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CONFERENCE SUMMARY

The Union of Ontario Indiansin conjunction with the Anishinaabe Anokiiwin
Aanokiitoojig/Chiefs Committee on Governanesmd organized by the Restoration of
Jurisdiction (ROJ) departmentosted a Zlay conference abowpeningdialogue with
First Nations andtheir membership clerks regarding development of an Anishinabek
Nation Citizenship Law.

Over 70 participantgatheredat Garden River First Nation to listen and discuss issues
launching a process to develop an Anishinabek Nation Citigelhsw. The objectives
of the conference wete:

1. Analyze current band membership and Indian status system under the Indian Act

2. Begin development of an Anishinabek Nation Citizenship Law, through a
discussion oprinciples, such as the oparent rule

3. Develop principles for an Anishinabek Nation raf#fion process for
fundamentatonstitutional laws, such as a Citizenship Law; and

4. Get feedback on the proposed process to develop and implement the Anishinabek
Nation Citizenship Law.

The conference beg with opening remarks and welcome from Chief Lyle Sayers,
Garden River First Nation and an address by Grand Council Chief John Beaucage.

Conference goals and objective and a review of the agenda were conduCtadfby
Patrick Madahbeand Jeannette Cmere Lavell who co-chaired the conference. They
stressedo participantghe importancef preserving our history and cultutbrough our
lineage that will be lefto our future generations who wile under thgrocesses weet
in placetoday. Appendtces ofconferencgresentationand results fronevaluation
formsare attached for ease of reference.

Chief Patrick Madahbee, Chair of the Chiefs Committee on Governancdias many
years experience in dealing with tipelitical issues thataffect First Naions. His

understanding of théederal governmentprocesseseacles back tothe corstitutional

talks in 1982 tgresentday, with theissuesn his communityof Aundeck Omni Kaning
of which he is currently Chief.

Jeannette Corbiere-Lavell, who led aSupr eme Court <chall enge 1in
the status system when it stripped her of membership in her own community, was named

the Anishinabek Nation Commissioner on Citizensdiphe conferenceWith her past

experiences, her appointment will involvelding a series of consultations aimed at

creating consensus on how thatin will take control of its own citizenship. The law

proposes to do several things, chief among them it throwing out the concept of status and
replacing it with a citizenshipakn t o t hat of the worl ddéds sover

Presenter§Vayne Beaver and Joanne Smokiom Alderville First Nation educateahd

explainedto participantstheHi st ory of the Feder al Gover nmen
Indians with a 1920 quote from DeputSuperintendent General of Indian Affairs,

Duncan CampbelEcott
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AOur object iIs to continue until there i s n.
absorbed into the body politic, and there is no Indignestion and no Indian
Department o

Wayne s$ated that we must remember these words and teach them to our children since

this has been the federal governn@emttent which continuegoday. Both presenters

informed participants orthe State of $atus in First Nationsand guided participants

throughFirst Nation population projectionsThe presentatioHow Alderville Can Avoid

Extinction demonstratethe serious implicatist o our youth and their
if the matter of how we identify ourselves is not addressed sdbeir informationon

Bill C-31 that allows for the continuing discrimination against Indian women, but has a

two generation cubff for Indian status which guarantees extinctiaffects all First

Nations in Canadandclearly shows that any First Nation could be losirajust Indians

as a category in a matter of year s. I n Al c
people, they predict that the last status Indian birth will take place in 2032.

On day two,Wayne presentedhe ratification process foan Anishinabek Ntion
Citizenship Lawwhich informed participants orfacts regarding thecurrent ratification
requirements within the Indian Act

Conference participantsad an opportunityo ask questions after each presentasind
give theirinput on best practicesegarding how Anishinabek First Nations currently
deci de A whand what lisoneegletbobe put in place to secure our future
Participans agreedunanimouslythat apriority is for First Nations to accept thane
parentmembership/citizenship eligibiyi model recommended for Adoptions, right to
residence, voting and to hold certificates of possession to the fsde hadresolved
issuesin the past, the Anishinabekwill determine who belongs to the Anishinabek
Nation not the Indian Act.

LuncheonspeaketElmer Courchene Assembly of FirsiNation (AFN) Elder sharedhis
experience with the audience On the nation leveElder Courchene is working with the
AFN National Citizenship Workingsroup; he spokeon how the Creator gave him his
ancestry withresponsibilities to face the challenggtoday. He expressed how the issue
of blood quantums another form of assimilation ansl not the answer, he hagven
granddaughterand no matter what the Indian Act dictates he beliebey will always

be AnshinaabekStressing that it is time that we understand our responsibility, we have
the ability to make thathange;nobody can do it for ugndare capable ofloing it for
ourselves.

On day two, discussions @process to develop and implement theshimabek Nation
Citizenship Law were facilitated by the @hairs This allowed conference participants

such asUOI Elder Waindubence, MartiBayer, Anishinabek/Canada Governance and
Merle Pegahmagabow, Anishinabek/Canada Education negstiatospeak onwhat

needs to be developed and possible ways to engage leaders and citizens in putting the law
into practice.

The conference wrapped up with Jeannette Corbiere Lavelll who was named
Commissioner on Citizenship on day pspeakingo conference particgnts about her

experience to pursue justice and identity for herself, First Nation children of today and
tomorrow. She shared her struggles on how
justice system and how things have changed in bringing this fesward today. A
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Question& Answersession followedhat gave participants an opportunity to follow up
on concerns.

About Anishinabek Nation Grand Council Chief John Beaucage

In October 2004, Grand Council Chief John Beaucage was
elected to serve #¥2member First Nations of the
Anishinabek Nation. Prior to his election as Grand

Council Chief, Beaucage was the elected Chief of
Wasauksing First Nation and has sshin that capacity

for the paseight years.

Beaucage is a graduate of the Univgreit Western

Ontario with degrees in English and Economics and he has
done posgraduate work in First Nation planning at the
University of British Columbia.

An Economist by education, Beaucage worked for the
Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation (CMIC€pver 25 years in Ottawa,
Thunder Bay, Toronto, Regina and Saint John, New Brunswick.

Grand Council ChieBeaucage plaad an instrumental role in the First Minigker

Meeting which took place in Kelowna, B& November of 2005. Leading up to the Firs

Mi n i sMeatimgOBgaucage servedtate Coc hai r f or Morkigt Mi ni st er ¢
Groups for both Housing and Relationships.

He currently holds the Ontario Portfolio for Housing and Infrastructure and serves as
Chairperson of the Ontarléirst Nations Stering Committee on Housing.

In May of 2008, Beaucage was appointed Chairperson of the First Nations Marketing
Housing Fund. The $300 million Fund was first announced in Budget 2007 and is a new
and innovative way to give First Nations citizens the oty to own their own homes

on reserve.

Beaucage has previously served as the Lake Huron regional Board Members for the
Union of Ontario Indians, and presently sits onAlnéshinaabe Anokiiwin
Aanokiitoojig/ChiefsCommitteeon Governancéhatprovidesadvice and direction to the
Anishinabek Nation selfjovernment negotiations with Canada.

In addition to his role as Grand Council Chief, Beaucagescstak President of the
Anishinabek Nation Management Group Inc. and the Anishinabek Nation Seventh
Geneation Charities.

Eyaabay (his traditional name) is a Pipe Carrier from the Bear Clan. A band member of
Wasauksing First Nation, he was raised on the Shawanaga First Nation and has extended
family in Nipissing First Nation.

John and his wife Bonnie habeen married for 33 years and have three chilfiCeney,
Kimberly, Denys) and eight grandchildren.
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Opening Remarks
Anishinabek Nation Grand Council Chief Beaucage

Some of our smmunities will no longer havet&us Indians in their communities ireth
near future if we allow the federal government to say who our member&ach.
communityis a governmentwe have the right to make our own laws in our communities.

Prior to contact, the Anishinaabe made efforts to live in peace and harmony with each
other, living off the bounty of our Mother Earth. We acknowledged each otter
distinct bands and traditional territes. We respected our boundadiesot borderd out

of respect for our neighbours. We harvested what we needed, always mindfuledf sacr
law and ensuring oufood sourcesthe plants, animals, birds and fish, would remain
abundant for seven generations into the future.

We governed ourselves according to that same sacred law. The Creator gave us the Clan
System as a means to govern dag-to-day affairs, set priorities, and look after the
needs of the community as a whole.

Collectively, we came together, and met regularly as part of the greatest confederacy on
Turtle Island, the Confederacy of Three Fires. We sat together as OjiDdawa and
Pottawatomi people. We welcomed and honoured our allies. We gathered for great
discussion and debate, shared great feasts with one another and gathered for ceremonies.
It was through the clan system that citizenship was determined.

There wasa place for our Clan System within the Three Fires as well. Each clan had a
place in the great lodge. Each clan had a role. However, the Clan System was much
more than a governance modéi.was the basis for the entire social structure of our
Nation: integral to the formation of families, communities and the Anishinabek Nation as

a whole. It was through the Clan Systéimat citizenship was determined.

Each clan knew exactly who belonged. Each child was born into a clan which, for the
Anishinaabe, isletermined by our fathers. In essence, this was ouparent rule.

On occasion, intemarriage or transfers took place from other communities. However,
the vast majority of thospeople knew their clans and wsisply invited to sit with the
same clarwithin their new community.

Adoptions were usually done within each clan, and as such, their clans would remain the
same. When intermarriage or adoptions took place from other Natidveabsheshii,

the Marten Clan stepped forward to welcome these neitizens. Once you were
accepted into a clan, you belonged with that family. As such, you belonged to that
community, that Band, and this Nation.

Essentially this is about formal sanction, acceptance and belorgeshen-DAWG -zi-
jig. We all had alpcei we all had that sense of belonging. It is now time for us to take
that back. We need to reclaim our citizenship and corrbet Section 6 definition of
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Indian Status in the Indian ActWe reject the Indian Act and reject the concept of
Indian Status.

The Indian Act is irrelevant to us. Our reality is our inherent rights, our nationhood and
our governance. As such, we are working towards sweeping changes towards self
government. | can state before you today, that our goal of eliminating tia@ IAdt is

well underway. We believe in ourselves. And we believe in each other.

However, much of our liveare still administered by this archaic piece of legislation.
The one critical area that still undermines us is Section 6, the definition of Bidiaus.

In 2005, | was reelected as Grand Council Chief based on a collective vision that |
expressed through the Political Manifesto. An important part of that document was the
need to reclaim our jurisdiction with regard to citizenship.

In Article Nine on Anishinabek Citizenship it states that:

AOnl vy our traditional governments have
citizenry and criteria for citizenship for our communities and within
our Nation. o

AWe reject the I ndian Adefinewwhoani ts attempt
Anishinabek Nation citizen is, and as such, we reject the concept of
Il ndi an Status. 0

A We shall establ i sh and ratify cCitizens
Anishinabek Nation Constitution and community constitutions. We

shall work towards having oucitizenship codes and definition of

citizenship recognized by the Crown to replace the Status Indian

policy and definition sections of the 1|nd

I was fortunate enough to be invited to spe
and citizenslp conference last year. It was there | announced anamfgEng initiative

that would lead us out of the shadow of Section 6 and we would take back the inherent

right to determine who our citizens are.

Since that time we have sought and received a maricah the Anishinabek Chiefs-
Assembly during our Grand Council Assembly in 2007 in Alderville First Nation.

We sought to develop an Anishinabek Nation Law respecting Citizenship that would
incorporate our sovereign approach to -geifernment in impl@enting a Ond’arent
Rule, eliminating the secorgkneration cubff rule, establishing a Anishinabek Nation
and First Nations registry, enabling First Natlmesed citizenship codes, and producing
Anishinabek Nation Citizenship Cards and a new, reviseghimabek Nation passport.

The bottom line is that we will determine who our citizens are.

In 2006, the Chiefin-Assembly mandated the creation of the very first modern
Anishinabek Nation Law. This was an act respecting Matrimonial Real Property on
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reerve within the 4aZnember First Nations of the Anishinabek Nation. This law was
ratified last spring and is currently in its implementation phase.

This law is historic in that it was the first modern law developed and ratified by the
Anishinabek Nation.Thi s wasn o6t Cowreiawag createdyby yoh the
Chiefs and citizens of our Nation. This concept is what we refer to aSowereign
Approach to Selfovernment

Once implemented, we will govern ourselves based on this law when it comesling
with issues of matrimonial real property. We will not have to be subject to the federal
government 6s fl awed MRP Dbill that is current

The Sovereign Approach to S&lovernmentmeans that we take back the inheregitr
to seltgovernment. We establish our own governments. We pass our own laws. There
is no need for selfjovernment agreements or enabling legislation by the Crown.

