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DE BRABANT, NUSS & DRYMER
ADVOCATES

P.O.BOX 7
BATONNIER JOHN G. AHERN, Q.C. TELEPHONE: (514} 866-9757 4111 STOCK EXCHANGE TOWER
JEAN DE BRABANT CABLE ADDRESS-LEGALITY PLACE VICTORIA
JOSEPH R. NUSS TELEX: Ol-26532 MONTREAL, CANADA
EARL H.DRYMER 3 H4Z 1A2
JOEL AVERY SILCOFF, M.B.A.
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CHRISTIAN SALBAING July 3 19790
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Iohawk Council of Kanawake,
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OF: aug hna waga,
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Our File C-12826-4A

ba
Bl

whom you are, &S

residence in Cau Wwaga T your action you have
invoked By-law V , Co i : ghnazaga Indian
Band, =~ In my opin chi t 7 Was u¢tra vires of the
powers of the "nﬁ al 2 sai y-law is illegal.

e that
you ha a ubmu”mmuewa
the indlan men whlcn you thA annaunced would be excluded,

formal proceedings will be taken to annul the said By-law

>

and to Notices which you have given,

Yours truly,
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WITHOUT

Sister) Early

As you are aware, the Caughnawaga Band Council,
1973, enacted a b AW W i “fect prohibi

Iroquois of Caughna
Reserve No. 14, Province of

to our by-law on or before the stiy
date of September lst, 1975, we 7ill h 10 other alternative than to reso
legal procedure:
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Il est nécessaire de s'attaquer immé&diatement & 1'&laboration
d'une politique de 1'alimentation.

De quelle fagon agir pour que la compétition r&gne encore
dans le monde de l'alimentation au Canada dans 10 ans. Les
compagnies multinationales auront-elles inté&gré verticalement
l'ensemble de cette industrie, de telle sorte qu'on les retrouvera

propriétaires des champs d'avoine, des meuneries, des boulangeries,

des compagnies de transport, etc... Ce n'est 13 qu'un exemple,

mais on pourrait mettre en cause tous les domaines de l'alimentation.

Evidemment, je sais que tout cela ne peut se faire en un
jour. Il faut planifier et travailler fort, beaucoup de dévouement
et une forte centralisation des directives. Toutefois, je vous
assure qu'd l'avenir, comme par le passé&, le minist&re fé&déral
de la Consommation et des Corporations est prét 3 collaborer

avec vous pour la protection des consommateurs canadiens.

Et je suis sfir que 1l'Association des consommateurs du
Canada pourra jouer un rdle important dans l'élaboration
d'une déclaration de principe précise et positive, qui

définira la marche du mouvement pour les prochaines années.

Je vous souhaite tout le succé&s possible pour votre
conférence et ne doute pas des progr@s que vous réaliserez

dans les jours 3 venir.







Ad Hoc Committees
1974-1975

Report of the MONTREAL CHILDREN'S LIBRARY - Miss Mary Hi

The Montreal Children's Library has been in operation since 192
with a present budget of $70,000, which has risen considerabl;
increased cost of salaries, books, supplies, maintenance, etc,
some 30,000 children of all nationalities and many diverse langi
by the circulation of books, story telling, book talks, visits
schools, reference and research work. Branches are located at
Devonshire School, Elizabeth Ballantyne School, Park Extensio
St. Charles and McDonald House. Book deposit stations at

House and St. Lambert Elementary School attract many readers
Registration is free and there are seven paid staff workers
assistance of volunteer workers.

Mrs. R.E. Parsons, this year's campaign chairman is most hopeful
the budget will be realized with the special grants from the City
Montreal and the Province of Quebec, together with the special

of the members of the Board and friends who manage to maintain
list of loyal subscribers as well as many new donors.

Additional space is urgently required, particularly in the nort
of the city and Little Burgundy area, and it is hoped that witl
success of the campaign the library will be in a position to
expand.

I must mention the work of the volunteer repair departmen
guidance of Mrs. E.C. Hague, which saves the library in

1

hood of $2,000. each year. Personally, given the time, I would like

to participate in this phase of the work after seeing the very
attractive and professional job of bookbinding they accomplish.

Story telling and the showing of film strips continue to be mos
popular, developing the child's imagination and stimulating an
in reading.

