not provide for the gradual enfranchisement of Indians, 
he felt that it would be possible in view of the present words "may make 
regulations". He said it was a "gradual" losing of Indian rights or a 
move toward enfranchisement when an Indian moved off the Reserve and could 
not obtain assistance from the Branch. He felt that the Indian Act should 
state that the Indians should have medical services because the same con- 
sideration was provided for in their Treaties and the Government should 
provide the service to them. 
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Wednesday, p.m 

(An application on behalf of an Indian group from Saskatoon 
to have Dr. Howard Adams, who was not a delegate, speak at the meeting 
brought about considerable discussion. Mr. Edgar Frank said that he 
had been selected by the Saskatoon Indian Friendship Centre to represent 
the urban Indian in the city. He told the delegates that even though 
Dr. Adams only represented a very few Indians, he should be allowed to 
speak. A show of hands indicated a majority was in favour). 

Mrs. Lavalleeexpressed her concern for Indians and, in view of 
the need for education and also in view of the lack of employment on the 
Reserves, she appealed to Mr. Andras to make free medical services avail- 
able to all people of Indian status no matter where they may live. 

Mr. David Sparvier asked if the Minister would make a comment on 
Mrs. Lavalle1s statement. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras commented that he understood exactly 
what the recommendation was from Mrs. Lavalles and that the recommendation 
would be carried forward by him to the policy discussions when these con- 
sultation meetings are completed and he would be making recommendations to 
the Government along that line. 

Mr. David Sparvier asked Mr. Andras if he knew why legislation has 
been almost totally left out of the Indian Act regarding medical services. 
He wanted to know whether this was an attempt on the Federal Government's 
part to let Provincial legislation take care of Indians as they leave 
Reserves. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras did not believe he could give an 
informed answer as to why the Indian Act, up to and including the revisions 
of 1951, did not include that. He wondered if Mr. Brown had any legal 
background on that. 

Mr. L.L. Brown knew of no reasons why medical services were not 
included. He mentioned, however, that other important matters, such as 
welfare or housing were not mentioned either. His personal opinion was 
that such matters were dollar programs for which funds had to be voted 
annually in varying amounts. 

Mr. Peter Dubois moved that the Federal Government accept full 
responsibility for payment of premiums and medical services for 
registered Treaty Indians to the Province. 

Mr. Angus Merasty mentioned that he was told by Departmental 
doctors that they were only servants of the Crown and that the Indians 
would have to get their answers from Cabinet Ministers. He, therefore, 
expected to receive better answers from the Minister. 
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The Honourable R.K. Andras thought the critical issue or 
question here was the fact that recently there had been a utilization 
charge made by the Provincial Government with regard to medicare for 
medical charges and the hospitalization plan in the Province of 
Saskatchewan. This was a rather hot issue at the moment. It had just 
arisen very recently and was the subject of discussion at this very 
moment. In fact, the Minister went on, when he left this morning he 
went to meet with the Premier of Saskatchewan, Mr. Thatcher, and they had 
some careful comment about the matter. He said it would be the subject of 
a discussion between the Saskatchewan Government and the Federal 
Government toward the end of the week. He hoped that there would be 
some more satisfactory answers after that consultation in Ottawa this 
coming Friday. Until that meeting had taken place between the two 
Governments, he could not, but wished that he could, give a final answer 
about it. He informed them that there are health services generally and 
other services, e.g. education, which are divided in jurisdictions, 
like other matters, between the Federal Government and the Provincial 
Government. There had to be this negotiation between them to reach 
agreement and, hopefully, those negotiations were underway right now. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver seconded the motion of Mr. Dubois. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew asked for Mr. Dubois' motion. 
Mr. Dubois asked the recorder to read the motion which was worded as 
follows:- Moved by Mr. Peter Dubois and seconded by Mr. Joseph Dreaver 

THAT THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ACCEPT FULL 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR PAYMENT OF PREMIUMS 
AND MEDICAL SERVICES TO THE PROVINCES 
FOR REGISTERED TREATY INDIANS REGARDLESS 
OF WHERE THEY MAY RESIDE. 

By a show of hands the motion was passed unanimously. 

Mr. Clifford Starr suggested to the Minister that the terms in 
Indian Treaties should be interpreted on the basis and in light of 
present day standards, needs and procedures. 

Dr. Howard Adams, Saskatoon, agreed with the comments of 
Mr. Sparvier regarding the interpretation of the medicine chest item in 
Indian Treaties. He thought the original meaning was complete and that 
it referred to complete medical care, and that if it was written today, 
it would also provide complete medical care. He said the service should 
be provided to the Indians as a basic Treaty right and not be extended 
as a privilege. He felt that the Indian Affairs Branch should have a 
medical care policy that was consistent and well known to all Indians. He 
wanted to see the Indian Act changed so that the Indians have a right in 
that respect. 
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Mr. David Sparvier wanted to add to Dr. Adam's statement the 
idea that the services the Government should pay for should be adequate 
service and not a substandard service. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito asked the Minister whether there was a 
Federal-Provincial agreement on medicare being entered into and whether 
the Province could charge Indians utilization fees. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that at the present time this 
was the hot question that was being discussed here in Regina and would be 
discussed in the next few days in Ottawa. As he mentioned earlier, he 
couldn't give final answers as to the outcome of that until those discus- 
sions were completed, hopefully by the end of that week. He said that 
the Government was very well aware of the delicacy of the situation and 
of their feelings about it. He hoped he was correct in saying that his 
information was that no Treaty Indian is being denied the services at the 
present time as a result of the confusion over this rew policy of the 
Provincial Government. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought that everyone was in agreement with 
regard to medical services and he suggested that discussion move to 
education. 

Mr. Clifford Starr wanted to make it clear to the Minister that the 
urban Indians are quite dissatisfied with the policy to hire one doctor to 
look after the people that go to the city. He wanted the Indians to be able 
to obtain service from any doctor to qvoid inconveniences. 

Dr. Howard Adams of Saskatoon said his group felt rather strongly 
about what he termed to be unsatisfactory health services provided to 
Indians by Indian Health Services in cities such as Prince Albert and 
North Battleford. He said they felt that Indians should be allowed to 
see any doctor they wished to see in the city, in the same way as other 
Canadians visit doctors. He added that they would be very much in favour 
of discontinuing and abolishing the present Indian Health Services and to 
provide complete health services by private doctors. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras in clarification of Dr. Adams' statement 
said that his suggestion was that the Indian people go to a doctor of their 
choice. 

Mr. Edgar Frank of the Indian and Metis Friendship Centre, 
Saskatoon wished to express the views of urban Indians that the medical 
rights should be extended to Indians in accordance with terms of their 
Treaties. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito thought that all Treaty Indians should have 
an identification card to present to hospital officials. 
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Reverend Cuthand proposed on behalf of urban Indians that there 
should be a joint committee between the representatives of Saskatchewan 
Indians, Provincial Government and the Federal Government to study medicare 
costs. He thought a cost sharing arrangement could be worked out so that the 
handicapped and indigent Indians would not be penalized in any way. He said 
that the proposal would be a good way to realize the medicine chest provision 
in Treaty No. 6. It was one way, he said, to get something in return for the 
Federal and Provincial taxes they pay. 

Mr. Peter Dubois referred to his earlier resolution and expressed 
concern that Rev. Cuthand did not apparently understand what the resolution 
contained. He thought, however, that as the Indians are given the privileges 
they, in due time, could voluntarily contribute without legislation being im- 
posed. With regard to education, he wanted to see education extended in the 
same manner as hospitalization. 

Mr. Walter Dieter said that in the agreement that was made, medicare 
costs would be paid, but that should not prevent any Indian from paying him- 
self if he so wished. 

Mrs. Lavalleeasked the Minister if Indian representatives will be 
present when the Provincial Government talks with the Federal Government 
about medical services. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that on the occasion of this im- 
mediate meeting coming up which would take place the latter part of the week, 
he didn't think there would be a direct meeting between Federal Cabinet 
Ministers in Ottawa and the Premier of Saskatchewan and some of his Cabinet 
Ministers. As far as he knew, he continued, it was on the very broad subject 
of health services, among other things, and there were many other matters on 
the agenda. He didn't think there would be Indian people represented at that 
meeting though it might take place in future meetings. 

Mrs. Lavallee wanted to know if the Indian people would be told of 
the outcome of the meetings. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said he would hope so and fairly soon. 

Mrs. Lavallee said the Indians would be listening for news concern- 
ing the matters they have brought forward. 

Mr, Clifford Starr agreed with Mr. Dieter that Indians who leave 
their Reserves should decide for themselves whether they want to pay medicare 
premiums, but they should not be forced to pay if they do not wish to. do so. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said he believed that no Treaty Indian, 
at the present time was being refused medical services as a result of introduc- 
tion of this utilization fee. He thought it was perhaps a question of 
negotiation between the Federal Government and Provincial Government as to 
who pays that utilization fee on behalf of the Indian people. He thought he 
knew what the answer would be but didn't think he could beg the question yet. 
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r 
Mr. Solomon Mosquito recalled an agreement of 1930 called the 

Resource Transfer Agreement. It stated in the agreement, he said, that 

under Treaty No. 10 Indians may have certain land surveyed and designate it 

as a Reserve if they wish. Federal Crown land was turned over to the 

Province on condition that it fulfill Federal Treaty obligations with the 

Indians. With respect to the rights of people, there is a conflict between 
the Bill of Rights and Treaty rights and he thought it should be up to the 

Federal Government to correct the situation in favour of the Treaty Indians* 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew said he was pleased to note the number 
of urban Indians who expressed concern about medicare. He supposed he was 

one of the unfortunate urban Indians as he lived in North Battleford. He 

related how he refused, after having trouble with officials at the hospital, 

to take his wife and children to the Indian hospital in North Battleford. 

He was then stuck with a large account for services from another doctor. He 

noted that the urban Indians would not stand to benefit under Section 72 

where .the Governor-in-Council may make regulations to provide medical treat- 
ment and health services for the Indians. He suggested that the Section be 
changed and that the Indian representative should, under the changes, be a 
part of the group who makes the regulations. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras told the Chairman that he wished to 
comment on this. He said that in the wording of Section 72 (g), the clause, 

which Mr. Ahenakew had just read, the Governor-in-Council, is an expression 

used to describe the Cabinet. This means that Parliament, which is the all 

supreme governing body in Canada, has given the authority to the Cabinet to 
take these actions. The Cabinet, without that written into the Act, wouldn't 

have the authority to do the good things that the Indian people want to see 

done. So it is empowering legislation from Parliament to the Cabinet, which 
says we have passed this law in Parliament which means that you can make the 
regulations which are necessary to carry on. If it wasn't there, Mr. Andras 

explained,.Parliament could say you do not have any power to exercise 
authority. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito suggested that 'shall' be inserted in place of 

'may' in Section 72 which states that "the Governor-in-Council may make 

regulations ...."• 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that this would cover the point 

if. it said "the Governor-in-Council shall" instead of "the Governor-in-Council 

may". 

Mr. George Brass Jr. said he could go to any of seven doctors in his 
area in the Pelly Agency. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew asked if there was an Indian hospital in 

the.area. 

Mr. George Brass Jr. answered there was not. 
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Co-Chairman Mr. Clark noted that the information given by Mr. Brass 

was correct. He said there were certain arrangements made with medical 
doctors by Indian Health Services to look after the needs of Indians in 
certain areas. In other areas, they have an 'any doctor' arrangement. He 
thought this might be an area that the administration of Health Services 

might look into so that Indians may have the doctors of their choice, 

rather than have a doctor designated for Indian people only. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde asked the Minister why the schedule of fees 

are different for Indian people as compared to non-Indians. 

The Honourable R.K. .Andras said he thought the Department of National 

Health and Welfare had made an arrangement. He certainly hoped this didn't 

imply that the services given were any less in terms of the quality. He 

thought the doctors generally had agreed to give these services at a lower scale 

of fees than they do generally. He suggested, provided the quality of 
service was maintained, this was an advantage not a disadvantage. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde wondered what difference in attitude a 

doctor might take when an Indian and non-Indian need examinations and the 

Indian is charged ,$2.00 while the non-Indian is charged $6.00. He asked 

if the services would be comparable. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said he thought this was. a very valid 

comment. 

Mr. Clifford Starr asked Mr. Clark to comment on a case where the 

Branch refused to pay for an Indian's eyeglasses because the doctor was not 

engaged by the Branch even though the Branch doctor referred the Indian to 

the eye doctor in Regina. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark pointed out that it was not Indian Affairs 

but Indian Health Services that handled the arrangement. He added that the 

situation as presented was true, that it was an administrative matter for 

Indian Health Services and was noted in the record. 

Mr. Peter Dubois mentioned, in connection with Mr. Bellegarde's 

statements, that there was a hospital in Fort Qu'Appelle which serves both 
the community and Indians. He believed it was operated on a cost-sharing 

basis. He said the Indians had by-passed the hospital in favour of another 
which was not far away and he asked why would people do such a thing. Would 
it be, he asked, because they were not getting the services they required. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark noted that no representative from Indian Health 

Services was present at that particular time to comment on Mr. Dubois' 

statements. 