As Elder Gordon Waindubance often says to us, we haviedou s tt 6Do |

There arethree important factors when it comes to the Sovereign dgapr to Sel

Government: lis approach requires commitmerttist approach requires discipline and

finally: this approach requires political will. So far we have achieved all of these factors.
Indeed,the Anishinabek Nation has the commitment, discipline and political will.

In our opinion, the Sovereign Approach to Salivernment is consistent with Section 35

of the Canadian Conisrng talaoroingi n afhe aghitogehr tms o eixn
selfgovernment and the right to our own forms of government.

Wit hout qguestion, we feel t hat Afexisting al
determine our own citizens. This right has never been given up or extinguished.

The Indian Act has nev replaced our right to determine our own citizens. Section 6

O0Per Bnitledst o b e Réqmabomenatierd & is cleathe only intent of the

Il ndi an Act S t o reduce the governmento6s |
generation at a tim

We outright reject Section 6 and all related registration provisions, as well as the Indian
Register.

We must adopt the Oneparent rule.

The first principle we must adopt gart of the Anishinabek Nation Citizenshipw is

the oneparent rule. Thiss common place among Nations around the world. Canada has
a oneparent rule for Canadian citizenship. As does Italy, Germany, France, and the
United States.

This means that an individual is eligible for Anishinabek Nation citizenship if either
parentis entitled to be registered as a citizen of the Anishinabek Nation. This will
effectively dispense with the Indian Act provision, Section 6.2, also known as the second
generation cubff rule.

There are many questions that we must answer during thigltagio period. We must
determine the guiding principles of citizenship. We have to talk about adoption. Perhaps
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we need to address the issue of-gtizen residents. There is certainly a need to talk
about the role of the central Anishinabek Nagmvernment.

Citizenship is about identity and rights. We need to talk about the rights of citizenship.
What are my rights as a citizen of Wasauksing? What are my rights as a citizen of the
Anishinabek Nation? We have many questions to answer.

The consuhtion process will certainly be the key to the success of our citizenship

initiative. We are proposing we use our successful regional consultation model
throughout Anishinabek Nation territory. We will also work with our Nation Building
Councils,includ ng t he El ders Council, Womends Counc
also enable a significant urban and-ii$erve consultation model. A full 60 percent of

our people live offfeserve, and they must have input and ownership of our Citizenship

law. We ae responsible and accountable for our citizens no matter where they choose to

live.

With regard to First Nationspecific consultatinsi each First Nation may ne¢d have
consultations according to their needs. Proposed measures such as Firstddatidias
regulations or Citizenship Code will need to include provisions that will customize and
implement the Anishinabek Nation law according to their needs.

We envision a central Anishinabek Nation Registry to be established as part of the
Citizenship law that will likely be housed at the Anishinabek Nation Central
Government (now known as the Union of Ontario Indians). The registry will secure
registration according to the First Natispecific Citizenship Codes. Possible citizenship
categories may olude Ancestral Citizen, Immigrant Citizen, Adoptive Citizen, and
Residet Non-Citizens (RNC). It is possible thanhmigration policies would need to be
considered and developed.

As part of this initiative, we would develop an Anishinabek Nation Citizign€ard.
Thissecure,anfir aud fismart cardo would identify our
of Indian Status. We would negotiate with both levels of government to recognize the

card for taxation purposes, border crossing, harvesting, etc.

Finaly, as part of this initiative, we would look into the further development of the
Anishinabek Nation Passport. We currently have a passport that is issued at the Union of
Ontario Indians, but it is not secure and is not officially recognized by treasyr timel
international passport authority. Once completed, we would negotiate with the federal
government and international authorities to have this recognized as a legitimate travel
document for our citizens. Travel assistance and passport assistancg mlapde
provided by Canada.

Finally, it is important that we distinguish between Indian Status and Citizenship. For all
intents and purposes, we outright reject the concept of Indian Status. The idea that the
government of Canada alone can determin® wghan Indian and who is entitled to
membership is simply a orveay ticket to extinction if we continue to usthosecriteria

to define who we are.

It is not my status card that tells me | am Anishinaabe. It is the legacy of my forefathers.
It is my belonging to my family, my community and my Nation. It is the blood that
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pumps through myeins It is the songs and language | still hold in my heart that define
me as AnishinaabelTHE INDIAN ACT WILL NEVER TAKE THAT FROM ME.

And even long after | angone from this earth, and my grandchildren and great
grandchildren may have lost their statusure they may not be Status Indiabaf By
God they will know for certaifHEY ARE ANISHINAABE!

With this proposed Anishinabek Nation Law on Citizenship, ave not asking for
permission. We may not even ask for this to be a negotiation. We are doing this for
ourselves, and for the seventh generation. This will be the law of the lgndr
Majesty T we hereby put you on notice that we intend to relaim our birthright to
determine, once and for all, who is Anishinabek!

| want to leave you today with an analogy. Envision, if you will, a great birch bark
canoe, symbolizing the Anishinabek Nation. Together, we are navigating a complex
river that is seHdeermination. The river is long, wide, sometimes filled with rapids,
sharp rocks, a shark and alligator - or
government negotiatiopolicy;i t 6s about our birth right
end of the rive is a bountiful lake;a land we call Nationhood. Although, it is our
leadership that steers the canoe, it is our citizens who paddle through the waters. It must
be the Anishinabek who determine who belongs in that canoe, just as it is the
Anishinabek whb will be charting our own course. Once and for all, we will take
responsibility for ourselves to determine who will be citizens of the Anishinabek Nation.

The Indian Act as it stands nowwill affect everyone in this room.o&e of our
grandchildren wilinot be allowed to hunt and fish.

Our inherent is our birthright to chart our courséiigwech
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PRESENTERSBIOS

PATRICK MADAHBEE

Chief AWedasehodo Madahbee has over 30 years

which he has servems Chiefof Aundeck Omni KaningFrom 1993 to 1999 he served

as Manager of Aboriginal Financial Services for TD Trust. He is an active participant
in business development and continues to serve on the Wabuno Fish Farm Executive
Commi tt ee f o financid and luman iresoeirsesmarsagement.

Mr . Madahbeeb6s prior roles on a regional
Anishinabek Nation and the Union of Ontario Indians. He was also a Regional Sales
Manager for the First Nations Bank of Canada.

His professional and dedication in active leadership positions include Regional Chief
for the RobinsofHuron Treaty Region and chairperson for the Anishinabek/Ontario
Fisheries Resource Center, the Union of Ontario Indians Chiefs Committee on
Governance, rad the Uhited Chiefs and Councils of Manitoulin (UCCM) Tribal
Council. He is a member of the Anishinabek Nation Leadership Council and is the
portfolio holder for Intergovernmental Affairs at the Union of Ontario Indians.

Chief Madahbee has been invohadall areas of business development, management,
finance, Band management, program supervision, community infrastructure and
development, federal and provincial programs and resources, and is an active
participant in the political arena.

WAYNE BEAVER

Councillor Wayne Beaver of Alderville First Nation has been an active member in his
community for a number of years. In 1992, he assisted in the formation of the
Alderville Elders Councils, and in 1998 worked as a Community Consultation Worker
on the Unitd Anishinaabeg Councils (UAC) seaibvernment initiative. In this
capacity, he acted as a liaison between the First Nation membership, the elected
Council and the selfjovernment negotiating team. Currently, he is on the Alderville
Constitution DevelopmdarCommittee with the Union of Ontario Indians, Restoration

of Jurisdiction Project.

Councillor Beaver and his wife Karen were both born in Alderville First Nation and
have 6 grown children. Since the enactment of BlilC Wayne has been researching

the extinction of registered or Status Indians and the extinguishment of important
treaty and other Aboriginal rights ever, and never misses an opportunity to speak out
on this issue.

JOANNE SMOKE

As member of the Alderville First Nation, Joanne sp&ngears as the economic
development officer, and then in 1995 became the Policy Advisor and in 2001 became
the Executive Director for the Ogemawahj Tribal Council. Joanne has a strong
compassion for the development of First Nation communities, andwagsalocused
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her career aspirations towards the goal of creating and supporting stronger First
Nations.

Joanne was an active -Grevrebrer meorft 6A |l déeMevmH d resdhsi
and 60Constitution Devel opment 6e CooAnnd etrtveielsl,e a
Land Code Devel opment Committeeo. She hol ds
Governance and continues to actively partic
regain control over their inherent rights to sgilvernment.

ELDER ELMER C OURCHENE

Born August 18, 1936, Elmer Courchene is Ojibway from Sakgeeng First Nation
also known as Fort Alexander First Nation in Manitoba. He spent 9 years in
Residential School at Fort Alexander. As an adult, EImer Courchene trained as a
welder which lecame his career for 25 years. He also worked in Ontario for a Pulp
and Paper Mill. He later became involved in various social issues. He became a Band
Member at Heron Bay, Ontario where he served as a Band Councillor and a Band
Manager. At which time, hkelped research and build a Treatment Centre located on
the Fort William Band in Ontario. Elmer eventually moved back to Sakgeeng First
Nation where he was employed under then Chief Jerry Fontaine.

He has been the Assembl y tHdersikce 20O ElIneat i ons 6
Courchene assists National Chief Phil Fontaine and the AFN Executive Committee in

providing guidance and support on current issues affecting First Nations. He also

works with the AFN Secretariat and various Government Departrbgnpsoviding

Elder support in their meetings. Elmer Courchene comes from a family of eight

brothers and two sisters. His family has been involved in First Nations politics for

many years. His late father Paul Courchene served as Chief of Sakgeeng First Nat

and his late brother Dave Courchene Sr. served as the Grand Chief of the Manitoba

Indian Brotherhood. Elmer is marriéalJean Courchene.

JEANNETTE CORBIERE LAVELL
Ojibway First Nation and member of the Wikwemikong Unceded Indian Reserve on
Manitoulin Island, Northern Ontario

Educated on the Reserve and fluent in Ojibway, she left her community at 12 years of

age to complete Higlschool atSt . J 0 s e p,North Ba§, dOmtarie.n tShe
received her Ontario Teachertpim 19C6aftdri f i cat e
spending many years in the social services field in Toronto working with her own

people.

She was marriedpril 11, 1970 to David Lavellwhich resultedn the loss of her

rights to membership to her Reserve under the Indian Act, a pikedederal

legislation governing the affairs of Status Indians in Canada. This initiated the start

of three years of pursuit to ensure that the rights of Indian women were equal to the

rights of Indian men in the Indian Act. This also precipitated teaton of several
Aboriginal Wo menos Organi zations, with Jea
founding Board members of:

Ontario Native Womend6s Organization ( ONWA
Indian Rights for Indian Women
e Native Womends Association of Canada
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¢ Indigenous Women of theémericas

August , 1973 Jeannett edbs ,ovasslestattheow Kknown
Supreme Court of Canathg a singlevote

April 1985, afterthe CanadiarCharter of Human Rights &quality wasenacted in

the new Canadian Constitution, Jeannetigaireed her Indian Status and was re
instated to the Band List of the Wikwemikong Unceded Indian Reserve along with her
three children, Nimkii, Waubmemee and William.

Currently, Jeannette is retired from teaching Fine Arts and Parenting to secondary
students at Wassébin Wikwemikong High School. She is still active in Aboriginal
Womenods Organizations, Provincially and Nat.i
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DAY ONE 1 May 27, 2008

Chief Madahbeeexplainedthe processes thdtave been developed by tliederal

government talo away with ourights over the yearsuch aghe 1969 White paper, and
legislationand he 1982 Constitutional Conferentteatwas held to recognize aboriginal

and treaty rightsSince then, research and studies confirm that &2isihip is the highest

priority for the Anishinabek NationFi r st Nati onds need to know t

e Bill C-31 perpetuates genocide on our peapld we have been complacent in
our own genocide

¢ We can no longer be reactionary, we have to be proactiveusergnda and set
our own laws

e We need to determine our own Citizenship, not just talk aibowe need to take
action

¢ We cannot continue to assist the fedgmlernment in our own genocide
e Scugog First Nation, by 2013, predicted to havihe last status thianto be born

e We need ta@onsult with the people on the adopment of our Citizenship Late
preserve and protect our future generatio

The State of Status Wayne Beaver and Joanne Smoke

Alderville First Nation Councillor Wayne Beaverpresentedi A Br i e f Hi story
Feder al Government so6 Po.l Byctracing the gdveraments | at i ng
control over Indian status provides our people with understanding the seaispithe

Indian Act is one of the mosacially prejudicedoieces of legislation ever passed by the

Canadi an gover nmeanmdtill effactsounlevestoday e 18 006 s

Wayne shared a quote written by Duncan Campbell Scott who was the Deputy
Superintendent General of Indian Affaird924

is to continue unti l there i
has not been absorbed éé. . 0

AOur object
t hat
Originally, Indian bands had complete control over their citizenship. All children were
counted and it was not uncommon for Bands to adopt-INdians into their
communities.