Quoting from the annual report of Mrs. Kathleen Jensen,

"There are many reasons why children need to read wi

to be capable of understanding the technical books

them in their chosen careers,

places in society and, perhaps, change it, but most ©
their imaginations stretched to glimpse at horizons bey
everyday world and to have the knowledge from which :
the beauty from the tawdry, the wise from the merely know
the truth from the false."

In closing may I say how much I have enjoyed the few meetings
was able to attend. I would also like to pay tribute to the
women on the Board, who, despite the many problems that occasic
confront them, have achieved such success in the operation of
library, and I fully endorse our support of this worthwhile

Respectfully submitted,
Mary Hilliam (Signe
Representative tc

Montreal Children
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ANNUAL REPORTS OF AD HOC COMMITTEES

1974 . .--1975

Report of SURVEY and RESEARCH Chairman - Miss Eileen McCallum

rv
W.

ey and Research
C. Women in

I submitted a report to the Provincial Chairman, Su
Committee, Quebec Provincial Organization, C.F.B.P.
Public Life members of the House of Commons - 3.

Respectfully submitted,

Eileen McCallum, (Signed)
Chairman
Survey and Research

Report of MONTREAL COUNCIL OF WOMEN Committee - Miss Isabel Menzies
and Mrs. Thirza Maltby

All monthly meetings of Council were held in Royal Victoria College,
and were attended by one or both of your representatives, and a
report sent to your Board. One meeting was held in the evening and
was attended by several of our members.

Interesting speakers at the meetings dealt with such subjects as:
(October) The Role of Montreal Urban Community - (Mrs. Pat Rustad)
(November) Films on Olympics - (Mr. G.D. Edge, Director of Marketing
& Planning)
(December) Conservation in Urban Development - (Denise Faille, President
of Green Spaces)
(January) Canada Going Metric - (Lee Hutton, P.S.B.G.M.)
(February) Panel Discussion re International Women's Year.
Report on the Family (Part I) - (Ethel Groffier Atala of the
Civil Code Revision Office and McGill Faculty of Law)
Discussion of Resolutions to be brought to the Annual Meeting
of National Council of Women.

Study and discussion were also given to:
Social Welfare Report on Amalgamation of all Montreal Social. Services.
Resolution re Strikes in Essential Services - presented to Provincial
Government.
Manpower and Immigration Brief - Mrs. Siocos represented Council.
22 - Amendments suggested by Council to this Bill.
of women to represent National Council of Women at International
rences and names suggested for Government appointments.
ionnaire from Consumers Association of Canada re Credit Cards.

Report of the Conjoint Committee - Jewish, French and English Councils -
whose objective is to remedy the unmet social needs of juveniles -

A Volunteer Training Course has been set up and is proving to be well
attended and worthwhile.

Presentation of Brief from National Council of Women took place in
Ottawa on 18th November 1974, and included resolutions on the Status

of Indian Women's Rights, Strikes in the Public Service, Prohibition

+ee+ cont'd Page 2




From Frank Taiotekane Horn, Box 772, Caughnwaga,PQ
Amgmstm July 22nd 1975

Senator Therese Casgrain,
the Senate,
Ottawa, Canada,

and

Miss Linda Cahill,
Editorial Dept,

the Star, St.James West
Montreal

Dear Senator and Reporter Cahill:

Do you really think that the white daughter of a white mother, and
pérhaps apartly white father, who was raised and lived virtually all
her 1ife in Brooklyn, who married a white man and produced two white
children-~deserves your incredible support on the grounds that she
is an Iroquois widow,

Semator Casgrain it looks as if you are looking for cheap publicity,

Miss Linda Cahill it looks as if you do not investigate, check and
verify before you publiske biased inf ormation told you for apurpose.

That makes a sad combination of two people,

The Chairman of the Indian Act Council #n Caughnwaga is not responsible
for the eviction of the illegal squatters . The British North America
Act reserves this land for those who legally qualify as Indians. Mrs
Early does not qualify as an Indian,

Mrs Early's mother was a charming white woman, a nurse; her husband
was a charming white man, a contrac tor, Her son is a charming white
American businessman , Her daughter was white, met an Indian, married
him=-and moved to Caugh nwaga.

That does not make Mrs Early an Indian despite what you say Senator
Castgrain,

Now Mrs Farly who certainly is not what the Globe and Mail said '"a p oor
Indian widow who never left the re=-serve'--but after all the propagandists
who are running these campaigns know no limits when they find suckers to
inimewen believe them do they?