Mr. Peter Dubois considered the education of the Indian people as a 

means for them to qualify for society and to regain their pride. He 
referred to the difficulty with clothing allowances for some children as a 
problem. He said there were other problems such as transportation and 

lodging. 
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Mr. Lawrence Stevenson of the Pasqua Band said most of the people 
by-passed the Fort Qu’Appelle Hospital due to the poor services it offered. 
He stated the hospital was built in 1936 under the "Medicine Kit" of 
Treaty No. i;. They had, he said, good services until recently. H© was 
unable to see why the hospital should be taken over by the Province wnen the 
responsibility for the hospital rests with the Federal Government. 

Dr. Howard Adams referred to a provision in the Treaty which 
mentions that schools will be established and maintained by Her Majesty when 
the Indians desire to have one. He was of the opinion that the application 
of the provision in present day language would mean that education in all 
its aspects should be provided. He said that Section 111; (d) should be 
clarified so that the Indians will know just what moneys are payable on 
behalf of the school children. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm, after reading aloud Section Hi; (d), explained 
that the reference to moneys was any money to which the child would be 
entitled under the Indian Act, such as a per capita distribution. He 
understood it was not being used and that the Section could probably be 
removed from the Act as it has no meaning today and would make no difference. 

Mr. David Sparvier recommended that the Federal Government be res- 
ponsible for costs involved in any agreement they may sign with the Province. 
He felt that the Federal Government should enter into agreements for adult 
education and vocational training to put the Indians in a position to choose 
from a variety of vocations. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito asked if Treaty money would be paid over. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm replied that it could be an annuity and any 
money to which the child is entitled. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito said he was referring to a different 
situation altogether. 

Mrs. Lavalle wanted clarification on the kind of money referred to 
in Section 111; (d). 

The Honourable R.K. Andras replied that it could apply to any money 
that an Indian child had coming to him or her from any source whatsoever 
that belonged to that Indian child. His own money could be applied toward 
his education at the school; it might come from many, many different places. 
The child might have some money coming to him and, under this, that money 
could be applied to the cost of his education. Mr. Andras didn’t think this 
was in the best interest of an Indian child. 

Mrs. Lavallee agreed that it wasn’t. 
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Mr. C.I. Fairholm gave an example to show an instance where 
money may be applied. He said an Indian child's money from a per capita 
distribution or from shares in an estate could be applied toxvard main- 
tenance of the child in a residential school. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis read a portion of the record concerning the 
signing of the Treaty in August, 1876. He read: 

"You asked for school teachers and ministers. 
With regards to ministers, I cannot interfere. 
There are large societies formed for the pur- 
pose of sending the gospel to the Indian. 
The Government does not provide ministers 
anywhere in Canada. I have already promised 
you that you, xtfhen you settle down there and 
there were enough children, the schools would 
be maintained". 

Mr. Tootoosis said the Crown’s representative made promises and then put them 
down in writing in the form of a Treaty. The Indian, he said, could not 
read and heard the terms of the Treaty through an interpreter. He then 
quoted a section of the Treaty, which read: 

"...and further, Her Majesty agrees to maintain 
schools for instructions, in and on such Reserves 
hereby made as Her Government of Canada - The 
Dominion of Canada - may seem advisable". 

He concluded that it is not right to take a child's money, in view of the 
foregoing, to apply it to his schooling. He added that if it was to be 
done, mention of it would be made in the Treaty. 

Dr. Howard Adams said there were two sections of the Indian Act. 
which his group would like to see taken out. One is Section 118 (6) which 
he read. He felt that the Section should be deleted because they were 
concerned with abuses to which a child might be subjected. The other 
Section is 119. He read the Section and felt that the Section should be 
taken out because, under it, a child could have a record for juvenile 
delinquency merely for staying out of school. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis referred to Section 118 (6) and asked 
whether it meant that action was referred to the parents. 

Mrs. Laura Johnstone of the Mistawasis Band said many members of 
her Band were against the idea of joint schools primarily because of a.lack 
of funds to purchase clothing. They were promised clothing for their chil- 
dren by the Superintendent and the Chief. She said the situation is bad as 
high school children drop out because they are unable to acquire suitable 
clothirg. she recommended that funds to purchase clothing be issued twice 
yearly. 
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Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew referred to the situation of persons 
living off the Reserve. He wondered if he could completely integrate in 
society off the Reserve. He doubted that he would ever be considered by 
the rest of society as an equal. He thought that if Indians were to suc- 
cessfully integrate, the Government will have to honour the Indian 
Treaties. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver referred to Section 119 (b) and asked if it 
applied to school drop outs. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that the reference to a child in Section 
119 (b) is a child who is between the age of 7 and 16. He mentioned that 
at some other meetings the delegates recommended the Section be deleted 
as it unfairly classified a child as beirg a juvenile delinquent. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew asked if there were any more comments 
on medicare. 

Mr. Joe Crowe asked Mr. Clark to explain Question 18 concerning 
separate schools. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark read question No. 18 in the booklet 
"Choosing a Path". Mr. Clark said the Department extends the same assis- 
tance to students attending separate schools as it does to public schools. 
However, he noted there was no provision in the Indian Act to cover this. 
He said the question was whether the Indian Act should be amended to cover 
the practice. 

Mr. Melvin Musqua of the Keeseekoose Band said that the integrated 
school system was forced upon his Band. As he had a school on his Reserve, 
he wanted to know if the school could be opened to non-Indians for a 
two-way arrangement. 

Mr. Dieter said he had in his possession some #5>00«00 to :|600.00 
worth of bills for school supplies with respect to Treaty Indians who left 
the Reserve for about one year. He asked Mr. Walter Karashowsky what 
could be done to alleviate the problem. 

Mr. Walter Karashowsky, Regional School Superintendent believed that 
the bills in question were submitted to him by off-reserve residents whose 
children were attending city or town schools. He said they probably had to 
buy certain school supplies but, under existing policy, his office was not 
authorized to pay for school supplies for school children who are in an 
off-reserve situation. 

Mr. Dieter said he wanted an explanation of present thinking on 
the-matter because the Treaty did not differentiate between on or 
off-reserve residence. He recommended that the current practice be 
stopped and that the Federal Government pay the outstanding bills. 
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Co-Chairman Mr. Clark, in reply to Mr. Musqua's question con- 
cerning the two-way arrangement, said the proposal was possible with the 
consent of the Band Council, the parents of the non-Indian students, and 
the School Board to do it. 

Mr. C.I. Fairholm said that in some areas non-Indian children 
attend schools located on a Reserve. He said he believed there was even a 
secondary school on a Reserve on Manitoulin Island where non-Indians attend. 

Mrs. Lavalleeasked the Minister if the Indians were compelled to 
send their children to schools off the Reserve. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras said that there was not a compulsion to 
do so on those terms. 

Mrs. Lavallee said her Band objected to the scheme because they 
were not prepared. She felt that any reserve wishing to continue with day 
schools should be allowed to keep them. She thought the integrated school 
system should be left to the choice of the Indians. She mentioned that her 
son, who attended an integrated school, put his feelings down in writing 
which supported the idea that integrated schools are most difficult for the 
Indian children. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras expressed his interest in this and asked 
Mrs. Lavallee to direct the writing to him when she could. 

Mr. Tootoosis moved "that the Indian Health and Medical Services 
be transferred back to the Indian Department where they rightfully should be". 

Mr. Dreaver related how a doctor showed him a letter from the 
Department of Indian Affairs which stated that expenses had to be reduced or 
another doctor would be sent out. He was more pleased wi1h medical services 
being where they are instead of with Indian Affairs where costs must be kept 
down at the apparent expense of the Indians' health. 

Mr. Tootoosis hoped that the Department of Indian Affairs would be 
more qualified to extend medical services now. Mr. Tootoosis was of the 
opinion that the difficulties with medical services started with the separa- 
tion of the service from the Department of Indian Affairs and he felt that 
the sooner all affairs of the Indian are put under one Department, the sooner 
the Indian will receive satisfactory service. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito seconded Mr. Tootoosis' motion. 

Reverend Cuthand noted that Indian Health Services were quick to 
point out that they were not the Indian Affairs Branch. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Ahenakew asked for a show of hands on the motion 
put forward by Mr. Tootoosis and seconded by Mr. Mosquito. The motion was 
carried. 
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Mr. Edgar Frank wanted to know how urban Indians would be affected. 

Mr. Dieter suggested that Mr. Fairholm's Policy and Planning 
Division put something in policy which would prevent discrimination by the 
Department against Indians who leave their Reserves. 

Mr. Fairholm said it was quite evident that Indians thought they 
should not be penalized for leaving the reserves and taking up residence 
in urban centres. 

Dr. Adams wanted to emphasize Mr. Dieter's views regarding 
off-reserve Indians. He felt that those Indians should be given more 
incentive to become established in cities. He recommended that the 
Indian Affairs Branch amend its policies and programs to extend greater 
assistance to the urban Indians. 

Mr. Smith Atimoyo of the Indian and Metis Friendship Centre, 
Battleford felt that all discussion has centered around Treaty rights. 
He said the Treaty rights with respect to medical services and education 
must be respected better than they have been in the past. He echoed the 
feelings of other delegates that it seems the urban Indians are beirg 
penalized in their efforts to establish themselves away from their 
Reserves. He recommended that the Government make improvements in its 
policies to help instead of hinder the urban Indians. 

Reverend Cuthand recommended that the Government be asked to 
review the assistance given to university students as the amount they now 
receive is not sufficient. He indicated that the Indians pursuing a high 
level of learning should receive adequate assistance. 

Mr. Roy Musqua thought that Indian childVen should attend in- 
tegrated schools at an early age. He said they are unprepared when they 
start to attend integrated schools at the Grade IX level. He said that was 
the reason why he recommended the opening of reserve schools to the 
non-Indians. He wanted to know if hostels could be built for children who 
go to town schools. 

The Honourable R.K. Andras asked in clarification if Mr. Musqua 
meant that the hostels should be run by Indian foster parents. 

Mr. Musqua answered yes. 

Mr. Dubois wanted to see the Government improve its service to the 
urban Indians in respect to all aspects of coping with society away from 
reserves. 

Mr. Mosquito thought that there should not be a separate law for 
separate schools. 
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Mr. Albert Chatsis of Saskatoon thought that the reporting by 
the Branch of what is being done for the education of Indians should be in 
accordance with the actual situations that exist. He thought, too, that 
the channel of communication between the Indians and the Branch should be 
greatly improved so that problems can be attended to immediately. A 
third point of concern to Mr. Chatsis was the manner in which placement 
officers operate. He felt they should cover potential jobs thoroughly so 
that the Indians might obtain good paying jobs rather than be put into the 
low paying jobs that other workers do not want. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild of the Starblanket Band agreed with the 
comments expressed by Reverend Cuthand and Mr. Chatsis. 

Reverend Cuthand said that the school drop out rate is of national 
concern and not restricted to Indian students. He thought the policy 
regarding attendance at small town schools should be flexible to allow 
students to attend schools in larger cities and towns. 

Mr. Henry Langin proposed that an appeal board composed of Indians 
be set up to amend or rescind sections of the Indian Act. He thought that 
the appeal board would fulfill the need for the follow through in finaliz- 
ing the Act. He suggested that his proposal be discussed and possibly put 
in resolution form for future reference. 

Mr. Andras noted that this had come up at other consultation meet- 
ings...the need for some form, some body in which appeals from administration 
decisions mainly by the Department, can be heard. He recalled that there had 
been recommendations both privately and during the consultation meetings on 
two or three occasions, that this kind of appeal be established either in the 
Act itself when the Act is revised or in some other form; so it is being con- 
sidered . 

Mr. Albert Ratt of the Peter Ballantyne Band related how a 
Councillor was defeated in his re-election attempt. He said word was 
received from Ottawa that the man did not have to step doi^n if he did not 
want to and Mir. Ratt wanted an explanation as to the standing of the 
newly-elected councillors. 

Mr. Fairholm asked Mir. Ratt if his Band held elections every two 
years. 

Mr. Ratt answered that he thought they were supposed to hold elec- 
tions regularly but he knew they did not hold an election for seven years. 
He stated that he wanted to find out from the Minister whether a Councillor 
could keep himself in office after losing out in an election. 

Mr. Andras replied that he could not and he didn't know of any 
regulation that would permit this. 
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Co-Chairman Mr. Clark explained that before a Band can be under 
Section 73 of the Indian Act, all the hereditary chiefs and councillors 
would have to resign. A referendum of majority vote would follow to agree 
to go under Section 73 which provides for elections for two year terms. He 
said the Minister always insists that hereditary chiefs sign to the effect 
that they do resign and are prepared to proceed under the elective system. 
He added that if the Band is now under the elective system and an old coun- 
cillor refuses to resign, his insistence to stay on would not be recognized. 

