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PETITION BY THE 
INDIAN PEOPLE OF CANADA 

TO HER MAJESTY QUEEN ELIZABETH I I 

DATED at the c i t y of Ottawa, 
November 1980. 

The Indian Nations of Canada submit t h i s p e t i t i o n to 
Her Majesty, asking that Her Majesty may g r a c i o u s l y b r i n g to 
the a t t e n t i o n of the Parliament of the United Kingdom our 
most serious o b j e c t i o n s to the proposals of the Government 
of Canada to amend the C o n s t i t u t i o n without due regard 
having been given to our r i g h t f u l place i n the Canadian 
Confederation. 

We urge Her Majesty to refuse the p a t r i a t i o n of the 
Canadian c o n s t i t u t i o n u n t i l agreement i s reached between 
Canada, the United Kingdom and the Indian Nations which w i l l 
embody i n the C o n s t i t u t i o n those e s s e n t i a l o b l i g a t i o n s , 
undertakings, and agreements which the B r i t i s h Crown 
solemnly caused to be made with the Indian Nations of Canada 
and those c o n d i t i o n s necessary to enable the Indian Nations 
to achieve s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n w i t h i n the Canadian 
Federation. 

The p e t i t i o n of the Indigenous peoples of Canada, shows 
t h a t : 

1. We are the o r i g i n a l Nations of Canada. Our ancestors 
l i v e d i n harmony with t h i s land before the a r r i v a l 
of European s e t t l e r s . We have been given t h i s sacred 
b i r t h r i g h t by the Creator t o l i v e i n harmony with 
the Creator on t h i s land through a l l our 
generations. 

2. When the e a r l y s e t t l e r s a r r i v e d i n our Indian 
t e r r i t o r y we welcomed those who respected our 
Sovereignty and t r e a t e d them with peace and 
f r i e n d s h i p . Those who d i s r e s p e c t e d our Sovereignty 
and our t e r r i t o r i a l boundaries were at war with us. 

3. Who were these s e t t l e r s ? We learned that they came 
under the a u t h o r i t y of the Royal Majesty i n the 
United Kingdom and wanted to l i v e i n our land and 
b e n e f i t from i t s r i c h e s . Who was the Royal Majesty? 
We learned that she was the head of a l a r g e and 
powerful f a m i l y representing a Nation, j u s t as our 
leaders represented our Indian Nations. Our leaders 
wanted to make sure that our sovereign nations were 
d e a l i n g with the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of another 
sovereign n a t i o n . They asked: 

Is i t tr u e you are b r i n g i n g the Queen's 
kindness? Is i t tr u e you are b r i n g i n g the 
Queen's messengers' kindness? Is i t true 
you are going to give my c h i l d what he may 
use? Is i t tr u e you are going to give the 
d i f f e r e n t Bands the Queen's kindness? Is 
i t t r u e you b r i n g the Queen's hand? Is i t 
true you are b r i n g i n g the Queen's power? 
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(Qu'Appelle Treaty, 1874) 

And the leaders were t o l d : 

What we have heard yesterday, and you 
represented y o u r s e l f , you s a i d the Queen 
sent you here, the way we understood you 
as a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Queen. We have 
understood you yesterday t h a t Her Majesty 
has given you the same power and a u t h o r i t y 
as she has, to act i n t h i s business... 

(Treaty 3, 1873) 

4. We were t o l d that the Royal Majesty had power to 
p r o t e c t us and would hold to her promises, we met 
with her r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s and agreed how our separate 
Nations would l i v e together. We allowed the Royal 
Majesty to e s t a b l i s h her government and her people 
i n our land on the f o l l o w i n g terms: 

a) Our Sovereignty would always be respected by the 
Royal Majesty and her s u b j e c t s . 

b) Her Royal Majesty would p r o t e c t our Indian 
Nations against harm from other European Nations. 

c) Our Indian t e r r i t o r i e s would be protected against 
settlement by the Royal Majesty's subjects unless 
we consented to t h e i r occupation of our land 
through Treaty. 

d) The Royal Majesty agreed to keep her promise 
which would bind her government and our Indian 
Nations forever. 