So when Mrs Early came to squat in Caughnwaga illegally, with her lovely
white daughter, married to a handsome Indian, she knew she was there
unlawfully and that the right, title and all the benefits to Indians

is in jeapordy under the British North America Act if she is allowed

to stay there.

No one attacked her (as could be done in the Federal: lourt of Canada)

but because she insisted in degrading, insulting, criticizing and being

an instrument to attempt to destroy the In dian Act, to degrade th e

Daug hnwagians and would make trips of thousands of miles to insult Indians
it was felt that this illegal A mrican woman from Rooklyn would be happier
back in Brookly, Do mot forget her mother got to be an Indian because of
the Indian act, Mrs Early married and left voluntarily and took her share
of the band funds, and her daughter got to be an Indian because of the

TddAifn Indian Act.

When you enter into something like this Sen ator Casgrain try to find out

what you are doing because when a show down come it may look badly for you.
For Indians to survive they camnnot have all kinds of Americans--there are

some 700,000 others according to Mrs Farly who woul d like to live on reserves--
and others moving in unlawfully on reserves, Mrs Early should be moved because
of her constant acttack on the Indian Act to destroy this protective law

which should not be changed, and will not be cmnged:\mm'}txly

TAIOTEKAM




H. S. MORTON

HALLMORTON FARM
MONK POINT, HECKMANS ISLAND
R.R. 1
LUNENBERG, NOVA SCOTIA
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THE PAN-CANADA FOUNDATION
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Ottawa, K1A OK9
AUG 18 ‘&975

<

L'honora
Le Sénat
Ottawa (
K1A 0OA4

e .
ble Thérése F. Casgraln

i

Ontario)

Madame,

L'honorable Marc Lalonde, ministre de la Santé
nationale et du Bien-&tre social, m'a demandé d'accuser
réception de votre lettre du 18 juillet 1975 concernant
les articles 11 et 12 de la Loi des Indiens.

J'ai demandé & des fonctionnaires du ministére de
nous communiquer des renseignements d ce sujet et, aussitdt
gqu'ils seront parvenus, monsieur Lalonde entrera en contact
avec vous.

Veuillez agréer, Madame, l'expression de mes meilleurs
sentiments.

C. Jamieson
Chef de cabinet
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Paul Paradis, prés.
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R. Gagnon
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R. Oucellet







MINISTER OF NATIONAL HEALTH AND WELFARE ANTE NATIONALE ET DU N-E E SOCIAL
T

AND

E
MINISTER RESPONSIBLE FOR THE STATUS OF WOMEN MINISTRE HARGE DE LA SITUATION DE LA FEMME
L\~

T

L'honorable
250, avenue
Westmount
Madame,

Je vous remercie de tre lettre du 18 juillet 1975
2t je regrette que mes nor acements ne vous aient
as permis de me rejoindre au té Le retard apporté

vous répondre personnellement e i & un malencontreux
oncours de circonstances.

diennes de Caughnawaga, comme
communes, est une action
des ﬂlscua sions sont en
Indiennes en vue de modi-
sur les Indiens. Toutefois,
avec mon collégue le ministre des
indiennes et nord et malheureusement il ne m'est
possible d'intervenir.

Comme vous le savez, un Comité conjoint du Cabinet
et de la Fraternité des Indiens a été récemment formé pour
S

étudier la politique du gouvernement a l'égard des autochto-
nes.

Quant aux permis de chasse et de péche affectant
quimaudes, je dois dire qu'il ne s'agissait 1la que
glements dul pouvaient étre modifiés par un arrété

. D'ailleurs les Esquimaux ne sont pas régis
méme Loi que les Indiens, dont divers droits sont

leur inscription sur la liste de Bandes et
15Latlon gui la gouverne.
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Veuillez agréer, Madame l'expression de mes
' ’ ) <
meilleurs sentiments.

Marc Lalonde
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Unjust law angers Casgram

By DONNA GABELINE
of The Gazette

Sen Therese Casgrain is distressed by the irony of
(anada’s Indian women living as second class citizens at
the same time the country is observing International
Women's Year

‘1 would like to see Indian women become full
fledged citizens by the end of 1975, she said last week
in a speech at Marianopolis College

What is keeping the Indian women from having the
same rights as other Canadians is the section of the In-
dian Act which states that Indian women who marry
non-Indian men lose their status

Federal matter

When that happens, they can be evicted from the re-
serve and denied permission for themselves and their
children to be buried there.