Thefirst Indian Act of 1876gave the federal government control over practically every

aspect ofindian lives on reserves, including bandembership,elections, and the
management of resource$his powerwase n f or ¢ edd almy Afglemtnods wi t h e
discretionary powers ovetatus Indians and their lives.

For the first time, Indian women who marriadchon-Indian lost Indiarstatus, as would
their children. This limited important treaty and other rights of these groups.
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Children whosanother and whosé at her 6 s mot her were not ent i
Indians, were born without Indian stafus o met i mes refereed to as t|
clausei Indian Act, 12 (1)(a)(iv)

After various amendments which took away maghts, n 1985, with the enactment of

Bill C-31, both of the previously mentioned clauses were removed, but what makes it
worse is the fact that Indian status can no longer flow to children beyond two generations
of out marriagé making it, by far, thenost restrictive clause to date.

The Pros and Cons of Bill-G1

The positiveaspectf Bill C-31 wereto reinstate status to Indian women and their first
generation children who were deprived of Indiarntustaas the result of the pi®85
provision ofthe Indian Act.

Those who lost their Indian status through the 3885 enfranchisement provisions had
their status restored which removed these enfranchisement provisions.

The negative aspectallowed for the continuing discrimination against Indian veom
Hidden within the Bill G31 amendments, is a two generation-affitfor Indian status
which guarantees the extinction of status Indians at most, if not all, First Nations in
Canada.

Some very important rights, benefits, and services, to which dtatiess have always
been entitled, are dependent upon status. By guaranteeing the extinction of status
Indians, this Bill also guarantees the extinguishments of these rights and benefits.

Some of the rights that are being extinguished as the status pajalation decties are

tax exemptions, the nansured health benefit, hunting/fishing, the right to travel freely
across the Canada/US border, post secondary education assistance, on reserve housing
etc..

Is Bill C-31 simply a reintroduced more subtiersion of the 1969 White Papdri?1969

the White Raper soughtto end the historical and unique relationship between First
Nations people and the federal government, as embodied in the treaties, and had as its
main objective:

The dismantling of Indian #airs

The transfer of federal responsibility for aboriginal affairs to the province
The removal of the protection afford to reserve land

An end to the treaties, and

The elimination of the legal stat and rights of Indian peoples

Jueduld

The late Harold Cardihathen President of the Indian Association of Alberta wrote, that
the Paper was...dithinly disguised programf e xt er mi nati on t hrough &

At Alderville, 130-plus children have been born without these rights in thge22 period
following the enactment of Bill 1.
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Below are quotes from the 1996 Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peoples (RCAP):

A Bi 131 allows for the reinstatement of those who lost Indian status under the old rules
and gives Indian status to their children. Howevke process and criteria for first time
registrants is confusing and still offensive because the authority to determine who can be
registered as an Indian still lies with the federal government, not with Aboriginal
people. 0o

=]

Gi ven enough tarriages oatsidt staus dwaurgdariesmstatus Indians
could disappear completely as a category. o

AfDeter mination of l ndi an status I s not t he b

It is very important to be aware that though Statistic Canada annoim@@@d6that a
largeamount of people in Canada identify themselves as Aboriginal; this is not the same
for status Indians, whiclstudies such as Stewart Clatworthy, Four Directions Project
Consultants confirms that statasmbersacross Canadaredeclining

Moreover,the number of First Nation youtkith statuss greaér compared to those who
are olderin their communitiesand are not expected to have anymore childpemthe
numbers are still declining with no guarantee that their children will have statgsthe
government has devisedvaethod(6.1) (6.2) thatliminates status

One of the main issgeas to why Alderville did not ratify the hited Anishireabeg
Councils (UAC) self-governmentagreements because of the issue @aasis not being a
right of the First Nation to determine theimembership This isopposed to theefleral
governments position that they retain the righthe final results beingn Anishinaabe
will be born without the irmportant rights thashould be theirs He also panted outthat
even the larger Firstions,suchasSix Nations will also have natatus Indians in fifty
years.

So the fight to wrest control dhe section 35 the constitutional right to control the
Indian registrywill be an uphill battle.

Joanne Smoke&)gemawahj Tribal Council (OTC) Executive Diregtpresentedi H o w
Can Alderville First Nation Avoid Extincti@no

The Mississaugas of Alderville First Nationlscated100km east of Toronto with a land
base of 3600 acres and a total population of 1(B22 onreserve/679 off)

The recentefforts toward selfletermination wereundertaken by the leadership in
Alderville with a focus on the authtyito determine membershipi.e.: developing a
membership codeThe goal is to prevent the extinction of Aldille First Nation and the
objective is to adopt a membership code that will guarantee the continuance of our First
Nation.

The OTC Population Study includea collective Population Projectiontusly of seven
First Nations (Alderville, Beausoleil, Ram@urve Lake, Hiawatha, Scugog Island and
Moose Deer Poigt This wasconducted on behalf of the UAC First Natsoprior to
Alderville withdrawing from the UAC process.
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A second population projectionusly was conducted to prepare a Population Projection
Model that would also consider the ramifications of the development of membership
codes using membership rules other than those set out in the Indian Act.

The term o6l ndiand is used to refer to [
determined by thenld i an Act . This i1s an i mportant
attaches itself to the assimilation policies of the federal governnigmt. most critical

issue is the determination of membership.

Indian Act Rules: A person under Sect. 6.1 (bothrg@ats) marries (or has a child by) a
nortindian. This child is registered under Sec.6.2(madian parent) and in turn marries
(or has a child by) a neimdian. The child of these 6.2 and Rimidian is considered nen
Indian by the Indian Act and will ndoe registered as a status Indiagasially, a two-
generation cutoff.

You can be either 6.1 or 6.B,u t you are stild]l considered
government under tHadian Act, Section 6.1 and 6.2.

A The goal is to prevent the extinction tife Alderville First Nation and the
adoption of a membership code that will guarantee the continuance of our First

Nation

A Not recommending the blood quantum membership code used by other nations,
this code was rejected by our First Nations

A Two parent memérship codes are also too restrictive

A One-parent membership/citizenshipeligibility is the model that is being

recommended for adoption: 1) allowing the right to residence; 2) allowing the
right to vote; 3) allowing the right to hold certificate of possesto the land.

In 1997, the OTC undertook the development of a Population Projection Model to:

1. Find out what the communities lodike now

2. Predict what the communities will look like in the future
3. Examine the suspected extinction effects of BiBT

4. Contrast the effects of alternative membership codes

There were unique considerations of the OTC population study nioBgbkt Nation
Specific

A Prior to Bill C-31 either you had statasr you di dndot (you coul
lose it)

A BillC-31createdc at egori es of oOstatusditifanlpbody
inherited)

A High death rates

A Outmarriage (90%) vs. imarriage

A Fertility Rates (55.9%)

A Membership Codes can accelerate or slow down this process
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The 19972202 projection model comparison tife total population projected that in
2032 the |l ast statusedaeardvead. wolul di Peedbtoir mato
wor s e eéodubstetiioutmarriage rate.

The OTC6 Population Projections located in the appendicgwredics that the last
Alderville First Nation status Indian birth would be in 2032, a definite cause for concern
for Alderville. Other findings

Scugog Island (2013) Mnjikaning Rams (2062)
Georgina Island (2037) Beausoleil (2075)
Moose Deer Point (2039) | Curve Lake (R82)
Alderville (2032)

The available options for First Nations are to:
A Educate our youttmembersleaders and policy makers
A Encourage intetribal gettogethers
A Establish control over your own membership/citizenship

Adopt a sngle-parentmembershipcode at this time s the only one that guarantees the
continuation of the Alderville First Nation by allowing for right to residence, right to vote
and to hold Certificates of Possessiorthte land, but would not acquitax exemptions
(87.1(b)) possecondry assistance and namsured health benefits

First Nations will need to recognize this and utilize strategies or altera&tivdeal with
these issues. Constitution Development & Land Code Development will provide for
increased First Nation contrahcluding wills & estates and Matrimonial Real Property
issues.

In conclusion, a single parent membership code may protect our members form
extinction, but does not protestatus Indians from extinctionObviously, there will be
concerns about the rold genetics and access to rights through the development of any
form of membership code.

Webve identified many issues that wild./ requi
demands of an expanding membership base, in particular the potentialsiropaitte
land, resources, economy, social, educational and health need of the members.

The intent is not to provide concrete solutions to those concerns at this time, but to
acknowledge some of the obvious area of contention such as the provision asdt@acce
numerous programs and services that presently benefit only status Indians.

Feedbackon Best PracticesiHow Ani shi nabek First Nati ons ¢c
belongo

A Many status Indian grandmothers have grandchiltmahhave no stagithough
obviously they are First Nation children but because they are not being recognized
by their communities or the federal governmehey have seriously considered
forming their own First ldtion community

A We need to promote the oparent rule regardless of geer
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A If a status Indian married an Indian in the USA. Jodamekereplied tha the
federal @vernmentmay not recognize that Indian person as a 6.1 status Indian
under the Indian Act, more liketo be considered a 6.2 Indian

A Issue of Canada/US Border ahdw the rules are dividing and affecting their
right to participate in theitraditional hereditary system

Assembly of First NationsElder Elmer Courchene

| know who | am and where | came fromThe

Creator gave me an ancestry. He gave s
responsibities and it those respsibilities that we
are facing today. We havetoquestio o ur s e | x.2
I st r ong Oerndenity was dhere at tha
moment, | hear so much about blogdantum, this &
makes my blood boil, | have seven granddaught#
and they wll always beAnishinaabe

The federal government will not tell me who they are. The time has come for us to
rewrite our historyto acknowledge our future generation#é time that we have to
understand responsibilityve have the ability to makeahchange, nobody can do it for
us,and wecan do it for ourselves. We will make the changes that need to be made. Go
back and write your history, e takeghat challenge. We have to get away and quit the
processof being exploited because we are ibg exploited. Blood quantum is another
form of assimilation.

Do | have the courage to stand behind my woddsl have the faith that ther€tor has
provided for me? We have to look and bring back the strength, dignity and the power
that our ancests had The children will give you the strength, love, honesty, they will
write our future. What we want is their freedom aisl here for us takieack. We have

to go back to using ouknishinaabethinking; for example, if you read a letter theyou

think about it in arAnishinaabewvay, our language is gmwerful, it takes us back to our
purpose on MotheEarth;we have to take our languagack. The language will take us
back to the land, we will learn from the land to find the answers.

There ardoo many little ones in this world that depend on uss time that we say to
the governmenthat wearetired of being exploited. am goingto write my ownhistory

and when | am finished writing | will ask you to sit down with us. This is my country.
We have to haveaurage.Question:do | havestrength courage, and dignity to carry
on?
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Announcement of the Anishinabek Nation Commissioner on Citizenship

Jeamette Corbierd_avell was appointed by Grand Council Chief John Beaueadbe
AnishinabekNation Commissioner on CitizenshiBelow is her statement on accepting
this position.

It is an honorto receive the appointment of
Commissioneron Citizenship for the Anishinabek
Nation and to participate in the process of
developing arAnishinabek Nation Citizenship Law.

It will be a challenge for us to be able to fulfill the
expectations of the commission on citizenship for
our people. As many of us are aware the whole
qguestion of citizenship in regards to membership
within our commuities has been very difficult and
has divided our families and communities. It is my
vision that we collectively will be able to solve the
dilemma of dwindling band membership in our
communities through the creation of a membership
code that will ensurevibrant and strong
communities for future generations.

Thema t er of who i s awaps béeh a abitemtiodssuen lisorically, t
the Indian At in of 1876,andits legal definition of an Indian had been focused on male
linage. At the timethe definition of being an Indian was

fi éany male person of Indian blood reputed to belong to a particular
band; any child of such a person and any woman lawfully married to such
a persono.

However, if an Indian woman married a non Indian man she anchiiéren would lose

their status. The initial Indian Act had many discriminatory policies which were
impediments t@ur development. Indeed, the presence of a policy which dictated that one
would lose their status if one became a doctor, lawyer, Christiaister or if they
earned a university degree is a clear example of the challenges our ancestofs faced.

These early definitions of being an Indian have changed and there have been some
improvements in the legal definition. One notable change wagheétpassing of Bill €

31. This bill removed the discriminatory policy against Indian women who married a non
Indian. This amendment alled Indian women who married no@tive men tokeep

their status as well as their children. The result was a sigrtifctemge in the population

of status Indians.