Mr. Merasty asked Mr. Clark if the Superintendent can terminate 
the term of a head man (Chief) if the man is in trouble with the law consis- 
tently. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark replied that the Superintendent would not 
have authority to relieve the man of his duties. The details would have to 
be reported to the Minister who could consider the man's dismissal. He 
said the Minister was always reluctant to dismiss a man who has been elected 
by the people because the electorate has an opportunity to put the man out at 
the next elections if they object to his behaviour. 

Dr. Adams said his group felt that the power of the Agency Superin- 
tendent was far too extensive. They felt that there should be a transfer of 
some of the power to the Indians themselves in keeping with the idea that 
Band Councils should be given greater authority. He suggested that the Indian 
Act be changed in respect to all references to "the Minister may" that the 
following clause be added "with the approval of the Indians". 

Mr. Andras agreed that this was a very important point but for more 
precision where one would say with the consent of the Indians, he presumed 
one would define that "with the consent of the Band Council or Band member- 
ship", to get it right at the local situation. 

Miss Carol Anne Lavalleeof the Cowessess Band asked Mr. Andras, in 
connection with Section 88 (l) of the Act, if changes to the Act could make 
Section 88 (1) more flexible so that individual Indians could make loans. 
With regard to the Canada Pension Plan, she said that Indians should be able 
to contribute to the Plan and she wanted to know why it is not allowed or 
why it has been suggested as a change. 

Mr. Andras said it was not allowed because of the wording in the Canada 
Pension Plan Act. It refers to taxpayers so there is a double-edged sword 
which he felt should be taken into consideration. 

Miss Lavalleewondered why payments were not being made. 

Mr. Andras replied that there was nothing really to prevent the 
change necessary but it would require a change not only to the Indian Act but 
to the Act governing Canada Pension Plan as well. This had come up for dis- 
cussion in previous meetings and there had been opinions similar to hers 
recorded. With regard to the first point she made, Mr. Andras thought what 
she was saying was that Indian people should have more access to normal 
channels of credit so that they could develop their farms or this sort of 
thing and not be inhibited by the wording of this Section. 
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Miss Lavallæagreed that Mr. Andras' interpretation of her 
comments was correct. 

Mr. Dubois said that he was in agreement with statements by 
Dr. Adams regarding the Minister's authority. He wanted to add that more 
requests for more authority for the Band Council would be made. 

Mr. Henry Langin asked for an explanation with respect to pay- 
ment of income tax by Treaty Indians whether or not they reside on a 
Reserve. 

Mr. Andras' understanding of it, as the Act now reads, was that 
income earned by Indian people working on the reserve is not subject to 
federal tax but income earned off the reserve, provided the total income 
is such that tax is payable, has to be paid on that. The location where 
the Indian resides is not how it is judged. Where he works and earns the 
income is the yardstick that applies. That is the way the present 
regulations apply. 

Mr. Dreaver asked what the Band could do in a case involving mis- 
appropriation of funds. 

Mr. Andras thought that the only answer he could give the Chief 
was that in cases of bad acts that are illegal, the same access to the ap- 
plication of the law is available to the Indian people as it is to any 
other community that is governing their affairs. So, if a Chief or Coun- 
cillor did commit an act that was against the law, he could be charged with 
the offence the same as anybody else. It would not be different to any 
other community. 

Mr. Atimoyo asked if an Indian, when moving from the Reserve, had to 
pay income tax. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark said that if the Indian continued to earn 
his money on the Reserve, he would not have to pay income tax. 

Mr. Roy Musqua asked why the local municipality in his area does 
not want Indian representation on a committee set up to decide how to use 
funds accrued from taxation of leased Indian farm land. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark felt that the Provincial Government 
attempted to rectify the situation by refunding 3>0% of taxes assessed by 
the municipalities on leasing arrangements to Band Councils to use as they 
see fit. 

Mr. Clifford Starr asked how the income tax regulations would 
apply to an Indian who might teach school which is located on Crown land. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that the Section dealing with income tax 
(Section 86) refers only to a Reserve. He said he understood the other 
kind of Crown land is not included. 
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Mr. A. Ahenakew was concerned with the authority of a municipality 
to tax the people who lease Indian land. He said the Indians own the land and 
no taxes should be collected without the Indians’ permission. 

Mrs. Lavalleeasked what has to be done to collect lease arrears 
frpm a tenant who apparently refuses to pay because his lease will not be 
renewed. 

Mr. Andras replied that the Federal Government does take action 
and resorts to the courts to try to collect payments due. 

Mrs. Lavalles asked if the Branch was looking into the problem. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark could not identify the specific case but 
said it would automatically receive attention. 

Mrs. Lavallee replied that the case has been going on for two years. 

Co-Chairman Mr. Clark said he would look into the matter and let 
Mrs. Lavalle know what might be done. 

Mr. Mosquito asked the Minister whether the Canada Pension Plan 
was compulsory. 

Mr. Andras answered that it is comptilsory to most people in 
Canada. 

Mr. Mosquito wondered if it would also develop as compulsory to 
Indians. 

Mr. Andras said it wasn't at the present time but if they wished to 
partake of the Canada Pension Plan and make the contributions, this could be 
done. It really was one of the recommendations. Perhaps, he suggested, they, at 
these consultation meetings might want to consider it put forward as revisions to 
the Act and revisions to the Canada Pension Plan. 

Mr. Thomas Young of the Shoal Lake Bard spoke in his native 
language which was translated by Reverend Cuthand. He wanted to know if they 
could borrow from capital funds in order to utilize the pcwer supply available 
there. 

Mr. Andras said it was possible to borrow from Band funds and 
that it was being done in many places for that kind of purpose. 

Mr. Langin, in an attempt to confirm that loans could be obtained, 
explained for Mr. Thomas Young’s benefit that Mr. Langin's Council arranged for a 
loan using Band funds as security. 
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Mr. Tootoosis referring to the proposal that a separate Indian Act 
be made for Treaty No. 6 Indians, asked whether it would be possible to have a 
separate consultation meeting on Treaty No. 6. 

Mr. Andras replied that, without committing to the basic principle, he 
himself would certainly be very happy to meet with the Chief in a consultation 
meeting to discuss that matter. If the Chief would let him kncrc* the time 
could be arranged and Mr. Andras would be ready. 

Mr. Brass related that his Band experienced some difficulty with a lease 
so they simply turned the lessee out. 

Co-Chairman Mr. D. Ahenakew mentioned that most items discussed during 
the day were important to any consideration of changes to the Act. 

Mr. Andras, addressing the meeting, said he very much subscribed to 
the chairman's earlier remarks in congratulating every one for the contribution 
they had made at the meeting. He thought much had been accomplished and that 
every one would realize that there was much more to be done and much more to be 
accomplished. He said that they had impressed upon him the great importance 
that they attached to Treaty rights and particularly Treaties No. 6 and No. 1*. 
This same kind of comment had arisen at almost every consultation meeting that 
he had attended from Yellowknife to Toronto, to Sudbury, to Fort William and 
here. He said that they had also impressed upon him the need for more discus- 
sion, for which consultation on the policy changes that they would like to see 
made including the revisions to the Indian Act when those are proposed. 

There was a suggestion, he continued, that there would be a meeting 
in the early part of the new year, her haps this one would be in Ottawa for 
selected spokesmen from each of the consultation meetings that will have been 
concluded by that time. He assured them that this would not be the last op- 
portunity for them to consult about the changes to the Indian Act, and other 
matters that they had raised. Fir. Andras said that Mr. Chretien, his colleague 
who is the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, and himself had 
agreed and had announced on previous occasions that there would be further op- 
portunity for the Indian people to talk to the Government and present their 
views, wishes and desires about the kind of changes they wanted to see in the 
Indian Act. The Government thoroughly subscribes to the necessity for this. 

He said further that they had impressed upon him their deep concern 
for the administration of health services, and that he was present when they 
passed the resolution about transferring those Indian health services from the 
National Health and Welfare Department back to the Department of Indian Affairs. 

He was greatly encouraged with their deep interest in and concern 
about education which is so very important to this whole situation. He noted 
with great interest the suggestion that in the change to the Indian Act or by 
some other policy change that might be made, there should be given great 
weight to the setting up of an appeal board of some kind so that they could, 
when they reached decisions with which they did not agree, have a chance to 
have them reviewed by an independent body aside from the person viho made the 
decision in the first place. 
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Mr. Andras said he heard many encouraging comments about the need to 
take into their own hands at the Band Council arri Band membership level much 
more power for their own affairs. He assured them thathe had not met any 
person who was involved in these kinds of discussions and this kind of think- 
ing about the changes that are needed, who would resist that and he further 
stated that both the Government and the Indian people were in agreement with 
this trend. Mr. Andras went on to say that the Minister himself, Mr. Chretien, 
in conversation with him, had said how ridiculous he thought it was that so 
much power was vested in him and that neither of them felt that it was good 
that so much power was vested in somebody a loqg distance away, by the Minister 
or anybody else. Mr. Andras felt there must be a move to have much more 
power vested in their own hands at the Band Council level. 

He said there were many other matters and he had several pages of notes 
that he had taken during the session which he had attended. He wished he could 
have been there on Monday and that he could stay for tomorrow's meeting. He was 
disappointed that he had to leave part of this meeting but he assured them that 
in his absence from this meeting, the time would be spent working along the 
same line...hopefully coming up with new policies that are better than the ones 
that lie have had in the past. 

He congratulated the chairman and said that the chairman who presided 
yesterday when he was there and assuredly the chairman on Monday had done a 
good job as the present chairman had done in keeping the meeting moving along. 
He felt that this was a great talent and wanted to express his appreciation 
and congratulations. 

Before leaving, Mr. Andras said he wished to express his appreciation 
to everyone taking part for their courtesy, frankness and wisdom that had been 
displayed in presenting their point of view. He wanted to assure them that 
everything he did and everything his colleague, Mr. Chretien, did would lead 
to a deep consideration of what they had told the Government here and what 
their brothers in other parts of Canada had said as welü, because the Government 
was deeply committed to the principle that this time policy change affecting 
Indians must give tremendous weight to what they themselves thought was the 
best thing for their people. He thanked them for this courtesy and attention 
and he looked forward very much to seeing them again when the time came, and 
it would come soon, to consult again on all these important matters. 

'Mr. Dieter expressed thanks to the Minister on behalf of the delegates. 

Mr. Tootoosis expressed thanks on behalf of Indians under Treaty No. 6 
for an opportunity to have a further meeting on Treaty No. 6 in the future. 
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September 19, 1968. 

Mr. Walter P. Dieter read the statement on page lit of the booklet, 
"Choosing a Path" concerning the subject of Reserve Land. 

Mrs. Laura Johnstone explained that there was a problem in the 
Mistawasis Reserve — there were two or three members of this Reserve that were 
buying land from individuals and she said that pretty soon they would own the 
whole Reserve. She was wondering whether or not, anything could be done about 
this situation to which she was opposed. She felt that this development was 
hurting the Indian people - individuals who were selling this land had large 
families and did not get' enough money for their land from those two or three 
buyer s. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver elaborated further on Mrs. Johnstone's remarks. 
He said that people of his Band had thought they were progressive when they 
decided to implement some of the schemes proposed by the Department. The 
Reserve had been subdivided against the protest of the Chief and Council by 
the Commissioner. When the question of certificates of possession and cer- 
tificates of occupation came up, the members of his Band thought that they were 
being progressive and they took them; but since that time, they have discovered 
that they should have left the land in the Reserve the way as it was before - it 
was then a common property. He said that the new generation of young people 
numbering about 30 would never get benefit of that land which was bought by 
past chiefs using Band's funds for that purpose. Mr. Dreaver said that there 
was no Band meeting since he retired; he supported Mrs. Johnstone's stand and 
said that he would have also liked to see everybody on the Reserve able to 
benefit from the land. If the present trend were to continue, in a year or two 
only three families would be benefitting from the land of the whole Reserve. 
He suggested that an Act containing a provision for the payment of taxes for 
people benefitting from the Reserve land ought to be passed. At the present 
time, no such taxes could possibly be introduced on any Reserve if the local 
chief ard councillors were those who would have to pay them. He concluded his 
remarks by asking about the method by which they would be able to return to 
the old way in regard to ownership of reserve land. 

Mr. Fairholm asked Mr. Dreaver whether or not all the land on his 
Reserve had already been allotted to individuals. 

Mrs. Johnstone replied that there was still some Band land left. 

Mr. Dreaver explained that all their arable land was under cultivation 
and that timber -was all gone. He also said that the young people considered the 
disposal of land to be in order. 

Mr. Fairholm thought that if some taxes on the land were imposed and 
some grant given back to householders on their own small parcel of land, the 
larger landowners would still be paying something. 
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Mr. Dreaver said that when there was a meeting of the Chief and the 
Band Council, Mrs. Johnstone who was a Councillor, had only one voice and 
was, therefore, unable to have anything done. A little later, Mr. Dreaver ex- 
plained that they did not sell- the land but improvements on the land only - it 
was for these improvements that those who acquired land had to pay. He stated 
that, although the land as such was sold by the Band, the Indians still lost 
control over this land. 