5. L i s t e n now to the promises made by the Royal 
Majesty's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s to our Indian Nations: 

"No government, whether p r o v i n c i a l or 
c e n t r a l , has f a i l e d to acknowledge that 
the o r i g i n a l t i t l e to the land e x i s t e d i n 
the Indian t r i b e s . . . Before we touch an 
acre we make a t r e a t y with the Chiefs 
re p r e s e n t i n g the Bands we are d e a l i n g 
with, having agreed upon and p a i d the 
s t i p u l a t e d price...we enter i n t o 
possession." 

( E a r l of D u f f e r i n , Governor General of 
Canada, 1876) 

"The Kings r i g h t s with respect to your 
t e r r i t o r y were against the Nations of 
Europe;... But the King never had any 
r i g h t s against you but to such parts of 
the Country as had been f a i r l y ceded by 
yourselves w i t h your own free consent by 
P u b l i c convention and s a l e . How then can 
i t be s a i d that he gave away your lands? 
So c a r e f u l was the King of your i n t e r e s t s , 
so f u l l y s e n s i b l e of your r i g h t s , that we 
would not s u f f e r even h i s own people to 
buy your lands, without being sure of your 
free consent and of ample j u s t i c e being 
done you...You d e s i r e the Kings 
p r o t e c t i o n , you d e s i r e h i s power and 
i n f l u e n c e may be exerted to procure you 
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peace and to secure your r i g h t s . " 

(Montreal, March 10, 1771 His Ex c e l l e n c y 
Lord Dorchester) 

And the Kings r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s reported to him: 

I remark i n the f i r s t p lace that the 
p r o v i s i o n s of these t r e a t i e s must be 
c a r r i e d out w i t h the utmost good f a i t h and 
the n i c e s t exactness. The Indians of 
Canada have...an a b i d i n g confidence i n the 
government of the Queen, or the Great 
Mother, as they s t y l e her. This must not, 
at a l l hazards, be shaken. 

(Lieutenant Governor Morris & Right 
Honourable Lord of D u f f e r i n , 1880) 

6. The promises and o b l i g a t i o n s of the Royal Majesty 
were set out i n the Royal Proclamation of 1763, and 
i n the t r e a t i e s negotiated by the Royal M a j e s t i e s 
and the Indian Nations. The Royal Proclamation says: 

And whereas i t i s j u s t and reasonable, and 
e s s e n t i a l to Our I n t e r e s t and the S e c u r i t y 
of our Colonies, that the s e v e r a l Nations 
or Tribes of Indians with whom we are 
connected, and who l i v e under Our 
P r o t e c t i o n should not be molested or 
dis t u r b e d i n the Possession of such Parts 
of Our Dominions and T e r r i t o r i e s as, not 
having been ceded t o , or purchased by Us, 
are reserved t o them, or any of them as 
t h e i r hunting grounds. 

7. The Royal Majesty and the Indian Nations have never 
consented t o change t h i s agreement as set out i n the 
Royal law and t r e a t i e s . For some of our Indian 
Nations who made T r e a t i e s with the Royal Majesty, as 
these T r e a t i e s continue to b i n d the Indian Nations, 
so they continue to bind the Royal Majesty and her 
government. However, many of our Indian Nations d i d 
not enter i n t o T r e a t i e s . Over 40% of the land i n 
Canada i s unceded Indian T e r r i t o r y , some of which i s 
being i l l e g a l l y occupied by Her Majesty's s u b j e c t s . 