! Furi, WherrettIndian Status and Band Membership Iss(396) Library of Parliament, Ottawa pp 2
% Furi, Wherrett Indian Status and Band Membership Iss(396) Library of Parliament, Ottawa pp 2
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Since 1985 when Bill €1 was first introduced many of us have voiced concerns about
sections of this bill. While, the bill was an improvement on the previous defirofion
being an Indian, many of usvefelt uneasy about the implications of this bill and we
still have not leen able to come to agreement atibist matter.

The definition of being an Indian has implications for our people. Notable Chiefs have
suggested that the Anishinabek Nation could &denction due to the stipulations under

Bill C-31. Under the present definition the grandchildren of women, such as me, who
marry non Indians, will lose their status. The result of BiBLis that our communities

will have gradually declining populains and potentially extinction in some cases.

Moreover, there have been considerable impacts on families and communities due to Bill
C-31. Being a member of the Anishinabek Nation is not just a legal term in a book in
Ottawa. Being am\nishinaabeis being part of your family and community, it is your
identity and the basis of your spirituality and culture. We are a people and nation who
fought for the freedom we have today. However, under the present definition of being an
Indian, the freedom of sommembers is beingifringed upon. Stipulations iBill C-31

restrict the freedom of choice in marriage for some members of our community. Status
Indians in this category are only able to pass on the legal status of being an Indian to their
children, if hey marry someone with legal status.

This stipulation drastically reduces the freedom of choice in marriage for people in this
category. People in this situation are stuck in an unfortunate dilemma wherein they must
choose between exercising their freedof choice in marriage and ensuring the legal
status of thenext generation. In the multultural society that is Canada, a law such as

this has no place. Indeed, one could argue that such a stipulation is contrary to the
Canadian Chart of Rights andeledoms. Our community members should be able to
marry based on love, not based on the fear of their children loosing their legal status as
Indians. Given these issues there is a clear need for the creation of a membership code
which will ensure the comtuity of our First Nations.

Presently, we have a mandate from the Assembly of First Nations and the Union of
Ontario Indiango develop a strong memberslujpizenship code. It is our task with the
guidance andupport and the wisdom of ouldders; to gdter recommendations and
thoughts on how we can achieve this goal.

However, there will be many challenges that we will face in this task. Although, it
appears there are no direct impediments from the Federal Government, the presence of
policies which sek to undermine our membership and populace is a significant
challenge. Through the presence of these policies the government, in effect, is seeking to
abdicate its legal fiduciary responsibilities to us which our ancestors had fought for. In a
manner snilar to our ancestors we too must act as they did and ensure the continuity of
future generations.

At present there is a lack of consensus on who should be given status. This issue is
creating divisions in our communities and families. However, welldhoot be arguing

or debating about who is an Indian and who is not. We are a gingleinaabegeople

and no community member should be left out. Our ancestors would not have forced a
family member to live outside of the wigwam, so why are we now dkajuband
members from our communities?
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While we face many challenges in tlpgocess, we have many strengths on which we can
rely to guide us. We have the strength of our leadership which is acting with one voice,
through the acknowledgement of the gatship matter and their provision of a mandate

to draft a Citizenship code. Also we can rely on the strength of the experience, wisdom
and skills of the members of this Commission, to ensure the process is collective and
inclusive. Findly, we have thenvisdom of our Eders and the perseverance and bravery

of our people which we will be able to draw upon as our ancestors did.

Long ago when our ancestors were drafting the treaties whole communities and Nations
would come together to participate in the gass. Acting in a similar manner to our
ancestors, we shall use a collective and inclusive consultation process in our communities
to ensure that all members can be a part of the drafting of the membership code. By
utilizing a consultation process we ivtbe able to build consensus on the issue of
Citizenship and use the strength of our numbers to produce a document which is
acceptable to all. Moreover, | envision that through the use of an inclusive consultation
process we will be able to further strémgn the networks and linkages in our
geographically dispersed communities.

As the Anishinabek Nation @nmissioner on Citizenship, | realize that developing a

citizenship code will be a daunting and formidable challenge. However with the help of

the Grat Spirit, our ancesterwho have gone before us, oldéts who are here to help

guide us today, and the commitment of the C
keep our vision in front of us and come up with a document that will be appropriate and

powerful which will ensure the continuity of our great Anishinabek Nation.

Regards
JeannetteCorbiereLavell

The Ani shi nabeg
El der s, Yout h
Councils will play an essential B
role in holding discussions with
Anishinabek First Nation kders |
and citizens on the development:
of the modern law o
citizenship. Assisting our new,
commissioner will be (left to |
right), back row: Bonnie
Bressette, Kettle & Stony Point,
( Womenos
Commissioner Jeannette
Corbiere Lavell, Wikwemikong
UncededIndian Reserve; Chief
Patrick Madahbee, Aundeck
Omni  Kaning, (Anishinabek 3
Nation Leadership Council and
Chairperson of the Chiefs
Committee on Governance); an(
in front row: Sunset Sagatch, Sheguiandah, (Youth Representative); Sandra Albert, Chlppemas of
Thames, (Youth Council); Elsie Bissaillon, Mississauga #8, (Elders Council); and Arlene Barry, Garden
River, (Womends Council).

E-Dbendaagziji g ®Omhkna&epartho Bel ongd 24
May 27 & 28, 2008



Small Group Discussions

Conference participants were asked the above quditiow do we break free from the
Indian status and band membership system and implement an Anishinabek Nation
Citizenship Law® Below are the responses to that question.

Summary o recommendationsdrom conferencegroups

> > podl pol pol pol > > > > > b ~THES ~THES ~ TN ~ T ~ TR ~ TR ~ TR >

To educate our community members on and off reserve and the public
Learn our history, and start at a very early age

We need to teach our young people the language

The sacred bundles must be brought out

We need cultural teachings for-oeserve and offeserve

We need to follow natural law

Get rid of the Indian Act and img back the teachings

Stop discriminating among our own people in our communities. Future
generations muade free to use the old ways

Whether we call orselves citizens or memberswlopour own Constitutions
that will give us the opportunityptpassaws in our communities

When the Indian Agent came to pay the annudyrpents they asked the Chiefs
who their members wei@nd that was who they paiide treaty payments to

We needo define our members/citizens
Our leaders were thinking outside of thex when they made our treaties

We need to learn and use our clan systems

Wede going to be a concern to the Canadian taxpayers. We have to insist that our
resources were stolen and we need to gar share of those resources

We need all the 600 + Nafis across Canada to adopt Citizenship Laws. We
need to inundate people with our message, on wehtgtegision radio, etc.

In accordance with the Jay Treatye are not just Citizens of Canada, ave also
citizens of theJnited States ofAmerica(USA)

Develop our own constitution and within those stitutions we make our own
laws

We need to hae our own passports recognized
We cannot usentdian andNorthernAffairs Canada (INAC) Rqistry

We need to stress that we are North American Indiadsvan need to stand
united
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>

We need to listen to our Eldemadprotect our children

>

We need to utilizeThe ®venGrandfather Bachingswhen creating our laws:
Respect, Love, Truth, Wisdom, HumilityoHesty,and Bavery

ol

How do we implement the lawThere is going to have to be a continuatidrite
challenge of section 6 thaiolates setton 35 of the Constitution. How do we do

that?

A We need to let the general public know that to allow Canada to continue to
practice genocide on us; they need to kndvatis being done to First Nations

A What happens if the negotiations stop? Then we could go to court, to work
through unresolved issues

A We have to change the definiti®that have been imposed on us

A Develop our own Anishinaabe Law
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Day Twoi May 28, 2008

Co-chairsJeamette Corbierd_avell and Patrick Madahbegrovidedparticipantswith a
review of the previous dayliscussions and presented the summary of recommendations
from small group discussions from day one.

Ratification Process for the Anishinabek Nation Citizenship Law
Presenter Wayne Beaver

Alderville First Nation is one of eight (8) First Nations comprising the United
Anishinaabeg Councils (UAC) a politicalliance that recently failed iits attempt to

negotiate a bilateral seffovernment agreement (Anishinaabe Government), under the
previous Liberal Go v e r-govemmentiPslicyl nher ent Ri ght

Valuable lessons were learned thought this experience. We believe that the Indian Act
criteria fa what constitutesalid referendum (vote) ratification, offeadasic democratic
principlesand insiss uponhighervoter participation from the First Nation electorate than
Canada places on its némdian citizens. Thehresholdforced on us isnot even
achievable at many First Nationbhis is in referencéo specific Indian Act criterion
which requires that 50% plus d&f the entire electorate must vote in favour of a
referendum in order for it to be deemed ratified.

In the early stages of UACedf-government process, Alderville raised the issue of what
we perceived to be fundamental flaws in the Indian criteay First Nation that has a
large offreserve population and low voter participation may find it difficult, if not
impossible, to ratify a ferendum under the Indian Act 50% plus 1 of the entire
electorate criterion.

Alderville was chosen for a pilot project on ratification, which was managed by our self
government advisors and a representative from the federal government. Every elector
both on and offreserve was asked whether or not he/she intended to voted in the
upcoming referendum. Stamped saiidressed envelopes were provided with the
registered letter and ads were placed in our monthly bulletin and in the Globe and Mail
newspaper sessing the importance of every elector taking part.

The pilot project resulted in receiving 79 letters from off reserve and 107 letters from on
reserve Alderville electors. This indicated that voter participation would be even less
than our many posiin papers had predictedds a result, a ratification Committee was
established and recommended to lower the threshold to 50% plus 1 of every elector who
registered to vote was accepted by UAC Grand Council and Canada and became the new
criterion for ratifcation of Anishinaabe Government.

Another alternative is that the criterion that was used in the past sometimes referred to as

a fAdouble majorityo in which the requiremel
requirement for ratification ithat 50% pls 1 of these mustote in favour. This is still

not what Canada uses to decide national referandanore achievable than the present

Indian Act criteria.
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The fundamental flaws in the Indian Act criteria is they offend democratic principles,
place a igher voter participation threshold on First Nations than Canada places on itself
in national referenda.

An elector who fails to cast a ballot, in reality, votes against the referehdpaithy can

Awin the dayo. I NAC c olndian Regisayseven thougheheyp el ect
have passed away (because the proper proof of death has not been sujpirezipber
can |iterally vote against the referendum,

Finally, thisisCaredad s cr i t er i a, -government arr apppriate inretodt s el f
set our own ratification criteria?

Update onFirst Nation Ratification Process

Background

Alderville received INAC funding to develop a membepscode about 2 to 3 yeas ago.
Alderville was almost set to take their new membership codedommunity vote, but
before doing so, they asked INAC if there was amay to relax the unfair 50% 1
ratification voting criteria of a membership code. As the vast majority omaumbers
reside offreserve and wkack addresses for a large numbethase memberglderville

felt it useless to hold a vote when they knew in advance that they were not going to get
the requiredvotesnecessary to ratify a code under the present system. INAC said there
was no way to changeese ratification criterighus the @cision was madéo delaythe
ratification wote until as such a time as it is feasibly possible to cast a fair vote. Because
of the following turn of events, they are considering proceeding with ratification.

As of April 4, 2008 a judgment wagleliveredby the Federal Court of Appealbat
addressedhis issue by the Band Council of the Abenakis of Odanak in its capacity as
Council of the Band of the Abenakis of OdanaksvMinister of Indian Affairs and
Northern DevelopmenMinister Andy Scottappealed refusal to give notice to the
Abenakis of Odanak (Band or Odanak) that it would from now on have control of its own
membership.

Statutory Provision

Under the provision of section 10 of the Indian Act, which was enacted in 1985, a band
which wistes to do so may assume the control of its own membershigstablishes
membership rules in writing and if it is aut

According to the Ministeof Indian Affairs and Northern &elopment(INAC), who
sheerded the bill to amend the Act through the House of Commons on March 7, 1985,
this measure was the beginning of a process for complete political independence of
Indians (House of Commons Debates, March 7, 195, page 12: 7 see also Sawridge Band
v. Canadd42003]3 C.N.L.R. 344 (F.C.T.D.), paragraphs 28 to 32).

In conclusion, the Minister must give his full-operation in deactivating the band list

before a vote is held so that the band list corresponds as much as possible to reality. The
Minister must ao strike the names of band members who do not live on reserve and who

cannot be contacted because they did not give notice of their change of address. Finally,

the terms fimajority of the bandd in section

EDbendaagzijig ®Ofathknal®epatho Bel ongo 28
May 27 & 28, 2008



Amarjiooy of the majority. o This is the only
requirements in Corbiere while also ensuring the operation of section 10 of the Act.