When three women were served eviction notices re-
cently at the Caughnawaga Reserve, Casgrain intervened
on their behalf Lawyers for the Indian women went be-
fore Quebec Superior Court but were told it was a mat-
ter for the federal courts.

Because the Supreme Court of Canada has already
ruled against Jeanette Lavell. another Indian woman,
Casgrain says she has doubts about being able to change
the discriminatory section of Indian Act in existence
since 1886

“It would be so easy to change the Act, but we
keep being told it's impossible.”

“The Indians have a cuiture to keep,” she said. The
Indian Act applies to “the way they used to do things.
But times change and it's time for women to have full
rights.”

Casgrain believes it is grossly unfair that women
lose their rights if they marry a non-Indian man but
that a non-Indian woman who marries an Indian man
gama Indian status

“They still have Indian blood whether or not their
husbands do. I have seen blonde, blue eyed children who
claim Indian status because their fathers are Indian but
the children of women married to non Indian men can’t
even go to school in Caughnawaga.”
No sisterhood

If the Indian men of Caughnawaga are so concerned
about non-Indian men marrying their women, Casgrain
wonders why they don't do something about the white men
living on the reserve who are selling liquor there in defiance
of another section of the Indian Act.

Casgrain, a longtime campaigner for the cause of

Thc;rese Casgrain — campazgnmg for Indian women's
rights

women’s rights, also wonders why there is ar Indian
Brotherhood and not an Indian Sisterhood.
“When the Secretary of State held an International

Women's Year seminar on native women, it was presid-
ed over by a man. And when I went to Ottawa with sev-
eral Indian women a few years ago to see Jean Chre-
tien, minister of Indian affairs, the women were beaten
by their husbands when they returned.”

Casgrain said there is no consensus of opinion
among the Indians about how the Act should be changed,
so it’s imperative that Canadians pressure the govern-
ment into deleting discriminatory sections.

Indian women are getting around the law by not
marrying but by living commonlaw, said Casgrain, which
poses a whole new set of legal problems.

“You can bury dogs on Caughnawaga but not the
children of Indian women with non-Indian husbands. It
really is annoying that we tolerate such discrimination
in International Women's Year."




NATIONAIL [INDIAN BROTIFIERHODD

SUITE 1610, VARETTE BUILDING 130 ALBERT ST., OTTAWA, K1P 5G4 (613)236-0673

30 October 1975

Senator Therese Casgrain
Apartment 816

250 Clark Avenue
MONTREAL, P.Q.

Dear Senator Casgrain:

I was reading an article, a copy of which I have enclosed, of state-
ments reportedly made by you in Montreal. There were two statements
in particular attributed to you which caused me some concern.

The first statement was "when the Secretary of State held an Inter-
national Women's Year Seminar on native women, it was presided over

by a man.” I am not sure whether this seminar you are referring to

is the Native Women's Conference held in Ottawa on August 22 - 23, 1975

at which I served as facilitator at the request of the women themselves.
Prior to the cconference, I had expressed my reservations about me, a

male, conducting this seminar. However, the Executive wished to proceed on
basis. At the beginning of the conference I again expressed my reser-
vations and asked the delegation if they wished me (and my three

colleagues who were female and Indian) to continue with the workshop

in the fashion we had discussed. They all expressed the desire to
continue. During the workshop the matter arose again and a vote was

taken. 1In fact 90-some women voted in favour of the way we were con-
ducting the workshop and only four voted against. In view of these votes

of confidence from the native women delegates, I think it is totally unfair
that you would imply in your speech that this man was forced upon the
helpless native women. I served these women only at their invitation to

do so. For your information I am enclosing a copy of the evaluation sheet
done by the women delegates at the conference. However, this matter is

not really my primary concern.

The second statement was "And when I went to Ottawa with several Indian
women a few years ago to see Jean Chretien, Minister of Indian Affairs

and Northern Development, the women were beaten by their husbands when
they returned.” I think this statement is not true and I challenge you

to name the dates, times and places involved. If you cannot or will

not put forth your facts this can only be considered a most irresponsible
statement on the part of a person who occupies such an honored position as
a Senator of this country.