8. Our confidence has been shaken. We must t a l k now 
about the government of Canada. The government of 
Canada has been entrusted with the a d m i n i s t r a t i o n of 
Her Majesty's promises t o the Indian Nations. Where 
d i d Canada get t h i s a u t h o r i t y ? The j u r i s d i c t i o n to 
f u l f i l l the o b l i g a t i o n to us r e s t s w i t h the United 
Kingdom. I t i s through an act of Her Majesty's 
Parliament i n Great B r i t a i n that Canada has been 
delegated t o administer the Royal o b l i g a t i o n . What 
has the government of Canada done with t h i s t r u s t ? 
For years the government of Canada has been 
e x p r o p r i a t i n g our land and resources, i l l e g a l l y 
s e t t l i n g our l a n d and s y s t e m a t i c a l l y t r y i n g to 
a s s i m i l a t e our people undermining the a u t h o r i t y of 
our Indian governments. 

We have pr o t e s t e d p e r s i s t e n t l y against these 
e x p r o p r i a t i o n s . For example when the Nishga Tribes 
ass e r t e d that t h e i r l a n d i n B r i t i s h Columbia was 
i l l e g a l l y claimed by the province S i r James 
Lougheed, leader of the government i n the Senate on 
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June 2, 1920 s a i d : 

" I f Indians have claims a n t e r i o r to 
Confederation or a n t e r i o r to the c r e a t i o n 
of the two Crown c o l o n i e s i n the province 
of B.C. they could be adjusted or s e t t l e d 
by the Imperial a u t h o r i t i e s . I f i t s c l a i m 
be a v a l i d one...as to the Indian t r i b e s 
of B.C. being e n t i t l e d t o the whole of the 
lands i n B r i t i s h Columbia t h i s government 
cannot d i s t u r b that c l a i m . That c l a i m can 
s t i l l be asserted i n the f u t u r e . " 

Rather than a s s i s t i n g Indian Nations and 
r e a l i z i n g t h e i r c l a i m the government has passed 
l e g i s l a t i o n t o a s s i m i l a t e us. In the e a r l y 1920s 
l e g i s l a t i o n was passed outlawing our s p i r i t u a l 
p r a c t i c e s . Another law passed i n the same p e r i o d 
made i t i l l e g a l to form an a s s o c i a t i o n to press land 
claims. L e g i s l a t i o n continues to e x i s t which 
expropriates our hunting and f i s h i n g r i g h t s . Even by 
1948 i n B r i t i s h Columbia and i n Canada we couldn't 
vote i n p r o v i n c i a l or f e d e r a l e l e c t i o n s i f we l i v e d 
on reserves. 

9. In 1969 the Prime M i n i s t e r of t h i s country s a i d : 

"While one of the things the Indian Bands 
of t e n r e f e r t o are t h e i r a b o r i g i n a l r i g h t s 
and i n our p o l i c y the way we propose i t , 
we say we don't recognize a b o r i g i n a l 
r i g h t s ... I t ' s i n c o n c e i v a b l e I t h i n k that 
i n any given s o c i e t y one s e c t i o n of the 
s o c i e t y have a t r e a t y with the other 
s e c t i o n of the s o c i e t y . . . But I don't t h i n k 
that we should encourage the Indians to 
f e e l that t h e i r t r e a t i e s should l a s t 
f o rever w i t h i n Canada... 

He s a i d , with respect to the s t a t e d Indian request 
f o r a p r e s e r v a t i o n of a b o r i g i n a l r i g h t s : 

And our answer — i t may not be the r i g h t 
one and i t may not be the one which i s 
accepted...our answer i s no. 

10. In a submission to the f e d e r a l Cabinet on Native 
Claims P o l i c y : Comprehensive Claims dated J u l y 29, 
1979, s a i d : 

a) Indian t i t l e i s to be' extinguished f o r money 
and c e r t a i n concessions many of which would be 
of a temporary nature. 

b) Any conf i r m a t i o n of Indian t i t l e i s e x p l i c i t l y 
r e j e c t e d as a b a s i s f o r agreements. 

c) Any powers or a u t h o r i t y t r a n s f e r r e d to Indians 
are t o be c o n s i s t e n t with non-Indian p o l i t i c a l 
i n s t i t u t i o n s , i . e . municipal-type 
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s which can be t i e d l a t e r i n t o 
p r o v i n c i a l laws and i n s t i t u t i o n s . 

d) The concept of Indian Government, as a way of 
confirming Indian s p e c i a l s t a t u s , i s e x p l i c i t l y 
r e j e c t e d . 

e) P r o v i n c i a l p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n n e g o t i a t i n g claims 
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settlements i s regarded as e s s e n t i a l (aside from 
any l e g a l requirements f o r t h i s ) because one 
important aim i s to s h i f t j u r i s d i c t i o n over 
Indians to the provinces. 