Excerpt from the Federal Court of Apped#AND COUNCIL OF THE ABENAKIS OF ODANAK and
THE HONOURABLE ANDY SCOTT

This is the groundbreaking court decision which makes ratificaitbievableat the First
Nation level. The Abenakisf Odanak lost their case in federal court but won on appeal.
Canada, according to Karen Davis (INAC) repreativee says they will NOT appeal to
Supreme Court of Canadahis information can be accessed at the following website:
http://decisions.fc&af.gc.ca/en/208/2008fcal26126.html

Comments from ConferenceParticipants

A The issue of ratification of laws ambdesis the need to ratify ouiFirst Nation
Constitutions and Anishinabek Nation i@&itution Development. EveryirBt
Nation constitution should state that Firsafibn governmencan pass laws and
every |l aw doesndt have to go to ratifica
process regarding a draft law, clear and transparent process to indicate why a law
is being considered and give every one an opportunity to participate.cauld
state that there are certain laws that would require ratification and this should be
spelled out in therirst Nation Constitution. Any matters, such as land claim
settlements, self government agreememsist state what percentager
ratificationwill be required to ratify the decision.

A Ratification ofthe impact ofmining companies can be set by the Firstibbs.
We should set out the process in whiah ratify our laws

>

The \ery first time you pass a law, you need to consider the impabedéaiv on
band members and there should beazgss in place to appeal a law

>

Membership is not Citizenship. tZienship is about Natidrood

In the Anishinabek Nation Constitution Development draft, the Grand Council
shall hae the authority to enadaws its purpose is to establish by laall
legislative andnstitutional requirements to the Executive count@ihis states that
the Anishinabek NatiorGrand Council will hag the authority to enact laws

A It has been many years that we havenbtalkingabout Citizenshipit is an
opportunity for us to reestablish the foundation of our people. At one time | was
really concerned aboliecoming extinct and my grandchildren not reading about
their Anishinaabe history and | thought that | would do somgtitanhelp re
establishing owselves as Anishinaabe people hbynbing back our culture and
history. When we talk about Ratification with Canada, we need to have an
understanding with Canadiaaadarrive at some arrangemenfge need to come
into agreemen amongst ourselves than we wonot |
to agreement with Canada. | hope that when were ready to assume our own
governments for our peoptbat we would have fouhaway to come together in
our communities and our nation. One dagrg we will be able to stand up and
say we are truly Anishinaabe, knowi ng oul
think that Canadabs peopl edoihga \Ceanada oo muc |
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controls the monethat coms to our people and they have a @dtsay on what

we manage and what we do. When did we become Canadians? We have to make

a commit ment to what were tr ythendghatt o achi
meansve know what nationhood is by being Anishinabek.

A As a First Nation youth, | geour First Mitions falling apart because there are no
teachings for the youth, there is no one teaching us our traditional ways and how
can webecome future leadefswe dondét havd 6tmhehetreea d hoidmgys
see more on what | cato right nowto work with the Youth Gouncil. The youth
are protestinggovernments todaisa b o u t contr ol they donodt
they are elected into office it should be about the youth and their fudureFirst
Nation leaders should make the youtteir top piority. We should all get
together and hold this type of activity to discuss with the yobtuiaCitizenship
and Membership

ol

An example of how ouAnishinaabeightsare being dismantledve havehunters
being charged for hunting in their traditionalritory. Now the Superior Court
bases this decision on theonstitutional question@o we have the right as
aboriginal peoples to hunt in our traditional terri@ry stand behind those men.
We have to come together in unity.

>

The IndianAct hasdeprived my family of being anAnishinaabe peopl¢heir

whole life. The Indian Agent put my aunt off the reserve. In the residential
school they were taught to foll Affter t he r ul
being told by the Indian Agent thatdy had to move since he had signed a paper
without knowing that it meant he would have to move awagy twwent to live in

the town of Petrolia. Eventually my uncle got work in Petrolia and he never lost
his language, he came home often to visit gttké & Stony Point. My uncle
askedthat when heasgdon he would want to go home, the terrible thing is that

| had to ask permissidinom Chief and Councilor my uncle to be brought home
andallowed him to be buried atéftle & Stony Point. Then ny auntwh o wasn ot
well wantedto come homgwhich they allowed

Il t was n 6-€31 that theidaug®eard wiere able to gain their Indian Status
andwere able to come homas well My mother used to put strawberries in a
saucer with some tobacco and | askead past sisters arahcestors to help us@n
give us strength. My aunt ask#te same thingsking for guidance theme saw

two eagles flying right over her place the morning of the operation and | told my
aunt that this was a good sign and she decidegb ahead with her operation.
My aunt had a igit from the little people andiould put a plate out. A pure wiait

wolf came to her bedroom and sisked for guidance to find out what that meant.

The reason that | am telling this stasythatit was so important for my aunt to

know about the berries, tobacco and little people to understand our ways. There

are many of our Anishinaabe people that h
communitiesor learn and enjoy our traditions or have thpporunity to learn

abouttheir Anishinaabepeople. Kep in mind that wall haverelatives in the

cities and the towns, wewokshopdwe nged®t t eac]
teach them in our homes and so that our people will have pride in themselves and

know who they are.
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A child is born to a community of people. We have our members out there who
do not fit into the Indian Act and we need to get out of thdidn Act. My
grandchildren showp with Métis cards and | told them that you are moétis,

you are Anishinaabe peopleBonrie Bressette, Kettle & Stony Point Elder

A | want to speak a bit about the one parent rule. | have learmed @wbat the
nation looked like before thetreaties There is a collection of what the
archaeologists have saabout North Americgrior to Columbusreaching the
Americas. Charles Mann wrote that there waenymore peopléie estimates
that1.5 million peoplelived in North America James Morrisonid research for
Robinson Huron Giefsand states h at i whiteearrivels were expected to
co-exist with the Anishinaabepeople. The treaties were intended for native
people to ceexist with white people.

ol

Tomorrow is a National Day of Action. We need to educate our neighbours. |
heard that Prime Ministéflarper is going to make an apology to our elders of the
residential schools.

>

| understand what Bonnie was talking about, what she said is so true, we need to

let our relatives know they arnishinaabe they are noMétis. This girl from

M6 Ch i dieesin §hunder Bay and her kids aétis; her kids are nouétis,

she and her kids anishinaabethey are noMétis. | was tol d t hat I
look for kids beyond &ult Ste. Marie, the wordlurisdiction isnot a good word

| e hobduse that word.

>

National Day of Ation: for me it kind of breaks my heart when an action is
being made. | think that we should change the name to a National Day of Unity.
| will not participate in thisvay; | will pray and maybe pray by the water.

A We talk about Giizenship and how theegulations of INAChave personally
affectedmy family. My dad had ten children with my mom and then he passed
away she had four more kids and then she later married-aatme man andhe
was enfranchised as a resulfhe kidsunder the age of sixteenad alsobeen
enfranchised Some of these kids did get their status back, but not all of them.
Our membership clerk and Chief are reluctant to take action without the authority,
because we dondét have oiprcodossmwe caehelper shi p
our families that have been enfranchised and get them back to our communities.

>

| just want to saMiigwechto Jeanette and looKorward to you coming to our

First Nation. | want® thank you for helping womenemeed to stand t@gher on

this and support Jeaette in this endeavour. Soroé our people aré&ill C-31

and areseen as out si der 8e a@aenhimah beings andswe 6 t rig
shoul dnét be treated differently.

Chief Madahbee e sponded t o t he bpstressingthaeepdtantiutles ¢ o mme n
our youth in decision making televate our rights based agend@he Anishinabek
NationChiefs are recommending a eparent rule.
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LetGs put into place a Citizenshimw; this law has support of thérand Council Chief
and has beemadopted by the Chiefs in Assemblghiefs of Ontariolevel and was
adoptedat the Assembly of First Nations leas well.

Chi ef Madahbee alstkesdd uphet @auds ehoedefier mi ne
anyone have difficulty with theneparent rule8 There was no opposition to the ene
parent rule by conference participants

The oneparent rulewhat doeghatmean for some peoieDoes is meayou haveto be

status™Not necessarily so, it can also mean thane person is a ctén of a First Idtion

then this would be the orear ent . It doesnodt matter about
as that person is a citizen of that nation thery twédl become citizens of that First

Nation.

Anishinabek Nation Commissioner of Citizensip Jeannette Corbiere
Lavell speaks about her experience

| am recently retired and | really had to think that about why | should take on this role of
Commissioner of Citizenship, but | looked at the people in my family and those who are
not status.

It is for the future for our little ones that | humbly accept this role. | just waaégore
the young people angrandmothershat! will do everything | can to make sure that the
Citizenship will be as inclusive as possible. | talked to Prime MinRBterre Elliott
Trudeau anésked him fohelp with my issue regarding Indian Status.

We now have June 2&s National Aboriginal Day. My mother, grandmother, my aunts,
they were all very strong people. My mom was a teacher, business woman, bus driver
and on band council. Women keep our communities going. Having women like that as
role models, is what brought me to challenge this section of the Indian Act.

| had the opportunity to go to Ottawa, with a youth grouppa@ian Indian Youth
Council, ths is where | met Harold Cardinal, Phil Fontaiaad thiswas a good learning
session. | went back to Toronto to work at the Indian Friendship Centre. April 11, 1957,
| was married and after that | had received a letter imihié Clayton Ruby a fried of

mine, lawyer said thafyesd we can challenge this according to than@dianBill of
Rights. My goal was for women to have freedom of choice. | grew up in Wikwemikong,
| grew up thereand myfamily is all there. We went to court in Toronto, Ilhgdelieved

in it. Judge Rosenbergaid fil donot know what your compl air
what Indians are like on the reserve, you should be glad a white man marriedweu.
appealed higlecision;the next level was the Federal Court of Appe&le advocated that
Section 12 should be removed from the Indian Act. Indian Affairs started to put millions
of dollars into the media. After that we started to grticism from various leaders:

Al e ndb do this ité going to affect our Indian Aat | had the support of ourhief
Wakegijig. Meanwhilethe Attorney @neral level appealed the decision to the Supreme
Court of CanadaThe Chiefsfrom thewest were very concerned areey received a lot

of money to come to Ottawa to oppose this. During time, women started to contact
me to saytheywere in the samboat:ve support what you are doiig
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We also created the Indian Rights for Indian Women. We were women within our
organizations. When we went to Ottawa we struggled, but some wfoonen were able

to get us a hotel room. There were a lot of threats from native nations. We lost by one
vote in the Supreme Court of Canada. Chief Justice Barney felt that the Indian Act was
discriminatory.

Bill C-31 was never our intentiohut thisis what came out of this, this is not what we
wanted, as you know Bill @1 is discriminatory. It is so gratifying to see the change. |
am so pleased that our Chiefs and our members are recognizing that this is still not right
and we need to do somethimadpout it. That support that we give each other is so
necessary. \Wneed to support each other. At that timedadwas so amazed and he
supported me. My dream and vision is that we develop this Citizenship Law and that it
will be inclusive.

Elder Gadon Waindubence, Loon Clan

All the birds depend on one partiaulard; the robins in the falbay its time to leavehe

red bird said its time t teavé, andthenacranblandd oon s
close to him and he said its time eaveor| 6 m goi ng t o .lThaleoe wi t hou
said I1d6m tbecheaadet hbeberds felt they knew \
to the cranethere wee a lot of birds that suffered arcbze to deathbecause the loon

di dndét wa n tyet t Whenl theyadiddeavie, uheyt said we have to go further yet

and they went south, some said we have to stay here and some said we have go east.

The purpose of this story and whpicked on the loon clan todagyto give anexample.

When the loon @n arrived at their destination they disbanded and the loon was no longer
Chief. Now, Il 6m coming to the present day
transported to another timeThe mountain sunk, there was a chief around here at that

time and he 3d to the Anishinaabe people that came to trade here that there was going to

be change and we will have to adapt to change. The youth should be here. Maybe what

is happening here is the flight of the loon, maybe we are too latenedtto have our

kids and grandkids to heatat is going on.

Chief Madahbee concluded the conferencesdnying how ti will be incumbent upon all

of us to use every possible means to spread the message about how were going to live as
Anishinaabe people and how were goinggbvern ourselves and how we develop our
laws.

The conference participant and gathered in a circle of undyliatened to the women
drummes closingthis most important eventpaevent that means the beginning for our
future generations.
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APPENDIX |

RESULTS FROM CONFERENCE EVALUATION FORMS

Ratings: Mark 1 for strongly disagree, 2 for disagree, 3 for agree, 4 for strongly agree.

1. I found the presentation on the State of Status informative.
1 2 3 4 no comment
2 3 23 28 2

2. | found the presentation on Ratification of the @tighip Law informative.

1 2 3 4 no comment
1 6 26 23 2

3. | found the lunbeon speaker, Elder EImer Courchene interesting.

1 2 3 4 no comment
2 4 14 32 5

CommentKnow him as a knowledgeable Elder and should have him at other
conferences

4. The information binder was a useful resource tool.

1 2 3 4 no comment
4 0 26 25 2

5. There was adequate time to allow me to have my say about Anishinabek Nation
Citizenship Law development.

1 2 3 4 no comment
3 3 20 25 7

Comment Only heeto listen

6. Please tell us what is the best way to get input on developing the Anishinabek Nation
Citizenship Law from others of the Anishinabek First Nations?