Senator Therese Casgrain 30 October 1975

Your whole statement as reported seems to indicate that Indian men have
been active in trying to suppress Indian women in this country. Such

is not the case now and never has been. The matter of which you are so
upset about, Section 12 (1) (b) of the Indian Act, was not imposed by
Indian men but by white men of the Indian Affairs Department years ago
because they needed an administrative regulation in order for them to
determine who was or was not an Indian by their bureaucratic code.
Compared to the suffering that Indian women face in this country even

at the hands of white women in the areas of jobs, housing and other social
activities, the suffering caused to women by that section of the Indian
Act is not all that great. I don't hear much complaining from those
Indian women who chose to marry Indian men. However, I am not saying that
we should tolerate suffering under any circumstances. In fact, this
Brotherhood has made recommendations to deal on an equal basis with those
women and men to chose to marry non-Indians. The suggestion that you
proposed in eliminating Section 12 (1) (b) or even eliminating the Indian
Act itself will not solve the problems you think it will, but in fact,
will create many more problems that will cause even more suffering to
Indian women and children.

I wish you and other people who make similar statements as yours would
stop to consider the serious implications of what you are saying. However,
I hope that someday I can meet with you to discuss these matters more
fully so that you will understand the intolerable situation in which

not only Indian women, but Indian men, are placed in this country.

Yours truly,

/:" - ",’ ’r'v
Yo Lmprtad
Wit
Clive Linklater,
Vice-President.
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Jnjust law angers Casgrain

By DONNA GABELINE
‘of The Gazette
Sen. Therese: Casgrain is distressed by the i xmny of

Canada’'s Indian women living as second class citizens at

the same time the country is observing {ntemanonal
Womnen's Year. .

“1 wonld" like to see Indian women become full
fledged citizens: by the end of 197X she'saxd last week
in a speech at Marianopolis College. '

What is- keeping the- Indian women fm having the
same rights as other Canadians is the-secticn of the In-

dian Act which states that Indian women who marry

nor-Indian men lose their status. :
Federai mamr

When that happens. they can be evicted frcm the re-
serve and- denied permission for themselves and their
children to be buried there:

When- three women were served aviction notices re-
cently at the Caughnawaga Reserve. Casgrain intervened
om their behali Lawyers for the Indian women went be-
rore Quebec. Supertor Court but were told it was a- mat~

er for the federai courts. .

Because the Supremer Court*of Canada has. already

ruled . against Jeanette Lavell, -another Indian woman,
Casgrain says she hay doubts about being able-to change

the. axscrnnmatory section: of Indxan Actr in emtence

since 1388,

“ft would be 80+ easy to- changrths Act, but wer-

keep being told it's-impossible:’ o

“The Indians. have-a- culture to keep,” she sazd. The
Indian” Act applies. to ‘‘the way-they used to do things:
But times change and it's txme ior wcmen tar have full
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Casgraiy b.hevw it is grossly- unialr that. wemen
lose their rights if they.marry a. non-Indian man but.
that a non-Indian woman- who ma:nel an. Indlan maa
-gains Indian status, , ~~ © -

- ““They still have Indian blood wbether oe- not their
husbands do: I hava seen blonde; blue eyed: children who

claim Indian status because their fathers are Indian but .

the children of womea married to non Indian men cant
even go to schoot in Caughnawaga.” o e
= . Mosisisrhood ~

If the- Indian men of Canghnawaga are so. concerned
about norrIndiar men: marrying their women, Casgrain
wonders why they don’t do something about the white men
living on the reserve who are seiling liquor theremdeilanca
of another section of the Indian Act. 3

<+ ~Therese Casgram — campaxgmng for Iadzan woma 3
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"womvns rights, also wonders why there is an- Ind:am
" Brotherhood and not an Indian Sisterhoed.

‘- J

“When the Secretary cf State. heid an Inten'at'ouak

- Women’s Year seminar:on native wormen, it was nrasia-

* ed over-bya man.

women. a few years ago to-see Jean Chre-

. | tien. minister oi Indian affairs, the women were bea;em

-| by their husbands when they returned.” % 1

Casgrain said there is no consensus cf opiniony

- Aamong the-Indians about how the-Act should be changed,i

so it’s imperative that Canadians pressure the guvem—x

' ‘ment into deleting discriminatory sections.

_ir International Women's Year."”

. Indian womea are gefting around; the law by xmt
marrying but by living commonlaw. said Casgraia, thCh
poses a whole new set of legal problems. - 5

“You can bury dogs on Caughnawaga but not !39
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EVALUATION SUMMARY OF NATIVE WOMEN'S WORKSHOP

OTTAWA, CANADA

AUGUST 22 - 23, 1975.