This s t r a t e g y was b a s i c a l l y accepted by the 
government and i s t h e i r p o l i c y today. 

At the 11th Annual General Assembly of the 
Union of B.C. Indian Chiefs i n October, 1979, the 
Indian Nations A b o r i g i n a l Rights P o s i t i o n Paper was 
accepted, and presented t o the f e d e r a l government. 
The f e d e r a l government has chosen not to respond t o 
i t i n any r e a l manner. 

11. The Indian Nations oppose p a t r i a t i o n . We know that 
the f e d e r a l government's p o l i c y to terminate Indian 
s t a t u s and reserve land would be f u l l y achieved 
through p a t r i a t i o n . There i s no mention of the 
o b l i g a t i o n s owed to us i n the proposed r e s o l u t i o n . 
We are only mentioned i n Secti o n 24 of the Charter 
which says t h a t the Charter cannot be used t o deny 
our e x i s t i n g r i g h t s and freedoms; but the 
government t e l l s us they do not accept that we have 
a b o r i g i n a l r i g h t s . Is i t that p o s i t i o n which i s not 
denied? Our r i g h t s are not entrenched i n the 
proposed p a t r i a t i o n . A f t e r p a t r i a t i o n the f e d e r a l 
and p r o v i n c i a l governments would have the f u l l 
a u t h o r i t y to e l i m i n a t e the very o b l i g a t i o n s owed t o 
us and which made Canada p o s s i b l e . S e c t i o n 15 of 
the Charter adds to the problem of saying that 
there s h a l l be e q u a l i t y without regard t o race. 
What w i l l happen to our Indian people? W i l l our 
reserves be ended because Indians w i l l be seen t o 
have a p r e f e r r e d p o s i t i o n because of race? 

12. The government of Canada has refused to l i s t e n to 
what the Indian Nations say about p a t r i a t i o n . We 
have asked t o be i n v o l v e d i n the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
d i s c u s s i o n s between the f e d e r a l and p r o v i n c i a l 
governments, and we have been refused. We t r a v e l e d 
across t h i s country to appear i n f r o n t of the J o i n t 
Parliamentary Committee on the C o n s t i t u t i o n to be 
t o l d that we won't be l i s t e n e d t o . Prime M i n i s t e r 
Trudeau has d e l i b e r a t e l y prevented our voice from 
being heard... 

I t i s not p o s s i b l e f o r the government of 
Canada to suppress our Indian Nations by r e f u s i n g 
to l i s t e n t o us. Is i t p o s s i b l e to t h i n k that we 
w i l l not e x i s t because a government refuses to 
recognize us? Our Indian Nations e x i s t e d long 
before the government of Canada d i d , and we have 
su r v i v e d d e s p i t e the a c t u a l neglect by t h i s 
government f o r our p h y s i c a l needs and t h e i r e f f o r t s 
to a s s i m i l a t e us. 

13. I f Her Majesty the Queen and her government i n 
Great B r i t a i n p a t r i a t e the Canadian C o n s t i t u t i o n 
under the terms proposed by the Federal Government 
of Canada, Her Majesty the Queen and her government 
i n Great B r i t a i n w i l l be p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n breaches 
of t r e a t y , i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and breaches of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l covenants of which both Canada and 
Great B r i t a i n are s i g n a t o r i e s . 

An opportunity e x i s t s to elevate the 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l amendment to an ex e r c i s e i n 
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statesmanship and n a t i o n b u i l d i n g . 