Below are the commentsesponsedrom the above questiorpresented bytopic.

Elders

A Listen to our Elders and Youth

A ANo | nd-iIAGTANISKHINABE-LIVE ANISHINABE, teachthe
youth/children at home and have First Nations sessions/workshopsiceliefzr
youthandElders

A Meet with youth, Elders, women, childrdnvite question®n websitegive
answers on monthly bulletins as an education tool and communication

A Have youth, womemmen, leadership, elder sessions

A Letters, surveys, community meetings, meet wathth, Elders, Chie® Council
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A Bombarded witlcontinuousinfo; we are ging to need input from everyoneyuth,
elders, Grassroots Elders

A Our elders are our history of yesterday, and our youth are our hopes and the future.
(NETWORK, NETWORK, NETWORK)

Youth

A Good suggstion by the youth to reach out afedtus by meeting with yath. Itwill
be their kids, andrandkids

A Ask/consulin our youth, ifs their future

A Include as priority the youth

A Through workshops f@like those who belongob
to get theyouth involved in this process

A Every First Naion bring (4) far youth from their communities

A Citizen forums with yoth throughout the Indian Nation

A National conference/province wide, invite youth also (similar to Native Language
Conference), through inumol ekemeat sobr ieng mbe
communitiesand haveyouth forums

A Native students department in Schedisbal offices, Band officeslders Lodges,
Retirement Homes

A It is very important to invite our youth from our §ilNations to your next meeting

A Actions speak louder than wordaeyolve the youth in these decisions

A Please find way to get our youth together

Leadership

A House to house by Chief and Council and Membership Clerks.
A Discussions wh Councils
A Each individual Chief gives inputhey receive their directions from their mensser
get this input as they see fit. Re: community meetingseys, whatever works for
them
A Institute draft copies of latest revisions to community contacts for community
and/or Council review at which the community input may be provéshetreturned
for consideration
Chiefs to go back to community and consult with all the people including-youth
sharethe info from the 2 day session
First Nations have to hold more conferences on citizenship laws in order for it to
have it ratified. This could be an agendantforthe Chiefs of all First Nations
It is important to involve our Indian Registry clerks in the processead as our
chief and council
PPease allow chiefs to have Ayoutho repres
functions/ meetings ofm iomfdemrmdatoi eméd uard Aslha
bet ween Al eadership to future | eadershipo

> > > >

Membership Clerks

A Would like to see more conferences on citizenship and haveeimbenship clerks
involved again
A Get membership registrarftem all First Nations on sidejngle parents code is the
only one that will work at most First Nations. So people need to be educated as to why
this is so. All children born members must be counfasl Can., U.Sand other
Nations do)we can not allow any more children to be asksited ty 2 Generation cut
off
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Conferences

A Have morenformation sessions/conferences
A More community consultations, large conference, some people are hesitaiakto spe
out, but have valuable input

Community presentations/meetings

Have more orcommunity sessions.0N\t ever yone can attend Are
Have information sessionsketings

Community forums

Community consulters: people wouwdd to them

Community consultations during major community events, internet, websites,

meetirg with youth, brochures, elders

Media(TV, radi o, internet, CDO0Ss)

A Website, newspapers, posters, TV, announcements, radio annaisesmail,
etc., and surveys

A Set up website. Through medidnishinabek News, website, mass mait process
to all First Nations

A Information booklet to idude CDRom with all the information saved so that it is
easier to take the informatiomadk to our homes and put to use

o D> I > D

Paper (newspaper, flyers, posters, maibuts)

A Develop flyer or notice to educate our members on status and citizemmlzp
membersare aware of section 6(2) etc..

Put questions in newsletters

Put a massivesiter out to Anishinabek Nation

Send out questionnaires to each First Nation to get input from teeibership and
reply back to you

T I D

Individuals

A Itis difficult to obtain dedicaid people to continue to push aheathmentire

difficult endeavor which we must pursue. Setting up sharing and working

committees among the different reserves, plus reserve committees may work from

the central, smaller committees work out from the eemtio a larger circle until all

Anishinabek have beencluded;always rememberho we are as spiritual beings

Include those people who would be citizens, gineeone parent rule

Advocae our membership on citizenshipss of status ithe future to our

grandchildren

A This is a huge undertaking and hopefully everyone will provide their input into this
important project. | will let my community members know about this workshop
through my local newslegr for my July 2008 submission

> >

Culture/language

= We arealways talking about language and culture, yet nothing is being done, either
collectivelyorasapersoh.ets@Gop t he verbiage. I f we don
then we will not get anywhere. We talk about seven grandfathers, we have smudges
and all for notThese are @t practiced in dayo-day life; we need to be rights
basedand not under government policy
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Governments (First Nation, UOI, COO, AFN, Federal)

A More information orself-government and why it is Smportant to establish our
citizenship for oucommunities
We should have our own communities, national elections. Live update on APTN.
Also, communities could pass Referendum/Laws, when members come to vote.
The rest of Canada needs to know the problems we face with the Federal
Government.
Need to cafront government criteria of the whole sgivernment packag®e:
50% + 1 of eligible voters.
We could do a lot of work to get sajbvernment to a final vote only to find out we
(our First Nat i onaspnaldieaastictionssatbut f y due t o ut
We also need to find out from government if they will allow us to have garent
membership code (this is reallyet only way to go) reason being a geaent
citizenship law goes aganhwhat the Indian Act says nowacwe develop a
citizenship lawthat contravenes the Indian A& oul dndét wefwkei nd out
find this out now, we should fight/confront the government on this point and see
how we can pceed
A Union of Ontario Indians, Chiefs of Ontario, Assembly of First Nations, Tribal
Councils,need to lobby/address the citizenship lawoanbehalf of all First
Nations
It is also important to followip on anydiscussions/progress or proviaéo to First
Nations
Indian registry clerks must continue to be involved in this process, they krsbw fir
hand who are affectdaly this rule of government/INAC
Also is the fact that Elders and youth ar@tied to sit in on this process
If we wish to succeed, we must stand together, be heard, UNITED.
The more attention that we draw on this matter, ewadiytour concerns wilbe
heard throughout the country
Perhaps a First Nation petition (from each reserve) could be drafted to present to
Government, outlining our opposition to Section 6 of the Indian Act to have it
revisited by our First Nation governmeofficials and to serve our UNITED intent
to form our own citizenship law
Treaties must also be revisited
L e tbiing this issue to nationwide attentidcET& TALK, LETE SHARE,
LET6 S BE HEARD! Thi s ltwikwoesentforderderatmsotd go away
come, i f we dondét act now
A As stated in our Aishinabek Nation Declarationotv will Anishinabek citizens

relate to our relationship with Canada wishing to remain within Canada even with

the Human Rights issue now being imposed/extended to Firstiatio

> > > > >

> B> > D>

> >

First Nations

A Keep communicating with First Nations, but with purpose and intent of going ahead
and gettingitdoe.ln t he words of Admaagadas fbwaaSongo Aa
biidaabango
A This information needs to be heard by each and every communityanemobjust
political leaders or staff/employees of First Nations who have the traveltsudge
attend offsite workshops
A Send it to all affiliated Fist Nations
A Need more contact and awareness in the community about thisiggaet. Get
more peopleware
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> >

> > > > >

By speaking/communication with all First Nations

Individual communities must become involved (administratively, financially) by
being responsible enough to supply their staff/people and utilizing findhoes

are the Anishinabek &tion we all haveéo contribute

Look at the draft constitutions that are being worked omnounity meetings are
essential

Community visits where all citizens will have their say on who can be a citizen and
what their rights will be

Seek funds to have community member&irst Nationdbecomeemployeedo

develop this Citizenship Law

Ask those who have already gone through this process to share their work so we
may learn howd do our own laws

These issues are for the First Nation to resolve in our own communities, diestlou
speakers are the ones thall be effected irthis matter

Off-reserve

A

Include the offreserve membei@n the decision making process

General Comments

D> > BB DD DD DD

EDUCATE-EDUCATE-EDUCATE

Not Af or mal 0 igiwefboth bigovodyg statememts and laysmesrins
Very informative session

First we hae to get rid of the Indian Act

JUST DO IT

Go to other communities and share information

Need more time as far as how much tiweehavewe need more day tinfecause
I tndtdong enouglo get everything done

Chi-miigwetch

THE LONGER WE TALK THE MORE MEMBERS WE LOSE

A lot of repetition

Remain positive

Continueto speak on our issuetearly

ItGs good to have opportunity for meeting and learning good wotdsttaigo
ahead and get it done

Very informative presentian

This was a very informative and learning conference, we witialke to work and
stay together

STAND OUR GROUND

Waited so long for this opportunity to address this importaneissu

| am a G31 Indian who has 4 (four) children and 9 grandchildren amdery
proud of being Anishinaabbut under the present rules do not have status
The process will be long. Our members have a perceived idea on citizenship. That
shift in thinking wil take some time

Miigwetch for the wonderful, delicious foodpod to lave snacks and biridast
available to participants

Tharks for this important gathering
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APPENDIX I

0 ARIEF HISTORY OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT @& POLICY OF ASSIMILATING INDIANS 6

ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION
PRESENTATION

Alderville First Nation Councillor Wayne BeasrPresentation

R TO UNION OF ONTARIO INDIANS vy
ROJ CITIZENSHIP CONFERENCE
SAULT STE. MARIE, MAY 27 & 23)08

NA BRIEF HISTORY OF THE
\ FEDERAL GOVERNMENT & POLICY /
OF ASSIMILATING INDIANS 0

A Our object is to continue until there is not a single
Indian in Canada that has not been absorbed into the
body politic, and there is no Indian question, and no
Indian Department. 0 o

Duncan Campbell-Scott,

Deputy Superintendent General of Indian Affairs

Made By Canada celebrated poet Laureate in 1920 This is
not when Canada assimilation policy starts but, | believe that
it best articulates a policy which survives to this day.

We must remember these words teach them to our children.
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TRACING GOVERNMENT CONTROL OVER INDIAN STATUS

A Originally Indian bands had complete control over their .
citizenship. All children were counted and it was not uncomrijg
for Bands to adopt Nemdians into their communities.

A In 1857,An Act to Encourage the Gradual Civilization of tf#
Indian Tribes in this Provincewas introduced in Upper Canade‘-\
permitting aboriginal peopleg, éof good moral characterto

apply to have their Indian status removed (called
enfranchisement). It is a testament to the government's ongoing
ignorance of how Indians have always viewed themselves and ta
pride in their own identity; that the record shows only oneaimdi
applied for secalledficivilizationo.

AJpon confederation in 1867, tiBeitish North AmericaAct,
continued the policy of assimilation, providing Parliament with
fexclusive legislative authoribyoverfindians and lands reserved
for Indianso The subsequertinfranchisement Aciassigned

control of reserves to the Federal Department of Indian Affairs.

A The first Indian Act, 1876, gave the federal governmentrobaver
practically every aspect of Indian lives on reserves, incluloamgl
membership, elections, and the management of resources. Thig pow
enforced byflndian Agenté with enormous discretionary powers over status
Indians and the lives of individuals on the reserves, witheutliecks and
balances other Canadians with two separate orders of goveremiemt,
expect, and take for granted. Status Indians were controlledeby
department of the federal government.

AFor the first time, Indian women who married Fodians lost Indian
status, as would the children of théeeitmarriages, thus limiting greatly,
the important treaty and other rights of these gréupslian Act,12 (1) (b) .

A Children whose mother and whose fatlanother were not entitled to be
registered as Indians, were born without Indian stagametimes referred to
as thefidouble motha¥clause Indian Act12 (1)(a)(iv).

A In 1985, with the enactment of Bill-81, both of the previously
mentioned clauses were removdalit what makes it worse is the fact that
Indian status can no longer flow to children beyond two generatins of
out marriage i_making it, by far, the most restrictive clause to date
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WHAT WAS THE PURPOSE OF
BILLC -317?

A To restore Indian status to Indian women and
their children who had been deprived of Indian
status by virtue of marriage to a non-Indian
spouse - Indian Act Section 12 (1) (b).

A To permit those who had previously been
deprived of Indian status through
enfranchisement and various other
assimilation clauses contained in the pre-1985
Indian Act, to re-apply for Indian status.

WHAT PROMPTED THE
BILL C-31 AMENDMENTS?

A The first event (international in scope) was a
fiformal censureod against Canada by the Human
Rights Committee of the United Nations on the
basis of the fact that the Indian Act discriminated
against Indian women.