Mr. Clark gave the delegates an explanation about the existing situation 
in regard to the allocation of land. He said that, the allocation of land was a 
very important matter and the responsibility rested first with the Band 
Councils. They could accept the application of a band member for the allocation 
of a certain portion of the Reserve to him by a Council resolution. If the 
Council refused this application, then the individual could not be the recog- 
nized owner of that particular piece of land for which he was applying. 
Sometimes there was a problem where the land was allocated, then the owner died 
and through the estate, because there were debts to be paid, a band member was 
able to pay the debts on the estate and thereby acquired the land through some 
arrangement he made with the next of kin. By doing this, a band member was able 
to become a large landowner on the Reserve. He said that the majority of the 
Reserves in Saskatchewan had band-owned land ; there were only a few others where 
lands were allocated to band members. The Band Council which had band funds 
could purchase some land back. The most ideal situation was the maximum 
utilization of Reserve land and the employment of Indians through the use of 
the land resource and farming operations. To achieve this, a Band should con- 
sider the leasing of land to a band member so that the Indian Affairs Branch 
could entertain an application from this would-be farming member to develop the 
land and, at the same time, the Band Council could obtain from that member a 
certain rental fee which would go to band revenue. The Branch was trying to 
suggest this to some of the Councils although it met with some opposition. 
Mr. Clark said that the scheme was worth consideration if the land was to be 
used for the maximum benefit of Indians and not of non-Indians. The question 
of land allocation was the responsibility of Band Councils - they had to plan 
their policy as to hew they were going to allocate land and how they were going 
to utilize the land for the greatest benefits of their members. 

Mr. Dieter said that he was wondering about this question because it 
was here where .the Band Council overruled their people. He said he knew that 
in the white world where the Council had control and acted in such a manner 
that it was causing trouble or making gains, then any ten important citizens 
could overrule that Counci], and cause an election. He wondered whether such a 
provision was incorporated in the Indian Act. If this were not the case, he 
thought that this was a matter which should be looked into and suggested that 
such a provision would safeguard the interest of Indians on the Reserves. 

Mr. Brown said that he knew a similar case where an individual was 
buying up all the land on a Reserve in southern Ontario. When he died, his land 
was all distributed among a number of people. He said that this problem was 
peculiar to Indian Reserves because there was a limited amount of land on an 
Indian Reserve. There was a provision in the Indian Act to stop this - it was 
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Section 2U of the Act stating that no transfer or agreement for the transfer of 
the right to possession of lands in a Reserve was effective until it was approved 
by the Kinis+er, so that in theory, the Minister could refuse. This was, however, 
something that the Minister would not want to do because this got into interfer- 
ing with individual rights - which was a very delicate area. Had a man the right 
to sell his property to his neighbour or not? Was the Minister going to refuse 
one man the right to sell his land and allow such a sale to another? This was, 
therefore, an area where the Minister was not anxious to interfere - this was 
indeed a local matter. If the Minister did so, he would be interfering with 
rights and the delegates at this conference stated quite clearly on a number of 
occasions that rights were very important to Indians. Mr. Brown concluded by 
saying that there was not an easy and clear-cut answer to this problem. 

Mr. Tootoosis asked Mr. Dreaver a question concerning subsection (2) 
of Section 20 of the Indian Act in regard to certificates of possession of lands 
in Reserves; he wanted to know if every Indian on Mr. Dreaver’s Reserve had got 
a certificate of possession of land at the time when the Reserve had been sub- 
divid ed. 

Mr. Dreaver said that this was not possible because the land was 
already allotted to Indians who were already there. He said that there was no 
more land for the young people, for the new generation. He stated that the 
Indians of his Reserve made a mistake in giving out the certificates on common 
property. If this were not done, all the Indians would have been able to benefit 
from the land. He mentioned that it was not possible to say that the present 
owners of the land acted illegally since they followed regulations and obtained 
it with the approval of the Chief and of the Council; however, the majority of 
Indians on the Reserve found themselves in an awkward position. 

Mr. Fairholm said that some of the Councils had been buying back the 
land from individuals either from estates or whenever the opportunity arose and 
then they re-allotted the land to the younger people. This was one of the 
methods which was being used in a few instances. 

Mr. Antoine Cote said that in the past, his Band had allotted some of 
the quarters of the Reserve to individual members of the Band. Later when some 
of these Indians wanted to sell their quarters, they were bought back by the 
Band Council, rather than by other individual members. The price was $1,500.00 
for each quarter. Then the Council either leased the land or allotted it to an 
other individual member of the Band who was willing to go farming for himself'. 
He said that so far, they had about 95% of their Reserve leased to non-Indians 
who had to pay from $8.00 to $10.00 for an acre of land and who had to make the 
payment before they were able to start working on the land. 

Mr. Brown said that what he was going to say was not an answer to the 
problem raised by Mrs. Johnstone because that had already happened but it could 
be an answer to avoiding the same type of situation in the future. The new 
Indian Act could give to Band Councils the authority to impose conditions when 
they first allotted the parcel of land to an individual. The Councils could 
have done this in the past to a certain degree but it was not done - they just 
gave the person the land. But they could say that they would give him the land 
for a certain purpose - if an individual asked for a parcel of land for farming, 
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the Council could give him this land on condition that he would farm it. He 
then had three or five years to get ready; if he did not do anything with the 
land after that period, the land would return to the Band. As long as he used 
the land for the purpose for which he got it and asked for it, it was his; if 
he did not want to use it for that purpose, it could go back to the Band to be 
re-allotted to someone else. It would not mean that he would lose his house if 
he built it on this land; he could be given a small parcel of land around the 
house and he could keep that but the rest of the land would go back to the Band. 
So this was a possibility -- that the new Act could provide the Band Council 
with having much more authority to set the conditions under which somebody 
would get a piece of land in the first place. 

Mr. Wilfred Bellegarde said that only about a third of farmers were 
farming at this time. About twenty years ago, there were many farmers who had 
small holdings; unable to make any progress, they got deeper into debts each 
year. Some of these then sold their land to bigger farmers who needed more 
land to make their farming economically feasible, the others stopped farming 
and have lived on relief. He said that this situation was not peculiar only 
to Indian reserves but existed throughout Canada. 

Mr. Tootoosis asked whether or not an Indian who had a Certificate of 
Possession for certain land on his Reserve, would be able to get the legal 
title for this land. 

Mr. Fairholm replied that, in accordance with the Indian Act, such an 
Indian would be unable to get the legal title to this land at the present time. 
The individual who had a Certificate of Possession had only the right to use the 
land but he did not own it in the normal sense; the land was being held by the 
Crown for the use and benefit of the Band concerned. In answer to Mr. Dreaver's 
question whether or not a Certificate of Possession was the legal title, 
Mr. Fairholm explained that it was a title to use the land but it was not a deed 
like that in the City of Regina where the individual had ownership. Holders of 
Certificates of Possession had all the rights of use of the land except that 
they were unable to sell it to anyone outside the Reserve; it was a restricted 
ownership. 

In answer to Mr. Mosquito's question in regard to interpretation of 
Section 18, Subsection (l) of the Indian Act, Mr. Fairholm explained that it was 
worded in such a way that it would give protection to the terms of any Treaty in 
respect.to the Indian land. 

Mrs. Lavalleeexplained the situation in regard to land on her Reserve 
and said that she did not favour any changes in the present ownership regulations 
for Reserves. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew described his trip to an Indian Reserve near 
Edmonton .and dealt with all the main issues concerning lands in Indian Reserves. 
He asked all the Indian delegates to express their views and describe the 
situation concerning land on their Reserves. He concluded by saying that his 
own Reserve was overpopulated and that the main problem was to help those 
Indians whose living conditions were below the poverty line. He suggested that 
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those Indians who were already rich but wanted to get richer would have to move 
from their Reserves and to take their place in the Canadian Society. He said 
that he felt that the Reserves would still be reeded for a long time; they would 
have to be used as a means to enable the Indians, to get ahead to the point where 
they would be able to eventually leave them fully equipped to make their living 
outside. 

Mr. Bellegarde asked why the land of owners of Certificates of 
Possession who died, went automatically to their offspring if by having 
Certificates of Possession, they had not deeds in land. 

Mr. Bro^m explained that one of the conditions contained in the Indian 
Act today was that one of the rights of having a Certificate of Possession was 
that land could be passed along to the heirs. He mentioned that many Indians 
considered that fact beneficial; they wanted to be sure that the property which 
they built up over the years would be used by their children after they died 
and not by someone else. 

Mr. Lucien Bruce wanted to know who was the sole owner of land in an 
Indian Reserve. 

Mr. Brown explained that in some respect there was no sole owner; the 
Band was basically the owner until it gave away rights to individual members who 
then have special righ+s. If a Band did not give away these Certificates of 
Possession, then the land belonged to the Band although individuals were given 
some use of it. Mr. Brown then stated that the Act did not force any Band to 
take these Certificates; it was solely a matter which only the Band or the Band 
Council was able to decide. According to the Act, no one could get. these 
Certificates unless he was allotted the land by the Band Council. The decision 
had to come first from the Band; the Department would take the action only after 
the Band Council has made allotment to the individual. 

Mr. Dreaver said that when he was the Chief, he never allotted any 
land without having a full Band meeting and he always asked that a vote be 
taken. He said that while the Chief and Councillors were asking for more 
power for themselves there were instances, such as on his Reserve, when they 
allotted land to members of their own families. He suggested that a by-law or 
regulation be passed which would require that a tax be paid by all those who 
used Reserve land so that everyone would be able to get a share from the land. 
In the .present circumstances, there were young Indians who never got and never 
would get a cent from the land of their Reserve. 

Mr. Tootoosis asked the delegates to be careful when they presented 
their views and answers in regard to questions Nos. 11 and 12 of the book. He 
said that it was extremely important to take enough time to arrive at a correct 
decision. 

Mr. David Agecoutay of the Cowessess Band mentioned that the Treaty 
contained a provision that every family of $ would get 1 square mile of land; 
he then asked Mr. Brown to interpret in this regard Subsection (2) of Section 20 
of the Indian Act dealing with Certificates of Possession. 
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Mr. Brown confirmed his previous statement that this Section did not 
force anything on the Band — the Band had to make the initial decision 
whether or not it wanted to go into this individual type of allotment. If 
the Band did not want to take such a step, then of course, there was never any 
argument about that; this Section gave protection to the Indians themselves to 
decide what they wanted to do with the Reserve that was given to them under 
the Treaty. 

Mr. Mosquito said that there was proposed another meeting for the 
Saskatchewan Indians at a later date; he asked Mr. Brown if the Federal 
Government, was prepared to draft a questionnaire suitable for the area because 
their problems differed from Ontario and Quebec. He mentioned that the present 
questionnaire was not suitable for Saskatchewan. 

Mr. Roy Musqua said that anyone who wanted a location ticket on his 
Reserve at the present time, had to demonstrate to the Council his willingness 
to work on the land. In the past, however, there were some irregularities and 
some of those who received location tickets, leased their land or did not use 
the land in a proper manner. The Band then decided to pay $1,500.00 for one 
location ticket in order to get this land back. The Band succeeded in this 
endeavour and there was no hardship for those people who lived on the land which 
became again the property of the Band. They did not have to move — they con- 
tinued to live on the Band land. Mr. Musqua thought that by employing the same 
procedure as his Band, other Bands would also be able to get out of -their present 
difficulties in regard to location tickets. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab suggested that land on reserves should be leased 
rather than surrendered. He also said that_in regard to land, Indian Councils 
needed more advice from the Minister. 

Mr. Merasty explained that on his Reserve, they had difficulty in persuad- 
ing their members to attend the meetings — out of 2000 members there were never 
more than 75 attending. He thought that the same situation prevailed in other 
Reserves and wondered if there was anything that would improve this situation. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild of the Starblanket Band said that there was a 
problem on his Reserve. Some of the members of the reserve claimed various 
sections of land without having Certificates of Possession and received money 
and benefits from these portions of land. He thought that they ought to have 
consulted the Band Council before. He mentioned it because he felt that this 
problem also confronted other Indian Bands. 

Mr. Bellegarde suggested an amendment to Section 70 (l) of the Indian 
Act which, he felt, would promote some of the effectiveness of Band Council. 
Instead of "The Minister may operate farms on reserves..." as it reads at the 
present time, it would read "The Minister shall at the request of the Band or 
the Band Council operate farms..." 

Mr. Sparvier said that in view of the fact that some of the reserves 
were, or would shortly be, unable to provide adequate accommodation for their 
increasing population, some provision would have to be made either for the ex- 
pansion of reserves or for land exchange. He then asked Mr. Brown two questions: 
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Would it be possible to include in the Indian Act a provision for the expan- 
sion of the Indian reserves? 

How much weight had Premier Thatcher's statement, that he was not going to allow 
any more land to be given to Indians, in view of the provisions of the Indian 
Act where a group of Indians living together were able to form a Band? 