14. This i s a course which we would welcome because i t 
o f f e r s the p o s s i b i l i t y of c r e a t i n g a place f o r us 
i n Canada's f e d e r a l system c o n s i s t e n t with our 
r i g h t s as Indian Nations. We have given long and 
serious c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n many assemblies of our 
people t o the ways i n which our s p e c i a l s t a t u s can 
be i n t e g r a t e d i n t o Canada's f e d e r a l system. We are 
convinced that t h i s aim can be accomplished without 
dest r o y i n g our nationhood or t e r m i n a t i n g our 
h i s t o r i c a l and l e g a l r i g h t s . This process, however 
must take place before the C o n s t i t u t i o n i s amended. 

15. We propose that r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of the Indian 
Nations, Great B r i t a i n and Canada enter i n t o 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y supervised d i s c u s s i o n s o u t s i d e Or 
Canada t o : 

1. Review and define the present r o l e s and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of a l l p a r t i e s i n v o l v e d i n the 
e x i s t i n g " t r i - l a t e r a l " r e l a t i o n s h i p , i n c l u d i n g 
the Indian Nations, the Canadian Government and 
the B r i t i s h Government. 

2. Define i n d e t a i l the f u l l meaning and extent of 
the p o l i t i c a l a s s o c i a t i o n between B r i t a i n and 
the Indian Nations i n Canada. 

3. Define and agree i n d e t a i l on the f u l l area and 
boundaries of t e r r i t o r i e s occupied and/or owned 
by the Indian Nations of Canada. 

4. Define i n d e t a i l the means by which e x i s t i n g 
and future c o n f l i c t s may be re s o l v e d between an 
Independent Canada and Indian Nations. 

5. Define and determine the extent and amount of 
payments owed Indian Nations of Canada by the 
Canadian Government f o r lands and n a t u r a l 
resources already c o n f i s c a t e d or ex p r o p r i a t e d 
by the Canadian Government and/or i t s agents; 
and agree to the method and terms f o r payment. 

6. Define the terms f o r p o l i t i c a l e xistence 
between the Indian Nations of Canada and the 
Canadian Government. 

7. Define the e q u a l i z a t i o n payment plan between 
the Canadian Government and the Indian Nations. 

8. Define the a l t e r n a t i v e s f o r i n d i v i d u a l Indian 
c i t i z e n s h i p i n a d d i t i o n to t h e i r own n a t u r a l 
c i t i z e n s h i p . 

9. Define and agree to the necessary measures to 
ensure that each Indian Nation can e x e r c i s e the 
f u l l measure of self-government, w i t h i n the 
Canadian confederation. 

10. Define the r o l e s and a u t h o r i t i e s of the various 
p a r t i e s i n matters r e l a t e d to f i s h i n g , 
w i l d l i f e , r e l i g i o u s lands p r o t e c t i o n , water 
resource management, and c o n t r o l , use and 
development of minerals, petroleum resources, 
timber and other n a t u r a l resources. 

11. Define the terms of a Treaty which w i l l c o d i f y 
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the agreements above, as w e l l as define the 
measures necessary to s e t t l e the unresolved 
lands and other t e r r i t o r i a l c laims. 

12. Agree upon the formation of an I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Indigenous Trust C o u n c i l w i t h i n the United 
Nations to oversee f u t u r e r e l a t i o n s between 
indigenous peoples and co u n t r i e s with which 
they are a s s o c i a t e d . 

16. As the l a s t recourse, we propose to take whatever 
other measures are necessary t o separate Indian 
Nations permanently from the j u r i s d i c t i o n and 
c o n t r o l of the Government of Canada, i f i t s 
i n t e n t i o n s remain h o s t i l e to our peoples, while 
i n s i s t i n g upon the f u l f i l l m e n t of the o b l i g a t i o n s 
owed to us by Her Majesty the Queen. 

We humbly pray that Her Majesty gives s e r i o u s 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n t o t h i s p e t i t i o n which i s being 
submitted on behalf of the Indian Nations, we 
respect - f u l l y request that our grievances be 
given an immediate remedy, and i n view of the 
deadlines which the Government of Canada has 
e s t a b l i s h e d , that a response be provided by 
December 3, 1980. 
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