A The second event was the coming into force on
April 17, 1985, of the Canadian Charter of Rights
and Freedoms making it illegal to discriminate on
the basis of sex. The pre-1985 Indian Act clearly
offended this latter provision of the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms.

Canada needed to act quickly!
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POSITIVE ASPECTS OF BILL C-31.

A Bill C-31 was responsible for the reinstatement
of status to Indian women and their first generation
children who were deprived of Indian status as the
result of the pre-1985 provisions of the Indian Act.

A Indians who lost their Indian status through the
pre-1985 enfranchisement provisions of the Indian
Act, had their status restored as a result of the Bill
C-31 amendments to the Act, which removed these
enfranchisement provisions.

E00H

;/

= Jf
% NEGATIVE ASPECTS OF BILL C-31.

A Bill C-31 allows for the continuing discrimination against
Indian women.

A Hidden within the Bill C-31 amendments, is a two generation
cut-off for Indian status which, in my view, guarantees the
extinction of status Indians at most, if not all, First Nations in
Canada.

A Some very important rights, benefits, and services, to which
status Indians have always been entitled, are dependent upon
status. By guaranteeing the extinction of status Indians , this
Bill therefore also guarantees the extinguishments of these
rights and benefits.

o
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SOME OF THE RIGHTS THAT ARE BEING
EXTINGUISHED AS THE STATUS INDIAN
POPULATION DECLINES

A Some of the rights referred to in the previous slide, of
which most Indians will be familiar are, tax exemptions, the
non-insured health benefit, hunting/fishing, the right to
travel freely across the Canada/US border post-secondary
education assistance, on-reserve housing etcé

A At my own First Nation, Alderville, 130 plus children have
been born without these rights in the 22-year period
following the enactment of Bill C-31. There is nhothing
theoretical about the extinguishment aspect of this Bill.

A Keep in mind, these are all children of Alderville members
who have not inherited the rights of their parent(s) because
of the two generation cut-off provision of the Indian Act.

HOW THE TWO GENERATION CUT-OFF WORKS

TO DEPRIVE FUTURE GENERATIONS OF INDIAN

STATUS AND THE IMPORTANT RIGHTS WHICH
ARE DEPENDENT UPON INDIAN STATUS.

A An fout-marriaged occurs when an Indian marries a non-
Indian or non-status Indian spouse.

A Where out-marriage occurs in two successive generations
the children of the second generation out-marriage will,
according to Bill C-31, be deemed to be non-status Indians.

A The Indian Act categorizes status Indians as either 6(1) or
6(2). This has reference to section 6 of the Act wherein it is
set out which individuals are entitled to Indian status. A
6(1) Indian has two Indian parents and a 6(2) Indian has one
Indian parent. If a 6(2) Indian marries a non-Indian or non-
status Indian spouse, his/her children will be born without
Indian status.
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HOW THE TWO GENERATION CUT -OFF WORKED
AGAINST SELF-GOVERNMENT FOR OUR PEOPLE

A Alderville was one of eight First Nations, of our political
organization, the United Anishnaabeg Councils (UAC). We had been
attempting to negotiate sajfbvernment for more than twenty years.

A The Alderville Selfgovernment Committee, took the position througk
a series ofiposition papeispresented at general assemblies of our Firg
Nations, that we would require control over which individual®on
respective First Nations would be entitled to stalfs.viewed self
government in which some other nation dictated to us who our
citizens would be, a contradiction in terms!

A Canadés entrenched position was that Indian Act section 10 gave u
the right to determine membership. They absolutely refused aoyo
further.

HOW THE TWO GENERATION CUT -OFF WORKED
AGAINST SELF-GOVERNMENT FOR OUR PEOPLE cona

A Alderville maintains that the right to determine membershipbisgus right
because members who have Indian status would have a much avigeraf
rights that members who lacked Indian status. What was beieigdfthen
envisioned a new government with two distifictasses of citizens with
differing rightsi a fact that could hardly be expected to bode well for any new
government. As it became obvious to our-ggifernment committee, that
Canada was entrenched in their position, our committee unarjmefissed to
recommend such a government to our leaders or our people oftraunity
meeting called for that purpose, Alderville, very reluctaritlyt, with
unanimous community and elected Council approval, withdrew fhisrself
government negotiation and three other UAC member First Nadidrso as
well. Alderville took the view that the Agreement being offered, wascs
fundamentally flawed, that to take it to a referendum, would hae been to
bestow upon it a legitimacy, it clearly did not deserve.

A Of the four UAC First Nations who continued in the process to a
referendum of the people, none of the four were able to ratify.
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THE STUDIES

A As part of the self-government process just mentioned, we were
able to have two studies undertaken.

The first study was carried out by Ogemawahj Tribal Council. This
study predicted that the last status Indian birth will take place at
Alderville in the year 2032.

.@3 i
WAFE
To

A The second study was a joint study co-produced by Canada and
our political organization, the United Anishnaabeg Councils. This
study also predicted, with disturbing similarity, that the last status
Indian birth will take place at Alderville in the exact same year -
2032. Even more interesting i different methodologies were used.

Again, because rights are dependent upon status, what these
studies are telling us is that all children born at Alderville after the
year 2032, will be born without the important rights mentioned
earlier.

THE DATE OF THE LAST STATUS INDIAN
BIRTH AT THE SEVEN OTHER
FIRST NATIONS OF THE
UNITED ANISHNAABEG COUNCIL (UAC)

Alderville& political organization the United Anishnaabeg Councils
(UAC), is comprised of eight First Nations. The joint Canada/UAC
demographic study referred to earlier predicts that the last status
Indian birth will take place at the other seven First Nations as follows:

Scugog Island First Nation (2013)
Hiawatha First Nation (2036)
Georgina Island First Nation (2037)
Moose Deer Point First Nation (2037)
Mnjikaning First Nation (2062)
Beausoleil First Nation (2075, and
Curve Lake First Nation (2082)
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IS IT NOT POSSIBLE THAT LARGER FIRST
NATIONS MIGHT SURVIVE THIS TWO
GENERATION CUT -OFF?

A This is a question that came up at a number of meetings of the
Alderville Elders Council.

A In 1998, while reading an edition of the fiTurtle Island Newso, the
newspaper of Six Nations, Canada& largest First Nation, | was
surprised to read an article with the following headline:

ASIX NATIONS BECOMING A RESERVE WITHOUT INDIANS.0O

A According to the article, a Six Nation Councilor, Les Sowden,
predicted that in fifty years time, because of Bill C-31, Six Nations
would not have any status Indians left.

A According to the article, the out-marriage rate at Six Nations (a 5;.}
reserve of 20,000 Indians) is 80.5%. )

If areserve of 20,000 Indians is not expected to survive,
what hope is there for the smaller ones?

THE UNITED NATIONS,
THE CANADIAN HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE,
AND BILL C -31.

A As far back as 1996, the Canadian Human Rights Committee
report to the Government of Canada, under the heading, i The
Unfinished Business of C-31", contained the following statements
on the issue of Bill C-31:

A In effect, women reinstated under Bill C-31 do not have the same ability
to pass on Indian status as do their male counterparts who were never
deprived of status, even though they also had married non-Indian
spouses. Accordingly, many of the descendants of women affected by Bill
C-31 will be deprived of Indian status for no other reason than the
discrimination suffered by their forebears. More than a decade after
legislation that ostensibly removed discrimination from the Indian Act, the
situation persists.o

fi It must be remembered that the pre-1985 provisions of the Act were in
conflict with both the Charter and Canada& international human rights
commitments. The latter provisions prompted the United Nations to
censure Canada formally. If the country is to avoid similar censure in the
future, it must address these outstanding issues.0

The Canadian Human Rights Committee continues to warn the Canadian
government, on an annual basis, about the threat of a second formal
censure from the UN on the same issue which prompted the first formal
censure back in the early eighties.
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THE 1994 ROYAL COMMISSION ON ABORIGINAL
PEOPLES (RCAP) AND BILL C-31

i Bill C-31 allows for the reinstatement of those who lost Indian
status under the old rules and gives Indian status to their children.
However, the process and criteria for first-time registration are
confusing and still offensive, because authority to determine who
can be recognized as a status Indian still lies with the federal

government, not with Aboriginal people.o

AiGiven enough time and enough marriages outside status
boundaries, status Indians could disappear completely as a
category.o

fiDefinitions of membership or citizenship are not the business of
Canadian governments.o

IS BILL C-31 SIMPLY A REINTRODUCED MORE
SUBTLE VERSION OF THE 1969 WHITE PAPER?

The 1969 White Paper sought to end the historical and unique
relationship between aboriginal peoples and the federal
government, as embodied in the treaties, and had as its main
objectives:

the dismantling of Indian Affairs,

the transfer of federal responsibility for aboriginal affairs to the
provinces,

the removal of the protection afforded to reserve lands,

an end to the treaties, and

the elimination of the legal status and rights of Indian peoples.

Do To o To Po

The late Harold Cardinal, then president of the Indian Association
of Alberta wrote that the Paper was , f...a thinly disguised

programme of extermination through assimilation.o
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THE ROAD AHEAD

A Since most, if not all, of the objectives of the 1969 White Paper are
being accomplished through the legislated extinction of status
Indians a strong argument can be made that Bill C-31, with all its
ramifications, is merely a more subtle version of the 1969 White

Paper. So the fight to wrest control of our section 35
constitutional right to control the Indian registry will be an uphill

battle.

A  The new political activism of our people can be traced to the
united resistance we brought to bear in bringing about the demise
of the 1969 White Paper; a resistance which gave birth to the first

national aboriginal political organization, the National Indian
Brotherhood now known as the Assembly of First Nations.

A In my view, we will need to mount a similar campaign, if we are to
have any hope of gaining control of which individuals are entitled

to citizenship in our First Nations.

| believe this is the single most significant challenge facumgpeople.

MIIGWETCH,
THANK YOU.
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APPENDIX II |

How CAN ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION AvOID EXTINCTION ?

How Can Alderville First Nation
Avoid Extinction?

MISSISSAUGAS OF ADERVILLE IRST AMION
L ocATOR MaP

Huscison
Bay.

asungs ‘
I Peterborough /l/

Alderville L
First Nation L s A

S &

Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation

100 km east of Toronto- Our land base consists of 3600 acres
Total Population is 1001 (322 ofreserve / 679 off)
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Alderville: 1837-2008

+« Alderville First Nation was established as a reserve in 1837.

* From 1837, various Canadian legislation was implemented to
extinguish the ‘Indians’ and this presentation is reflective of
some of the impacts these laws had on the Alderville First
Nation.

» Although similar histories were experienced collectively by
Aboriginal peoples in Canada, this presentation examines the
recent efforts towards self-deternunation undertaken by the
leadership in Alderville with a focus on the authority to
determine membership — ie. developing a membership code.

Background into SefGovernment &
Self Determination Efforts

A 19842005: Intensely involved in setfovernment negotiations for 21 years
along with 7, then 6 other First Nations within the United Angdbeg
Councils (UAC).

(Alderville, Beausoleil, Rama Mnjikaning, Curve Lake, Hiawatbeiigog
Island and Moose Deer Point).

A Together we were negotiating the terms of a-gelfernment agreement with
the federal government: Alderville withdrew from the UAC proo&sgust
2005, but remains involved with the U@Restoration of Jurisdicti@process.

A Alderville was included in a collective population projectiamdst conducted
on behalf of the UAC First Nations prior to Alderville withdragifrom the
UAC process.

A A second population projection study was conducted to pregaspudation
projection model that would also consider the ramificationb@fievelopment
of membership codes using membership rules other than thas#t sethe
Indian Act
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OTC Population Study

A The termdndiandis used to refer to individuals who are registere
as status as determined by thdian Act.

A When | refer tadamember§ | am referencing those individuals whq
dnaydbecome members or citizens of the Alderville First Nation
but who may not necessarily be recognized as a status Indian a
determined by théndian Act.

A This is an important distinction since it is my opinion thatwioed
dndianbattaches itself to the assimilation policies of the federal
government, and | prefer to describe our membeédamberé
since this portrays a greater sense of belonging.

A The goal is to prevent the extinction of the
Mississaugas of the Alderville First Nation.

A The objectivds to adopt a membership code
that will guarantee the continuance of our Firs
Nation.
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REVIEW OF POSSIBLE CODES

Our Membership Code Committee examined
four (4) possible membership codes:

Blood Quantum*
Two-Parent*
Indian Act*
SingleParent

WP

Indian Act Rules

A If one parent has status; they can pass status onto |
childrerd if the memberisa 6.1 or 6.2

A If a person undeBect. 6.Imarries (or has a child by)
a nonlindian; this child is registered undsect. 6.2.