Mr. Brown said that he was unable to comment on Premier Thatcher's 
statement because he was not certain what he meant by it. In so far as the 
question of adding to reserves was concerned, it was a difficult problem since 
there existed no firm policy on this subject. In regard to the exchange of 
land, Mr. Brown said that this had been done in some cases in seme provinces. 
In Nova Scotia there was a case where an unproductive piece of Indian reserve 
land was exchanged for a more productive piece of provincial Crown land. 
Mr. Brown mentioned that British Columbia stated that it would not give any new 
land for reserves but it was willing to give new land in exchange for old land, 
and this had happened in a few cases. In so far as the additions to reserves 
were concerned, they did not reqiire any new provision in the Indian Act since 
they could be effected outside of the Act. This happened recently in one 
reserve in the East where a piece of land was bought as an addition to the 
reserve from a neighbouring white municipality - but there were not many cases 
of this nature. 

Mr. Joseph Crowe asked for the clarification of Section 60 Subsection (l) 
of the Indian Act. 

Mr. Brown explained that this Subsection was new in the 1951 Act; it was 
put in with the expectation that some Bands would have wanted to take more 
control over their own affairs. There was one Band in Eastern Canada which 
requested and achieved the withdrawal of the Superintendent from the reserve, his 
office was turned over to the Band which from then on had been running its own 
affairs as much as they were able within the present Act. This Section was 
then the beginning of self-government in respect to lands; it foresaw the time 
when the Council would issue its own leases without the Minister's approval. 
However, this Section was not used very much. 

Mr. William Head asked for the explanation of the proposed change con- 
cerning the settirg up of a register of Indian lands. He said that many Indians 
did not yet understand all the provisions of the present Indian Act. and now 
when they were asked to change it again, they had difficulties. 

Mr. Brown explained the procedure how titles were kept or kept track 
of outside of reserves and stated that the proposed change would bring into 
effect something similar in relation to Indian reserve land. 

Mr. Peter Dubois commented on behalf of his Association on the proposed 
changes listed on page llj. of "Choosing a Path": 

1) Ottawa and the Agency office should have sufficient records as far as 
registry of land was concerned; this proposal should have been omitted; 

2) they were opposed to this proposition; 
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3) they had agreed; 

li) they had agreed; 

He said that they were aware of the progressively-minded reserves 
where some of the changes would be welcome but there were, at the same 
time, reserves who were not prepared to make any changes at this time* 

Mr. Starr said that he was against having the reserves divided and 
subdivided; instead some land could be put aside and used as a community 
farm and all would be able to work there. He stated that in 1930 when 
the Federal Government gave the natural resources back to the Provinces, 
it was specifically stated that Indians requiring more land would be 
given this land and that some of the reserves needed more ground at the 
present time. 

Reverend Cuthand suggested that a committee be set up which would 
consider the possibility of industrial development on Indian reserves. 

Mr. Atimoyo said that he visited a reserve in the United States in 
Montana where he was able to see benefits which a factory was able to give 
to the local Indians. He thought that a similar development either on 
smaller reserves or on those having no more arable land available would be 
needed* 

Question 12 : "Should the present rules about 
selling reserve land be kept, or 
changed?" 

Mrs. Lavalle said that the present rules about selling reserve 
land were satisfactory and required no amendment•• 

Mr. Tootoosis stated that there should have been a provision in 
the Act that Indians would never be able to sell their land. 

Mr. Mosquito was wondering whether or not it was possible to 
reclaim any land which the Indians surrendered in the past; he mentioned 
that some land was surrendered by his Band in 1901; because they were then 
hungry and needed money for food and asked whe+her they would be able to 
get this land back* 

Mr* Brown said that to answer the question he would have to know all 
the particulars of this case. 

Mr* LaFond stated that he and his people would like to see that the 
present rules about selling reserve land be kept* 

Mr* Breaver said that the present rules be retained for the protec- 
tion of Indians. He was opposed to any surrender of land. 

Mr. Brass said that the present rales be kept. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo said that the present rules be kept. 
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Mr, A. Ahenakew said that the present rules be kept. 

Mr. Sam Watson said that the present rules be kept and that 
Indian lands should never be sold. 

Mr. Antoine Cote said that this rale should be retained. 

Mr. Dubois said that this pule should be retained and that more 
lands be acquired for the Indians in obligation to the Federal Government's 
Treaty with the Indian people. 

Mr. Sparvier said that he was living off the reserve but still 
wanted to have a vote on surrender proposals because he was interested 
in the land on the reserve and also it was his right. 

Mr. Brown said that under the present Act, any Indian who did not 
ordinarily reside on his reserve did not have a right to vote on a surren- 
der proposal. The reason for this question was the fact that many Indians 
across the country livirg off the reserves asked for a right to vote. 

Mr. Tootoosis felt that Indians livirg outside their reserves 
should have the right to vote on surrender proposals because they had more 
respect for the reserve than those who lived on it and took it for granted. 

Mr. Sparvier said that he was very interested in his reserve and his 
Band's affairs, that he went there whenever he had an opportunity to do so; 
he said that he voted at his Band's meetings and nobody objected to it. 

Mr. Mosquito agreed with Mr. Tootoosis that Indians living outside 
their reserves should have the right to vote. He then asked Mr. Brown to 
interpret Subsection (2) of Section 33 of the Indian Act stating that a 
surrender may be absolute or qualified, conditional or unconditional. 

Mr. Brown gave examples of : 

1) a conditional surrender - surrender to lease 600 acres of land for 
5 years (at the end of 5 years the surren- 
der terminated). 

2) absolute surrender - surrender for sale; land would be sold and 
that would be the end of it. 

3) qualified surrender - surrender to sell the land for $100.00 an acre 
(if the land would not be sold for that sum, 
the surrender would not be effective). 

Mr. Dreaver said that most of the people living off the reserves 
were young people who were trying to improve their condition because 
there was no opportunity for them in their reserves; they retained their 
membership in their Bands and should have the right to vote. 
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Mr. Dubois stated that all the Band members should be able to 
vote in their reserves. He said that there should be included in the Act 
a new provision for the protection of a minority of Irrlians residing on a 
reserve in case a majority of Indians living on the outside should decide 
to sell their reserve. 

Mr. Albert Ratt explained that he was opposed to the sale of Indian 
lands because it was important to preserve this land for future generations. 

Mr. Whitefish expressed his strongest opposition to any sale of land 
because the Indian population was continually increasing and all available 
land would be needed. 

Mr. Harry Harris said that his people were very much opposed to any 
sale of land on reserves. 

Mr. Louis Thomas said that his Band had a lot of land but he sup- 
ported the idea of not selling the land; they leased some of their land, 
and the revenue from these rentals had continuously been helping the Band. 

Mr. Allan Bird said that he stood firmly in opposition to the idea 
of any sale of Indian lands. 

Mr. Leo Bighead said that as long as he would live, he would never 
sell any land. 

Mr. Lariviere said that not oipLy was his Band opposed to the sale 
of land, but they would have liked to buy some more land adjacent to 
their reserve. 

Mr. Thomas Young said that he supported all the delegates'who ex- 
pressed their opposition to selling their land. He said that his reserve 
is one of the smallest and his people needed help in order to be able to 
get more land. 

Mr. David Sparvier said that he was happy to support all those 
Indian delegates who expressed their determination not to sell their land. 

Mr. George Nicotine said that he supported all the previous 
spokesmen ,and expressed his hope that the meeting would benefit the Indian 
people. 

Mr. Robert McKay of the Red Earth Band said he supported all those 
opposing the sale of land. He said that in the past his Band was given a 
piece of land down the river from their present location and that this 
land was recently taken over . Since they had no maps or proof of owner- 
ship, he appealed to the Government to look into this matter. 

Mr. Clark said that he would discuss this with Mr. McKay. 
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Mr. John Skeeboss suggested that people who had always been 
living on the reserves should have more to say about the matters involv- 
ing the land in their reserves. 

Mr. Tootoosis was wondering what would happen to him if a vote 
would be taken on his reserve and a majority of members of his Band 
would decide to sell the reserve without his consent. 

Mr. Dubois said that he brought up this matter on the previous 
occasion; there should be some protection for these people. 

Mr. Tootoosis suggested that Section 38 should contain a clause 
which would protect individuals who did not want to sell their land, and 
asked the delegates to discuss this vital point. He said that he should 
have the liberty of holding his piece of land. 

Mr. A. Ahenakew expressed fear that if Indians living off reserves 
were given the right to vote, there was a danger in the future that those 
who had never lived on their reserve would decide to sell the land in 
order to get money. He said that there were very many illegitimate chil- 
dren who possibly would be able to outvote in twenty years the Indians 
residing on the reserve of their mothers on which they themselves never 
lived and which they would never understand. 

Mr. Mosquito suggested a change to Subsection (2) of Section 38 
which should read: A surrender shall be conditional. 

Mr. D. Ahenakew said that there was a danger for Indians living 
off reserves to be persuaded or bribed by non-Indians to vote for sub- 
division or sale of their reserve so that these non-Indians could make 
a profit. He felt that for these reasons, there must be some kind of 
protection for Indians living on reserves. 

Mr. Brass said that his people felt the same way as Mr. A. Ahenakew 
and that he therefore supported his views. 

Mr. Ed Laliberte said that he supported Messrs. Dubois and Tootoosis 
in their views. 

Mr. LaFond said that he supported all those spokesmen who opposed 
the sale of Indian lands. 

Mr. Stemchild was wondering whether or not the urban Indians were 
notified that they were not allowed to vote; he felt that they had this 
right since they retained their membership in their Band. 
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September 20, 1968. 

Mr. Mosquito asked Mr. Brown whether or not the Federal 
Government was using the proposed amendments as a means to overcome the 
Treaty rights. 

Mr. Brown assured Mr. Mosquito that this certainly was not the 
indention of the Government. The present meeting was convened for the 
purpose of listening to the Indians, and thus obtaining their views on 
the subject. There were many spokesmen who stated clearly that the 
Government had to make certain that there was nothing in the new Act 
which would break the Treaties. 

Mr. Dubois speaking on behalf of the Association of Urban Indians, 
said that they had been denied their Treaty rights because they had lost 
their voting privileges in their specific Bands. He said that this was 
an important matter requiring specific consideration at the time when 
amendments to the Act were being discussed. He said that because the 
urban Indians were beirg progressive they were denied their birth rights 
as Treaty Indians. 

Mr. Tootoosis stated that Treaty No. 6 Indians should have con- 
tinued discussions on the thirty-four questions contained in the "Choosing 
a Path" without their brothers of Treaty No. 1;; however, in accordance 
with the Minister's statement of .Wednesday, September 18, 1968, Treaty No. 6 
Indians would set up a date for their own consultation meetir^s with the 
officials from Ottawa. For this purpose, they would hold a meeting during 
their present stay in Regina. The present meeting with the Indians of 
Treaty No. I; only had an educational purpose but it had no bearing on the 
path the Indians would choose. 

Mr. Dreaver said Mr. Tootoosis spoke for one reserve only and not 
for all Indians of Treaty No. 6. He explained that the Indians did not 
want to break up but wanted +0 have a strong united voice. 

Mr. Dieter explained that being a Chief of the Federation of 
Saskatchewan Indians as well as Chief of all the Indian Organizations in 
Canada, he was opposed to any divisions among the Indian people at this 
time since such divisions would necessarily weaken the presentation of 
the Indian case. 

Mr. A. Ahenakew stated that he saw nothing wrong with the Indians 
of Treaty No. 6 getting together to discuss their difficulties but he did 
not consider the present meeting dealing with the amendments to the Indian 
Act as a suitable place for such purposes. 
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gestion #13: "Should Indians have the right and 
responsibility for dealing with their 
estates under provincial law?" 

Mr. Fairholm explained, on Mrs. Lavalle's request, what was 
provincial law in regard to estates. He said that in every province in 
Canada there were laws dealing with estates. Where a person made a 
Will, he may will his property to his children or any other person. The 
person who left the property usually named an executor who was to carry 
out the terms of the Will. These had to be approved, usually by a court, 
in accordance with the regulations. When an individual died without a 
Will, then there were laws regarding who was entitled to get the property. 
It was usually the widow and children who got the most of it - the 
amounts varied in the provinces, in Saskatchewan an amount up to the 
first #10,000 or #20,000 went to the widow, the rest was then divided 
among children and other heirs, if any. Mr. Fairholm said that the 
provisions in this regard were quite different in the Indian Act; the 
widow was able to get up to the first #2,000 which could mean breaking 
up the farm and selling it because there were other heirs. 

Mr. McNab felt that an amendment which would speed up the procedure 
in regard to Indian estates was needed. 

Mr. Dreaver wondered who would pay the legal expenses for Indians 
if they were to decide to have their estates administered under provincial 
law. 

Mr. Mosquito asked what would happen if the Indians in Saskatchewan 
decided to stay under the present provisions of the Indian Act and Indians 
in other provinces decided to have their estates dealt with under provincial 
law. 

Mr. Fairholm said that it would be quite possible to have a new 
legislation drawn in such a way that it would aoply only to certain 
specified provinces and not to others. He thought that it could even be 
possible to do it on a band by band basis; that all depended on views 
received from Indians throughout Canada. 

Mr. Dubois said that his Association felt that Indians living off 
reserves should have their estates dealt with by provinces and estates of 
those living on reserves should be dealt with by the Federal Government. 

Question #11;: "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?" 
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Mr. Fairholra explained that the words "real estate" shown in the 
question should be replaced by the word "land" in the wording of Question 
#11;; by doing so, it would become clearer that property here included all 
except land. 

Mr. Dubois said that the members of ,his Association agreed that all 
personal property other than land be pledged as security for loans; they 
felt that Section 8r should oe completely deleted from the Act. 

Mr. Fairholm wondered whether Mr. Dubois was indeed prepared to go 
so far; because there was also land on the reserves which, if it could be 
pledged, it could then be taken away. The present Section 88 of the Act 
protected both personal property and land on reserve. 

Mr. Dubois said that after Section 88 was deleted, a new Section 
would be added by which land would be protected from being pledged as 
security for loans. 

Mr. McNab said that his people felt that they should be able to 
pledge their personal property in order to be able to obtain loans. 

Mr. Mosquito thought that each reserve had a particular situation 
which had to be taken into consideration before any decision in this 
regard could be reached. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that a house was a real property since it 
was attached to the land; personal property involved those things which 
were movable. 

Mr. Bellegarde said that his people felt that there should be a 
provision made in the Act so that individuals and bands could have the 
same lending facilities as non-Indians; he said that it was now against 
the Banking Act to lend money to the Indian people. 

Mr• Mosquito suggested that Indian bands having capital funds 
should run cooperatives or Credit unions for their members; if these 
bands were not yet ready to run such enterprises, they should be run 
for them for a while as they learn. 

Mr. Louis Thomas asked whether or not it was possible for. an 
Indian to borrow money from his band's capital funds. He was informed 
that this was possible. 

Mr. Musqua was wondering whether or not an individual would be 
able to borrow money from the band's capital funds; he thcught that 
there was a provision which did not allow that. 

Mr. Fairholm said that under Section 61; (h) of the present Act, a 
loan could be made to any member of the band who met the required con- 
ditions. 
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Mr. Brown explained that the words "for the purpose of promoting 
the welfare of the band" in Section 614. (h) meant, in regard to a loan 
to an individual that by using that money on his reserve that individual 
also improved indirectly the economic conditions of his band. 

Mr. Dreaver said that if a Chief and a Council gave a loan to an 
individual, they should be responsible for collecting the money. 

Mr. Clark agreed that this was a good idea; however he said that at 
the present time the Superintendent was responsible for collecting the 
money. 

Mr. Mosquito suggested that there should be some flexibility in the 
present system dealing with management of Indian money. 

Mr. Clark explained that there had always been a lot of misunder- 
standing and lack of knowledge of management of band funds under Section 68. 
He said that there actually was quite a bit of flexibility under that 
Section for revenue accounts but not for capital funds. He said that there 
were at the time six bands in Saskatchewan who, after expressing their wish 
to do so, were spending for social aid and welfare those funds that would 
normally have been spent by the Superintendent, since they were band funds 
under the grants program. This meant complete freedom and complete respon- 
sibility in regard to handling these moneys. 

Question #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?" 

Mr. Fairholm explained that this question applied only to those 
reserves where they had certificates of possession.' 

No comments. 

Question #16: "Should Indians be able to borrow from 
any source using their income from 
leased out properly as security for the 
loan?" 

Mr. Fairholm explained that this meant pledging of future income 
from leased-out property to get money now. He said that some Band Councils 
employed that method for effecting their construction projects. 

Mr. McNab said that his band was in favour of this proposal. 

Mr. Starr said that he also agreed with this proposal. 
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Mr. Cote said that his Band borrowed money from a Credit Union 
to build a recreation centre; they agreed to borrow this money and to 
use money which they would receive from leased land to repay the loan. 
They would do so in five years. He said that this arrangement was very 
satisfactory. 

Mr. Dubois said that, they were in favour of this proposal. 

Mr. A. Ahenakew asked whether this Question (#16) involved bands 
or individuals. He was informed by Mr. Clark that it involved both. 

Mr. Bird said that they were not farmers but fishermen or 
trappers and wanted to know if they could also borrow money. He was 
told by Mr. Clark that they could. 

Mr. Mosquito asked if property, as mentioned in Question #16, 
meant real property. Mr. Fairholm informed him that it meant a house or 
land, or both together. 

Mr. Musqua asked if an individual who wanted to borrow money from 
the government revolving fund was able to buy second-hand machinery. 

Mr. Clark said that he could do so, as long as the machinery was 
in a reasonably good sta^e of repair and was reasonably priced; he said 
that this fund in Ottawa was, at the present time, low and required ad- 
ditional money. This meant that loans could be delayed for a month or 
so. He said that about eight months ago, the amount of money that an in- 
dividual could borrow from the revolving fund loan went from roughly 
$10,000 to $50,000 - that meant, of course, a much bigger drain on the 
fund. 

Question #1?! "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?" 

Mr. Dubois said that his Association felt that no such contribution 
should be made by'Indians; they felt that such contribution was a form of 
taxation and that the Indian people had the right to the pension because 
they had contributed the country to the government and had thus already 
made their contribution. 

Question #18: "Should provincial laws, with 
special provisions for separate 
schools where there is no legal 
provision for them now replace 
the present educational sections 
of the Act; or should provincial 
law with no special provisions 
replace them? Do you have other 
views about education?" 
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Already discussed. 

Question #19: "Should all adult members of a Band 
whether or not they live on a reserve 
be allowed to vote on surrender 
propos als?" 

Already discussed. 

Mr. Brown said that Section 19 of the present Act gave the Minister 
the authority to order surveys of reserves, to divide and/or subdivide 
reserves, to determine the location of roads in a reserve and direct their 
construction. Many Indians wanted to know why the Indian people themselves 
were not in possession of this authority and this question resulted from 
their representation. 

Mrs. Lavalleethought that Band Councils should have this authority. 

Mr. Cote said that his Band felt this authority should be left 
entirely to the Chief and Band Council. 

Mr. William Head said that the Band Council should have that 
authority. 

Mr. McNab said that these were local matters and should, therefore, 
fall under the jurisdiction of the Band Council. 

Mr. Edgar Frank also felt that Band Council should be the sole 
source of authority in these matters. 

Mr. Dubois said that they were in agreement with all previous 
spokesmen ard wanted the Band Councils to have this authority. 

Mr. A. Ahenakew was in favour of the amendment but mentioned that 
in practice in the past, the Band Councils and not the Superintendents 
made decisions in these matters. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo said that his people also wanted to see Band 
Councils have this authority. 

Mr. Lariviere said that this authority should belong to the Council 
and not the Minister. He said that he had a sma.ll piece of land where he 
grew potatoes; then someone, he did not know who, authorized the building 
of a road right through his field. 

Mr. Robert McKay said that he woüld also like to see that the 
Indians would have this authority. In his reserve there was a need 
for additional roads and he felt that this amendment would help them to 
have these roads built. He then brought up a local matter concerning 
the construction of two bridges. 
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Mr. Clark informed Mr. McKay that he would discuss this matter 
with him the next day. 

Mr. Merasty said that he was in favour of the change; he men- 
tioned that since he had been a councillor, nothing on his reserve was 
done in the matters referred to in Question No. 20, before a majority 
vote of his Band was obtained. 

Messrs. Lariviere, Young and Bighead brought up their local 
problems and Mr. Clark told them that he would discuss these matters 
with them the next day. 

Mr. Watson wanted to know who would be responsible for the pay- 
ment for a survey ordered by a Band. 

Mr. Brown said that the question dealt with the authority for a 
survey, and not with the payment thereof which had to be arranged between 
the Band and the Department in each particular case. 

Question #21: "Do you agree that the provisions 
giving the Minister authority to 
operate farms on reserve land should 
be repealed?" 

Mr. Fairholm said that this provision went back perhaps 1*0 or 
50 years when the Minister actually operated some farms on reserves. 
Then came band-operated farms and he doubted that there was any farm 
operated by the Minister since 1951» 

Question #22: "A section of the Act says that 
Indians in the Prairie Provinces 
must get permission from the 
Agency Superintendent before thqy 
can sell animals or produce off 
the reserve; do you agree that 
this section should be repealed?" 

Mr. Frank said that the Indians in the Prairie Provinces had 
enough experience to be able to manage their own affairs so Section 
32 of the Act should be repealed. 

Mr. Merasty was wondering whether some honest Indians would not 
be hurt if this Section was repealed; it protected their produce, 
mainly their herds. 

Mr. Fairholm stated that this was a very important question since 
the rights of individuals were involved. 

Mr. Watson felt that each individual Band should decide whether 
or not they wanted to keep this provision of the Act. 
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Mr. A. Ahenakew felt that this Section should be left in the 
Act since it did not hurt anybody and it actually was beneficial to many 
Indians — on his own reserve it worked well. He also felt like 
Mr. Merasty that this Section protected the rotating herds - one of the 
most important steps that the Indian Department had taken and he felt 
that the rotating herd was the one field of activity where Indians could 
make money. 

Mr. Dreaver said that Section 32 should have been repealed a long 
time ago. He felt, however, that a provision should be made in the Act 
that an individual who wanted to sell any natural resource on his reserve 
would have to obtain first approval from his Band's Chief and Council. 

Mr. Tootoosis agreed with Mr. Dreaver's remarks. 

Mr. Clark explained another way of protection of rotating herds; 
when these herds were bought, they could all be branded and registered 
in the name of the Indian Affairs Branch until such time as Council 
decided that a particular member would take over the cattle as his own. 
If the Band wanted, they could continue to have this brand IA or IAB 
so that the cattle could not be sold unless the consent was given by the 
Council to that band member who had the rotating herds. This would be a 
built-in protection if such regulations were followed. He said that the 
Branch was trying on all occasions to give Bands, who wished to do so, 
more responsibility. The Branch felt that Section 32 certainly did inhibit 
Indians in the Prairie Provinces from assuming more responsibility and it 
placed responsibility so often on the local Superintendent to be the 
bossman all the time and this was the role from which the Branch would like 
to withdraw. 

Mr. Brass explained that they did not use the provisions of Section 32. 

Mr. Whitefish said that the permit system was for his people 
extremely important and beneficial. Without it, they would sell all their 
cattle. The Section caused him and his people no problem and should be 
retained. 

Mr. John Skeeboss felt that this permit system should be given to 
the Indian Councils. 

Question #23: "Do you agree that the section giving 
authority to appoint the Agency 
Superintendent as Justice of the Peace 
should be repealed?" 

Mr. Mosquito felt that whenever and wherever it was possible, 
Indians should be appointed as Justices of the Peace. 

Mr. McNab said that his people felt that the present section should 
be repealed and Indians should be appointed as Justices of the Peace. 
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Mr. Laliberte said he disagreed with the existing Section and 
wanted the Indians as Justices of the Peace. 

Mr. Cote said that his people felt that this Section should be 
repealed. 

Mr. Dreaver said that this Section should be repealed because it 
sometimes was the source of bad feeling between the Superintendent and 
the Band. 

Mr. Fairholm explained that the Branch at present had no one in 
Saskatchewan appointed under this Section; some years ago, the Branch 
stopped appointing Superintendents and revoked the authority of about $2 
Superintendents. He agreed with Mr. Dreaver that, it was not practic- 
able for a Superintendent to work with the people and to be at the same 
time their judge. He said that most of the Justices of the Peace were 
being appointed by the provinces; in Saskatchewan the Indian people were 
also being appointed by the province to these posts and this procedure 
was a 'better one than that used years ago by the Department under the 
Indian Act. 

Mr. Dieter said that he was requested by the Attorney General to 
seek out Indians who would be willing to act in this capacity and 
received application forms for this purpose. He was not yet able to 
speak with all the Indians but he was doing that at the present time. 

Mr. Dubois said that they felt that this Section should be 
deleted. 

Mr. David Agecoutay also agreed that it should be repealed. 

Mrs. Lavallee asked whether Justices of Peace positions were for 
each individual reserve or only for each agency. 

Mr. Dieter informed her that they were for each reserve if people 
to fill these positions could be found. 

Question "Do you agree that the sections on 
liquor should be repealed?" 

Mr. Dreaver said that he had earlier explained to a Committee in 
Ottawa that the sections on liquor caused the Indians to break the law 
all the time, made them pay more and forced them to drink all kinds of 
poison. He felt that if Indians were given the same rights in regard to 
liquor as non-Indians, they would get used to it and in a couple of years, 
they would not be any different in this respect than non-Indians. 