A In turn if a6.2 marries (or has a child by) a non
Indian; the child is considered ndmdian by the
Indian Actand will not be registered as a status

Indian.

muip=- A Basically a 2generation cubff.
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l_k_j NON
Y

Status Eligibility

(As it exists under thBdian Acti 2 Generation Cubff)

1-Parent Membership Eligibility

Continuation (| Ll
of NO

Citizenship

2 o,

@ 6.1 status ‘ 6.2 status [ | non status

2-Parent Membership Eligibility

NO
| o | One
' , NO Generation
@ Cut-off
YES m
NO & N
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Status Rights

To be defined as diindiandd therefore is entitled to
receive benefits under thedian Act. (education,
health care, nonnsured health benefits, tax
exemptiod with limitations)

- Treaty Rights (hunting, fishing, trapping, gathering)
- Who can live on the First Nation territory

- Who can own land

- Eligibility for Housing Assistana® on-reserve

- Some Economic Development Programs

- Voting rights on First Nation elections

Population Projection Model

11 years ago, in 1997, the Ogemawahj Tribal Council
(OTC) undertook the development of a Population
Projection Model to:

1. Find out what the communities looks like now
2. Predict what the communities will look like in the future
3. Examine the suspected extinction effect8iifC-31

4. Contrast the effects of alternative membership codes
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Unique Considerations of
OTC Population Study Model

-- First Nation Specific-

A Prior to Bill C -31: you haddtatusdor you didn&
(you could even gain it or lose)it

A Bill C-31= In 1985 created categories @btatusd
(nobody gains or loses statiigt is only inherited)

A High death rates
m- A Out-marriage* (90%!! ) vs. in-marriage
m- A Fertility Rates (55.9%)

A Membership Codes can accelerate or slow down this
process

Projection Model Comparison
Total Population @ One Parent
1997-2202

B Two Parent

Number of Individuals
(o))
o
o

The OTC Study projected that iR032 the last status Indian

would be bornton-reservé
It was Gestimatedthat this may be worséff reservé: < out-marriage rate.

O Status
700 -
600 __
400----------.__-
300 -l HIWHH HM HIHEHEHEHIH | _
100 M HEHNHIHEHE HIHEHEH || ||
g §
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Total Population Pyramid
1997 Membership

Number of Individuals

M alex Females
7o 50 30 10 10 30 50 70
|
- ]
5 |
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3 ] B Females
2 I
|
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Total Population Pyramid
2022 Status Projection
Number of Individuals
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Available Options

Educate Our Youth
Education Our Members

Educate Our Leaders and Policy Makers
Encourage Inter-Tribal Get-Togethers
Establish Control Over Your Own

Membership / Citizenship
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Understand & Be Proud of Your
Aboriginal Identity
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Recommendation

To Adopt a SingleParent Membership Code;at this time this is the
only one that guarantees the continuation of the Alderville Firs
Nation:

- Allowing for right to residence
- Allowing for the right to vote

- Allowing for right to hold Certificates of Possession to the lad

A Will Not Acquire tax exemptions37.1(b)),postsecondary educatiot
assistance & neinsured health benefits

A First Nations will need to recognize this and utilize strategies
alternatives to deal with these issues.

Further Action

A Alderville Chief and Council were attempting to develop a
membership codethat would define who is entitled to
membership / citizenship of the Alderville First
Natioré ..rather than have the government tell us who is a
member.

A Constitution Development & Land Code Development (will
provide for increased First Nation control including wills &
estates & Matrimonial Real Property issues)

Conclusion:

A A single parent membership code may protect our members
from extinction, but does not protectétatus Indiansdfrom
extinction
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Closing Comments

A Obviously, there will be concerns about the role of genetics

and access to rights throughout the development of any form
of membership code.

A Wedve identified many issues that will require further _
consideration to support the future demands of an expanding
membership base, in particular the potential impacts olartiae

resources, economy, social, educational and health needs of
the members

A The intent is not to provide concrete solutions to those casicer
at this time, but to acknowledge some of the obvious areas of
contention such as the provision and access to numerous
programs and services that presently benefit only status India

Chii Miigwech for allowing us to
share our experience with you!
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APPENDIX IV

THE RATIFICATION PROCESS

THE RATIFICATION
PROCESS

MAY 2008

THE ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION EXPERIEN

ALDERVILEEEXPERIENCE IN THEEGBEMERNMENT PROCESS.

A Alderville First Nation is one of eight (8) First Nations awsiny the United
Anishnaabeg Councils (UAC); a political alliance that rgc&kéd in its attempt to

negotiate a bilateral seljovernment agreement (Anishnaabe Government), under the

previous Liberal Governme®tinherent Right to Setfovernment Policy.

AAs disappointing as this process proved to be, we believe biuassons were

learned.

A Our presentation today, is on the ratification process. Weedwel that the Indian Act

criteria for what constitutes a valid referendum ratificatiorffemd basic democratic

principles, and insist upon a higher voter participation frora first Nation electorate

than Canada places on its némdian citizens. Moreover, there is a strong evidence to

support that the threshold forced on us in not even achievalllenany First Nations.

We are referring here to that specific Indian Act criterion vhiequires that 50% plus

1 of the entire electorate must vote in favour of a referendumoirder for it to be

deemed ratified.

AWhenever Canada holds a national referendum such asvteech Lake Accord or

the Charlottetown Accordit is deemed ratified if only 50% plus 1 of those who

actually cast a ballot, vote in favogithere is a big difference.
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THE POSITION PAPERS

ABy the time we moved into the sajfovernment process, Alderville had experience in
trying to ratify a membership code and a land issue. In bottairces, we failed to
ratify because we did not come close to achieving the necesyag votes required

to meet the 50% plus 1 of our entire electorate required by lttindian Act criterion.

AAlderville has a total of 818 electors of which 227 reside lmn Reserve and 591
reside off the Reserve. In an election, it is not unusual fo¥ 8if the orReserve
electors to vote. The problem is that of the large number ofcEes who live off
Reserve only 15 to 18% cast a ballot. Under the Indian Aetiorit any elector who
fails to vote actually, without intending to do sa; votes against the referendum!

AOur selfgovernment committee presented a seriesdposition papers in which we
pointed out that because the Indian Act criterion requires 504s [ of the entire
electorate to vote dyes, Alderville cannot realistically be expected to pass any
referendum under such a criterionVe presented various scenarios all of which
indicated that not only would a referendum fail at Aldervillajt bit would fail by
hundreds of votes!

IT IS NEVER TOO EARLY TO DISCUSS
RATIFICATION.

Aln the UAC Setjovernment process referred to earlier, Alderville, early orihie
process, raised the issue of what we perceived to be fundamdiatak in the Indian
Act criteria.

AAlthough we presented thesaiposition papers to Grand Council at every
opportunity, it was not until the very final stages of the presethat ratification was
discussed in any significant way.

AWe are pleased that the Union of Ontario Indians is discustiig issue of
ratification earlier in the process.

AFirst Nations now have the benefit of reviewing the voting tterfrom four post
Corbiere elections.

AWe believe that any First Nation that has a largerefferve population and low voter
participation may find it difficult, if not impossible, to ratifi referendum under the
Indian Act 50% plus 1 of the entire electorate criterion.
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A MOST LIKELY SCENARIO FOR ALDERVILLE.

Based on the voter participation in previous referenda and aigp-Corbiere elections, Alderville
can predict, fairly accurately, what is likely to happen in afeeendum vote under the present
Indian Act 50% plus 1 criterion. The following is a likely saéma

Number of electors o#iReserve 227
Number of electors ofReserve 591
Total Electors 818
Number ofdye< votes required to pass
referendum based on 50% plus 1 410

Number of onReserve votes we can
anticipate based on past experience 80% or 182

Number of offReserve votes we can anticipate
based on past experience 18% or 106

Assuming 60% votéyest, we would have 109 oifReservedye<t votes and 64 offReservetyes
votes for a total of 173dye<t votes in all. We would fail to meet the requisite threshold @10
gyest votes by 237 votes; even though 60% of those who cast a voteewie favour! Even more
interesting perhaps, is our prediction that even if 100% of tleéectors who cast a ballot vote
avest, we would still have only 288ye<t votes ¢ 122 votes short of the 410 required to ratify
under the Indian Acttb0% plus & criterion!!! This explains why Alderville has continued to press
for a more democratic process.

/ = N\
;\%ﬁ& THE ALDERVILLE PILOT PROJ[{?@{YQ‘;
Ll ON RATIFICATION 11111)

| B B4
TAv v Av

As we were nearing the end of the sglivernment negotiation, the Alderville
Seltgovernment Committee received notice from our Chief Negotidhat a
decision had been made to conduct a ratification pilot projewd @lderville First
Nation was chosen as the pilot.

The writer was asked to manage this Pilot Project along with oheur
selfgovernment advisors and a representative from the federal gowemt.
Every elector both on and efeserve was asked whether or not he/she intended
to vote in the upcoming referendum ofthishnaabeGovernment. Stamped self
addressed envelopes were provided with the registered lettersset to every
elector for whom we had an address. Ads were placed in our niprdblf
government bulletin and in the Globe and Mail newspaper stressine
importance of every elector taking part in this important prdjec
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PILOT PROJECT RESULTS. g

We received 79 letters from our eReserve and 107 letters from our -Gteserve electors/
indicating their intention to vote in the referendum. This irated that voter participation
would be even less than our many position papers had predicted.

As a result of this Pilot Project, a ratification Committee watablished to recommend
ratification criteria. | served on that committee. The Comnatteecommendation to
lower the threshold to 50% plus 1 of every elector who regisidrevote was accepted by
UAC Grand Council and Canada and became the new criterion fificataon of
Anishnaabe Government. This is not tfest past the post criterion Canada uses in
national referenda but it is one Alderville First Nation feltswat least attainable. We
reasoned that if somebody took the trouble to register, he/shaund probably vote.

ANOTHER ALTERNATIVE #
Another criterion that has been used in the past, is sometinafsried to as asdouble
majority¢ in which the requirement is that 50% of 50% must vote and #gwirement for
ratification is that 50% plus 1 of these must vote in favouis T# still not what Canada
uses to decide national referenda, but it is certainly more exdible than the present
Indian Act criteria.

FUNDAMENTAL FLAWS IN THE
INDIAN ACT CRITERIA

AThey offend democratic principles

AThey place a higher voter participation threshold on Firstdtetithan Canada places
on itselfin national referenda

AAnN elector who fails to cast a ballot, in reality, votes agaims referendumc apathy
canawin the dayg

AINAC continues to keep electors on the Indian Registry evaugtinthey have passed

away (because the proper proof of death has not been suppled) member can
literally vote against the referendunifrom the grave.

AThese are Cana@acriteria, not ours. |9 selfgovernment an appropriate time to
set out our own ratification criteria?
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iR RECOMMENDATION ﬁg
\ /

At Alderville we have long concluded that it is impossible tdyra referendum under the
Indian Act criteria that Canada continues to advocate.

A referendum will fail because we have a very largeregkerve electorate (more than
double the onReserve number) and we know from past experience and four@osbiere
elections, that only 15 to 18% of these-offserve electors will vote.

We urge First Nations to be guided by p@xirbiere election results to determine for
themselves whether or not they can expect to ratify under 86®% plus 1 of the entire
electorate criterion of the Indian Act. This criterion will, no doubtinest problematic for
those with a high ofReserve electorate.

We recommend that an ad hoc committee be struck to look intoghestion of ratification
and to bring back recommendations for consideration.
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Front row from left: Chief Patrick Waddilove, MunseBelaware First Nation,
Chief Patrick Madahbee, Aundeck Omni Kaning (Chair), Chief Paul Gladu,
Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek

Back row from left: Chief JimBob Marsden, Alderville First Nation,

Chief Keith Knott, Curve Lake Firdtation, Chief Chris Plain, Aamjiwnaang First
Nation, Chief Robert Corbiere, Wikwemikong Unceded Indian Reserve
Missing from photo:

Grand Council Chief John Beaucage, Deputy Grand Council Chief Glen Hare,
Chief Wilfred King, Kiashke Zaaging Anishinaabek

The Aniinaabe Anokiiwin AanokiitoojigZhiefs Committee on Governance appreciate
the efforts of all Anishinabekllation peoples continued support amduld like to take

this opportunity to acknowledge the following individuals, groups and Participants who
have contributed in various forums in bringing our issues forward.

A Grand Council Chief John Beaucage
A Deputy Grand Council Chief Glen Hare
A Chiefs and Councils of the Anishinabe
A Wo nMem Youth and Elders of the Anishinabek Nation
A U n f Gntario tindians Support Staff

EDbendaagzijig ®Omathknal®epatho Bel ongo 66

May 27 & 28, 2008



E-Dbendaagzijig
May 27 & 28, 2008

dDfiath Fonal Reparth o

Bel ongé

67