Mr. Cote said that his Band felt strongly that this Section should 
be repealed. He said that when the Indian people got the privilege to 
buy liquor in the liquor stores, they had no place to drink it; if they 
drank it in the car in the town, they were convicted on that; if they 
drank it on the side road, they were convicted on that and if they took 
it on their reserve into their homes, they were still convicted on that; 
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so they were paying fines for no offense, while non-Indians could do all 
they wanted. He said that in a vote taken on this subject the majority 
of the Band felt that they should be allowed to bring liquor on their 
reserve. 

Mr. Musqua said that the present provision in the Act in regard to 
liquor had its basis in the Treaties which stated that there would be no 
liquor in the Indian Reserves. 

Mr. Bellegarde said that his people felt that Section 93 of the 
Indian Act should be repealed. However, they felt very strongly that any 
Band who wished to keep liquor off their reserve should be able to do so. 
This should be done by a referendum. 

Mrs. Lavallee said that there were some bands who wanted to keep 
liquor out of their reserves. She said it was impossible to prevent 
completely the import of liquor on reserves despite all the regulations. 
She said that liquor caused many family tragedies on reserves arri much 
hardships on the children. 

Mr. Dieter suggested that the Indian Affairs Branch should provide a 
kind of adult education or training program on the subject of how to do 
without liquor or hew to use it properly. 

Mr. Bellegarde said that once liquor would come on a reserve, it 
would then be the responsibility of each particular band to keep order 
and for that purpose, a special Indian constabulary should be established* 

Mr. Ratt said he did not see any reason why the Indian people could 
not drink in their homes. 

Mr. A. Ahenakew said that he agreed with Mr. Dreaver that this 
Section should be repealed. There is no other way to cope with the liquor 
problem than by allowing the Indians to have it and to get used to it. 
He also supported Mr. Dieter's suggestion in regard to the educational 
program by the Branch, in cooperation with other organizations, on the 
use of liquor. 

Mr. Agecoutay said that he was in favour of having this Section 
repealed and of having established a special Indian constabulary. 

Mr. Watson said that he was of the same opinion. 

Mrs. Lavallee said that this question should be left to Indians of 
each individual Band to decide for themselves. 

Mr. Lariviere said he did not want liquor to be allowed on his 
reserve. 
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Mr. Williams asked if it were possible, in the case when four 
reserves were in one agency, for one to accept liquor and for the other 
three to oppose it. He was informed that in each case, a different ar- 
rangement would have to be made, but it could be done. 

Mr. Robert McKay said liquor could be used but not abused. 

Mr. Whitefish said that they had a liquor problem but they stopped 
it; he was very much afraid that if liquor were allowed on the reserve, 
outsiders would be coming in and there would be trouble again. That was 
why he did not want any change in the present Act. 

Mr. Thomas said that he had the same problem as Mr. Whitefish. 
He said that his people were very poor and that the liquor problem made 
the situation more difficult, especially for children. He suggested 
that people who were on welfare should perhaps be given groceries instead 
of cheques so that the children would not be hungry. He said that he was 
very much afraid of any changes in the present provisions on liquor 
because they were bound to create more problems and difficulties on 
reserves. 

Mr. Young said that the liquor problem was very difficult on the 
reserve. Since he became the Chief, he fought liquor. He said that some 
time ago, he asked the R.C.M.P. to help him maint,ain order on the reserve 
and at that, time, he was told that he should ask for a constable. He 
said that he would like to have a constable to help him in maintaining 
order on his reserve and to control drunks. 

Mr. Tootoosis said that he would like to have the Indian Act left 
as it was. The Indians should not get liquor on the basis of their 
Treaty and because of the fact that by buying liquor they were paying 
taxes. He said that before the Indians were able to buy liquor, they 
were told by white men that they were drinking rubbirg alcohol, 
anti-freeze and were getting poisoned because they did not have the 
privilege to buy liquor as white men. The Indians agreed that this was 
indeed the situation, and today, more Indians were being killed because 
they had this privilege — car accidents and other accidents caused oy 
liquor. He said that it was clearly stated in the Treaty that Indians 
were to have no liquor and no provision was made that they would be given 
liquor when the government would decide to do so -- that was added later. 
He said that the protection of Indians was much more important than being 
granted rights; these rights should therefore be sacrificed so that the 
Indians would be protected from the evils of liquor. 

Mr. Louis Chicken said that some time ago he attended a meeting 
at Fort Qu’Appelle in regard to treaty Indians taking liquor. He said 
that many Indian delegates including himself were opposed to such 
possibility. He said at that time that many Indians would be in trouble. 
Since that time when Indians were allowed to take liquor, he never heard 
of a single case where liquor would do any good to Indians, only trouble; 
liquor should therefore be kept away from Indians. 
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Mr. Harry Harris said that they did not allow liquor on the 
reserve - he and Chief Thomas tried to stop the attempt to bring it 
in, but a vote on this matter was taken and they were told that they 
were outvoted to allow liquor on the reserve. They would like to have a 
constable now to keep order. He said that they had a problem - a bad 
white man was bringing liquor on the reserve. He said that every night 
he was being awakened by noise and disorder made by drunks and that was 
the reason he wanted to have the liquor on the reserve' stopped. 

Mr. Dreaver repeated that he wanted this Section repealed because 
it was not effective - it never prevented Indians who wanted to consume 
liquor from drinking it. He said that the Indians themselves should take 
control over liquor and their Councils should pass by-laws which would 
regulate its use on their reserves. 

Mr. Brass said that when the Treaty between Indians and white men 
was made, there was no provision for liquor to be given to Indians. Thus 
when white men gave liquor to Indians, they broke the Treaty. He said 
that since liquor was allowed on their reserve, there were deaths and 
tragedies from it. That, was why he was opposed to allcwing liquor to 
Ind ians. 

Mr. John Skeeboss said that the government made a great mistake by 
allowing Indians to have liquor. He was wondering how to stop this and 
suggested that this problem x-iould have to be left to each individual 
reserve to be dealt with in a fashion most suitable to its particular 
situation. 

Mr. Mosquito spoke about Section 80 of the Act and said that it 
should be made stronger in that the R.C.M.P. was responsible for any 
by-laws made under that Section. He proposed that an amendment should be 
made that these by-laws be made by the Band Councils and be upheld by the 
Indian Affairs Branch. 

Mr. Bellegarde said it was evident that Indian communities were in 
various stages of development and for this very reason he felt that 
progress could not be stopped and those bands who wished privileges of 
this type should be given the opportunity and support to do so. 

Mr. Dubois said that he felt that his forefathers inserted the 
liquor provision in the Treaty as a protection and not as a bondage, 
for the Indians. It served its purpose throughout the years, and it 
still was doing so on some reserves at the present time. He felt that 
it was a very delicate question and, while he was lost as to the answer 
to it now, he would be prepared to go along with what the majority of the 
delegates at the Conference would eventually decide. 
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Mr. Buffalo said that they felt that the government's long-term 
objective was to integrate the Indians. The problem was still in the 
stage of limited knowledge of recognizing themselves as one group. 
Therefore: 

a) long-term objective: academic and social education? 
b) intermediate objective: to develop reservation and 

its land and soil; 
c) short-term objective: commencing from group discussion 

leading to making decisions, planning, organizing and 
controlling. 

Mrs. Mary Ann Lavallæ suggested that the Regina conference should 
draft a resolution to be presented to the Provincial Government to 
institute a Human Rights Commission where an individual Indian could come 
to present his grievance in the area of human rights. She said that the 
Indian people were facing many problems in the fields of education, medical 
care, alcohol and housing and that these problems required urgent action at 
the present time. 

Mr. Dieter asked the delegates to read their briefs so that they 
were on the record and also to prepare briefs for their representatives 
going to Ottawa. 

Mr. Sparvier said that there were many fears expressed that after 
these consultations, the Federal Government would still choose ideas and 
points which it wanted. He said that Indians were going to have represen- 
tatives at Ottawa and that he hoped that their views will influence the 
Government when the drafting of a new Bill would take place. 

Mr. Fairholm said that this point was well taken. All views at the 
consultation meetings were being recorded throughout Canada. The purpose 
of the meeting at Ottawa was to review all the reports from all the meet- 
ings; perhaps some differences between views presented in different areas 
could then be ironed out. As indicated earlier, there would be another 
opportunity for the Indian people to discuss the various points in the 
proposed law but the exact form has not yet been determined - it could 
possibly be a draft bill. 

Mr. Dubois asked what material would the Indian delegates have so 
that they could study the recommendations brought forward from other 
areas* 

Mr. Fairholm said that the intention was to have all the Minutes of 
this meeting go to all the spokesmen here and to all Chiefs and Councillors. 
Minutes from other meetings would also be available so that when Minutes 
from all the meetings across Canada were made, these people would have a 
complete record of what was said in all of them and then comparisons between 
the various views could be made. 

Mr. Dieter suggested to Mr. Dubois that the best material he was 
able to get was from what the people, whom he was going to represent, had 
to say themselves. 
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Mr. Fairholm said that in previous meetings those bands and rep- 
resentatives who prepared their answers to questions contained in 
"Choosing a Path" were given opportunity to read them out so that they 
could be included in the Minutes — this method was necessary due to the 
pressure of time on the last day of such meetings. He suggested that this 
method could also be used at this meeting where the delegates had an op- 
portunity to deal only with the first 2k questions out of the total of 3k; 
so answers to questions 25-3li could new be read * * 

Question #25: "Should Band Councils be able to enter 
into short term leases on their own 
authority? How long a term?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that his Band said yes, but only for 5 years. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was yes, for 5 years. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was yes, for ten years. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes, not longer than 5 years. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes, 10 years. 

Mrs. Lavallee - yes, 5 years, but it should be left to the discretion 
of each Band. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes, for 5 years, on cash basis. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - this was a Band problem. 

Mr. George Brass - yes, for a 5-year term. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes, 5 years. 

Mr. Angus Merasty - yes, 5 years. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes, 5 years. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - yes, 5 years. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - yes, 10 years. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - yes, 5 years. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - yes, 5-10 years depending on the items. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes, up to 5 years. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - no Council should enter into any lease 
without the whole Band's decision. 

*While the answer to each question was made by the 
spokesmen one after the other, for convenience the 
answers have been grouped together. 
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Question #26: "Should the Minister at the 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?” 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that his Band Council gave an affirmative 
to both Parts of the question. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was no to Part 1, yes, a Band vote to 
Part 2. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was no to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - no to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - no to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mrs. Lavallee - no Band should vote for long terms. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - vote should be required for long terms. 

Mr. David Sparvier - priority should be given to Indians who try 
to farm on their reserve. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - twenty-one years was too long. 

Mr. George Brass - the term was too lorg. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - no to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - no to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - no, Band vote would be needed. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - no, Band should vote on Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Alex Harper - no, vote should be required. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - 7$% majority should be required in Band vote 
before Band Council could enter into leases. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - no decision as to the answer reached. 

Mr. Sam Watson - no, it should only be for 5 years, and longer 
than that, it should require vote of the Band. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - all Indians should decide* 

- 100 - 

Question #2?: "Should Band capital funds be used for 
making grants, loans and guarantee loans 
to individuals? Should revenue funds be 
used for such purposes? How wide should 
Band Council's powers over Band funds be?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that no decision was reached in Part 1, yes 
to Part 2, Band would decide to Part 3* 

Mr. Campbell Brass said no to Part 1, yes to Part 2, should be 
left at the discretion of the individual 
bands for Part 3* 

Mr. Hilliard McNab said yes to Part 1, yes to Part 2, should be 
wider to help the people to Part 3. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - no to Part 1, yes to Part 2, to be left to the 
discretion of the Band Council to Part 3* 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes to Part 1, yes to Part 2, should be wider 
to help the people to Part 3« 

Mrs. Lavallee - it would be for Band Councils to decide. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - one third should be budgeted from the revenue 
fund, two thirds cash. 

Mr. David Sparvier - a factor on Band Council's decision to grant a 
loan to a farmer should be whether he could 
pay back - if he had too little land, it 

would be difficult to repay. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - they did not practice such procedure, and he 
himself would not guarantee ary loan to an in- 
dividual. He felt that the first two Parts of 
the question were purely local matters to be 
decided by the Chief and Band Council. Powers 
of Band Council's over funds should be marginal, 
he would not want them to be too wide. 

Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - these should be used for reserve improvement 
only - Parts 1 and 2. 

Question #27' "Should Band capital funds be used for making 
grants, loans and guarantee loans to individuals? 
Should revenue funds be used for such purposes? 
How wide should Band Council's powers over Band 
funds be?" 
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Mrr Joseph Dreaver - they should be left to future generations, 

Band Council should present a budget each 

year. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - no for an individual loan. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - the Band should be very cautious before 
entering this field. 

Mr. Alex Harper - no to Parts 1 and 2. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - Band capital fund should only be used for com- 

munity improvements and not for loans; 

revenue funds could only be used for small loans 
it should only be by vote of the majority of the 

people. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - no since their capital and revenue funds were too 

small. 

Mr. James Thomson - the Band should be cautious about this. He 
also said that he agreed generally with the 

others on the rest of the questions. 

Mr. Sam Watson - caution, wisdom and good business. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - capital funds should only be used for com- 

munity development. 

Question #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?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that no opinion expressed on this, except 

the Chief, thought that it should be so. 

Mr. Campbell Brass said that his Band only used the present system. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was that this should be left to the 

Band's discretion if they preferred to have a 
referendum. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - to be left to Band's discretion. 

Mrs. Lavallee - yes. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - no, the Band should control this. 
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Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - yes. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - yes. 

Mr. Alex Harper - yes. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - yes. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - yes. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - why should it be a law? 

Question #29: "Should the voting age be that for 
provincial elections?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that the answer was no. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was yes. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab said that Federal 21, Provincial 18 should be 
voting age. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - 21 in Federal, 18 in Provincial elections. 

Mrs. Lavallee- no, they should be 21. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes, it should be 18. 

Mr. Clifford Starr - yes. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - yes. 

Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - no, it should be 21 years. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - yes. 

Mr. Alex Harper - no, it should be 21 years. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - yes. 
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Mr. Leo Cameron - yes. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - no comment. 

Question #30: "Should candidates for Band Council have to 
meet the age requirements of provincial laws 
for municipal office?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear said that the answer was that they should* 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was yes. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was yes. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes. 

Mrs. Lavallœ - yes. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes. 

Mr. Clifford Starr - yes. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - yes. 

Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - they should be at least 21 years. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - it should be somebody with proper qualific- 
ations. 

Mr. Alex Harper - yes. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - should be at least 21. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - yes. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - at least 21 years. 
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Question #31: "Should it be possible for a Band to choose 
its chief and councillors from a single list 
of candidates, with the person getting the 
most votes becoming the chief and a number of 
others becoming councillors?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear's answer was no. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was no. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was no. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - no. 

Mrs. Lavallee - ye s. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes. 

Mr. Clifford Starr - no. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - no, that was a bad suggestion, it would cause 
too much trouble on reserves. 

Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - no, separate elections were better. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - no. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - no. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - no. 

Mr. Alex Harper - no. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - it should be left to the Band Council to 
decide what system to use. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - no, people should have a definite choice. 

Mr. Sam Watson - no, the chief is an honourary position, there 
should be another election for councillors. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis - not applicable to their Band. 
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Question #32: "Should the 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?" 

Mr» Wilfred Bear's answer was that the terms should overlap. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was yes to Part 1, 3 years to Part 2. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was yes (3 years) to Part 1, yes to 
Part 2. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - 3 years not long enough. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes (3 years) to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mrs. Lavallee- yes if they were suitable, 2 year terms were long 
enough if they were not suitable. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - for small Bands it should be 1, 2 or 3 year terms. 

Mr. Clifford Starr - 2 years sufficient; if he proved himself to 
his people he should be reelected. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - yes, they had a 2 year term to Part 1, yes to 
Part 2. He added that a 2 year term was too 
short - it would be preferable to have a 3 year 
term that would coincide with the 3 year 
clothing allowance as provided by the Treaty. 

Mr. George Brass - the terms should be longer to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes to Part 1, yes to Part 2* 

Mr. Angus Merasty - should be every i* years to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - 2 year terms to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - this coincides with Question 31. 

Mr. Alex Harper - yes. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - should be 3 years to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - 2 years for some Councillors, U years for others 
to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. Sam Watson - 1* years to Part 1, yes to Part 2. 

Mr. E. Tootoosis - no comment. 
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Mr. McKay said that 3 years for a Chief was much too short, even 
5 years was not enough; it should be much longer. 

Mr. Allan Bird agreed that 3 years for leaders on reserves was 
certainly not enough. 

Mr. Leo Bighead said that previous speakers were quite right in 
what they said about the length of the Chiefs' terms - they should be 
longer. 

Mr. Louis Thomas said that to work with people was very 
difficult - it took experience and young people were misled by white men. 
He was the Chief for 19 years and for the benefit of the people much 
longer terms than 5 years were needed. 

Mr. Harry Harris said that leaders were learning with the years; 
many years were needed before a leader could do good for his people. 

Mr. Lariviere said -that he felt leadership for the North country 
should be much longer than 3 or 5 years if the people were to benefit. 

Mr. Starr suggested that the candidate running for Chief should be 
a resident on the reserve, but a non-resident should be able to run for a 
Councillor. 

Mr. Bird said later in answer to Mr. Starr that it was impossible for 
a Chief to reside continuously on his reserve because he had to go trapp- 
ing long distances from his reserve. He said that the situation in the North 
above the 95th parallel was quite different from the South and that 
Mr. Stair's suggestion was not applicable there. 

Question #33: "Should individual Bands be able to select 
the kind of local government which suits it 
so that each community can manage its own 
affairs to the degree that each Band wishes?” 

Mr. Wilfred Bear's answer was yes. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was that this should be left to the dis- 
cretion of each individual Band. 

Mr. Hilliard McNab's answer was yes. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes. 

Mrs. Lavallee - yes* 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew - this was a local problem and should be left to 
the Band Council to decide. 
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Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - yes. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes. 

Mr. Bill Standingready - yes. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - yes. 

Mr. Alex Harper - yes. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - yes. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - yes. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes; as it is new, they cannot enter into a 

legal contract with another body. 

Mr. E. Tootoosis - this system has already been in existence. 

Question #3U* "Should Bands who wish to do so be 

allowed to form Band business cor- 

porations to administer the business 

affairs of the reserve community?" 

Mr. Wilfred Bear’s answer was yes. 

Mr. Campbell Brass' answer was yes. 

Mr. Antoine Cote - yes. 

Mr. Arnold Stemchild - yes. 

Mrs. Lavallee- yes. 

Mr. Sam Buffalo - yes. 

Mr. Allan Ahenakew said that he preferred not to answer this 

question. 

Mr. George Brass - yes. 

Mr. Roy Musqua - preferred not to answer. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver - yes. 

Mr. David Agecoutay - yes. 

Mr. Alex Harper - yes. 

Mr. Gordon Albert - yes. 

Mr. Leo Cameron - yes. 

Mr. Sam Watson - yes. 
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Mr. E. Tootoosis - if band so wished by a majority vote. 

Mr. Fairholm expressed his regret that the time had come for him, 

Mr. Brown, and other officials from Ottawa, to leave. He said that 

Mr. Clark would continue to carry on so that all the delegates would have an 
opportunity to put their answers on record. He said that if any delegate 

had a written brief which he would like to present, he could do so and it 
would be made an Appendix to the Minutes. He expressed his own, Mr. Brown's 
and other Ottawa officials' appreciation for the very kind hearing that the 

delegates had given them and for the information conveyed. He said that the 

delegates said that they wanted protection of their Treaty rights, more 
authority for the band Councils but that the membership itself should have 

some checks and controls over the Council especially in regard to land and 
property rights; he noted that some of the delegates felt that there should 

be more freedom for the individual even against his Council when it came 
to dealing with his own business. He said that he wanted to compliment all 

the delegates for the work that they had done in preparation for this 
Conference; it indicated that the Indian people were concerned with their 
future. He said that everything they had said would be reported to the 
government, to the other people across Canada, and to the Indian people 
through their Chiefs and Councillors — he expressed the hope that he 

would be able to meet the delegates again. 

Mrs. Lavallee thanked the Minister, officials from Ottawa and the 

local officials for their patience in hearing the deliberations of the 

Indian delegates. She said that not too long ago, it was unheard of to 

have a meeting where the Indian Branch officials would sit with the Indians 

as equals. She stated that despite the fact that the Indians could have 
certain feelings against the white man at times, the Indians needed their 

help and their friendship in the struggle for independence. She was all 
in favour of some of the Indian basic rights that were in the Treaties but 
she expressed her hope that Treaties would be interpreted in such a 

manner that it would give their children who were now at the universities, 

the opportunity and freedom to progress in their own way. She said that 

education was the answer to their problem and that she had faith that the 
educated Indians would provide good leadership to the Indian people; some 

bands were coming to a high level of self-government and they were asking 
for guidance in various fields of activity which they entered in order to 

make the reserves more productive and the income more beneficial to their 

people. 

Mr. Joseph Dreaver suggested that the delegates should make a 

proposal that the Indian women of Saskatchewan would get an opportunity 

to participate in these affairs. 

Mr. Peter Dubois said that he felt that the way in which the 

delegates dealt with these last few questions did not allow them to dis- 

cuss them in greater detail. For these reasons, he suggested that he 
would like to have more discussions with the delegates from Southern 
Saskatchewan on these questions before going to the Ottawa Conference. 
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He said that he was a member of the Saskatchewan Human Rights Committee — 
an invitation would be extended to all people in Saskatchewan to attend the 

Human Rights Conference on October 25 and 26 at Regina and he asked the 

delegates to attend this Conference. 

Mr. William Isnana expressed his satisfaction with this meeting; he 
said he would study very carefully the questionnaire because the main goal 
as he saw it was the protection of the future generation. 

Mr. Tom Settee said he was at the Conference mare as an observer 
and he was able to agree with most of what was said by the delegates and 

he was very glad to be able to attend this Conference. 

Mr. Ernest Tootoosis said that the first, meeting of Treaty No. 6 

delegates would be on October 11 in North Battleford. He said that they 
would try to see if the Minister could also be present. He said that it 

was very important for all Indians concerned to attend. He said that in 

order that records be kept straight in regard to payment of taxes, that 
it. be placed on record at this Conference that "This meeting go on record 

denying the statement in the Leader-Post of September 18 which stated 

that most delegates of the Indian Conference were in agreement with the 

Honourable D. Stewart, Deputy Premier of Saskatchewan suggesting that the 
government may tax Indians and in return, to get more services from the 

government". He said that he understood that Mr. Stewart was just talk- 
ing at the Conference, and when he mentioned taxes, no vote took place; 

therefore, what the newspaper contained was not correct; he said that 
this statement would be put into newspapers and Mr. Stewart would also be 
asked, on his return from Ottawa, to have his answer printed in news- 

papers. 

Mr. Fred Clarke expressed his sincere appreciation to Mr. Dieter 
for his efforts in helping the Indian Affairs Branch to operate the 

Conference; he thanked the Co-chairmen, Messrs. Ted Keewatin, 
David Ahenakew and Gordon Ahenakew for their excellent work and all the 

representatives and spokesmen for all the bands throughout the Province 
of Saskatchewan for participating so well and expressing so frankly their 

thoughts and ideas during the past five days. Mr. Clarke said that he, 
like many people, spent most of his life in the Branch working with the 
Indian people and that he had great faith in the Indian people. He said 

that today the Indian people at this historic meeting in Saskatchewan had 
proven once again to him that they were people of dignity, people of res- 

ponsibility and people who had to be listened to — and they were listened 
to this week. In concluding his remarks, Mr. Clarke thanked once again all 

delegates for their kind cooperation and he expressed his hope of seeing 
them again on the hustings or, as someone had said the other day, in their 

constituencies. He wished them all a safe journey home. 
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Mr. Dieter thanked all the representatives and spokesmen of the 

Indian bands of Saskatchewan for the hard work they had been doing 

during the past five days at this Conference and he felt that everybody 

involved could be quite satisfied with the results achieved. 

Mr. Allan Bird said that he was very happy to be able to spend the 

last five days at this Conference and he said, had the Conference lasted 

for another week, he would have certainly stayed because he felt he was 

learning so many new things while listening to all the spokesmen. He con- 

cluded his remarks by expressing his thanks to everybody present. 

Mr. Solomon Mosquito congratulated on behalf of his band and all 

Indian delegates, Mr. Tootoosis and Mr. Dubois on their election as rep- 
resentatives of the Indian people of Saskatchewan at the National Indian 

Conference to be held in Ottawa. 

Mrs. Mary Ann Lavallee said that the booklet "Choosing a Path" 

was very important. She said that she travelled extensively this year 

and that she went to Australia as an ambassador of the Indian people and 

that she found that the Australian people were genuinely interested in 

our Indian people. They told her that it could well be in the near future 

the aborigines of Australia would visit Canada. She said that she was 
very proud to be an Indian and she said so wherever she went because 
assimilation is a real danger facing the Indian people. She said that 

Treaty #6 Indians were very much concerned that their treaties be kept. 

She felt that these Indians did not want to express their fear of being 

lost in the white society and that all their talking was actually con- 
cealing their fear. She mentioned that if the Indians wanted to have a 
strong Indian Nation again, consisting of proud and dignified people, 

the Indians had to take some action at the present time. She expressed 
her hope that when the final deliberations of the Indian Act have been 
completed, the Indian people of the North would not be forgotten since 

they were a very special people requiring special legislation. 

Miss Carol Ann Lavallee closed the Conference by stating that 
after havirg spent most of the past five days at the Conference, she was 

very much impressed by the way it was conducted. She said that she was 

very happy to hear the Indian delegates speaking so frankly. She said 

that she was a candidate in the last Federal election in the Meadow Lake 
constituency and that she understood very well the problems which the 

Indians were facing in the North. She said that in order to improve the 
situation of the Indian people, all Indians had to work together. Finally, 

she expressed her hope that in the end, the Indians’ future would be 
bright. 
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