PREPARED BY CLIVE LINKLATER




EVALUATION SUMMARY OF NATIVE WOMEN'S WORKSHOP

This is a summary of the responses to the Evaluation Sheet done
at the Native Women's Conference held in Ottawa, Canada from
August 22 - 23, 1975.

There were approximately 55 - 65 participants in attendance.
However, there were only 53 Evaluation Sheets handed in. The
gquestions asked and the responses are tabulated below:

1) The participants were asked to rate the whole workshop on the
following scale: (1) Very Poor (2) Poor (3) So-So (4) Good
(5) Very Good.

The results were:
Good
So-So

Very Good

49.1%
43.4%
7.5%

Therefore, the Workshop had a positive ranking of 92.5%
and a neutral ranking of 7.5%
and a negative ranking of - 0 -

The participants were asked to describe the Workshop with one
word. (The words have been ranked from Positive to Neutral
with no Negatives).

Thought-provoking
Organized
Informal
Worthwhile

Wonderful
Exciting
Exhilerating
Stimulating (2)
Tremendous - Excellent Effective
Excellent Knowledgeable
Great So-So (3)
Educational Time-consuming
Informative Tiring
Interesting Communication
Encouraging Workshops (2)
Very Good (2) Women's Centers
Good (4) Problems

Fun No Comments (3)
Important Nil (3)

Helpful

3) The participants were asked to rate the different sessions
according to the order they liked them best. The rating was as
follows:

1st Session on Women's Centers (Fantasy Exercise)
2nd Session on Alcohol Prevention (Triads Exercise)
3rd Introductions - 1 HELLO (Bingo)
4th Session on unemployment-employment (Force Field
Analysis Exercise)
5th Opening Sessions (Flag Ceremonies - Speakers -
Water-Pipe Ceremony)




JATION SUMMARY NATIVE WOMEN'S WORKSHOP

articipants were asked what type of sessions they would
r for future meetings:

formal type
informal type
bit of both
no response

of participants preferred the informal type.
of participants preferred the formal type.
of participants preferred a bit of both.

of participants did not respond.

Therefore, 7

Ul W0 WO
o 0@ 0P o9

The participants were asked to make any comments they cared to.
Thirteen (13) participants did not make any comments. The
remaining comments made are listed in positive to neutral order
to specific recommendations.

"I'm tired but happy."

"I enjoyed the group sessions immensely. We were able to
exchange ideas."”

"This is an excellent way of people of voices of many nations
to get to know each other."

"Have been to many conventions, but feel that this has been
the best so far."

"I certainly enjoyed being part of this workshop."

"Found it more interesting than usual (I have not been to many
though). Usually there is mostly conflict of opinion which
results to be childish. Every session so far seemed to be
(in my opinion) constructive."

"With informal sessions you have accomplishe
time and involvement of everyone."
"Workshop is very good because us mothers have a chance to

help one another in raising our children, and be of help
with one another's ideas.”

"A very good sessions because it gets the shyness from women
that are too shy to say something."

"I think the workshop was very well conducted and everyone
had an involvement in it."

"Enjoyed the workshop and found it to be beneficial from
the feed-back received from other participants in the group.”

"Enjoyed the workshop, a good experience."

"Everybody had a chance to participate.”




UATICN OF NATIVE WOMEN'S WORKSHOP

continued. iis .

"Congratulations.
"Very exhausting."”

"I have really enjoyed this conference. I know for nyself
I have accomplished something out of this workshop."

"Wery well handled by resource persons, but never enough time.
For a business session and workshop session combined, should
have an extra 1/2 to 1 day."

"Water-Pipe Ceremony is not usually done with women for reasons
I learned when I was young."

"Wworkshop is essential to an roup from each province."
g

"T think in working this way we learn more and get more information
and understand others better."”

"Feeling of unity, trust and friendliness among women who were
complete strangers at the onset of conference. Greater
awakening to different problems of native women across Canada
and brighter outlook on how to formulate programmes and to
combat same."

"Jery useful to have this experience and take home to our
organization. It will help greatly to stimulate our meetings.
Many thanks."

"Thanks for the patience in waiting for us women who have been
using Indian time."

"Again, I say, Education is what we need. Our Centre is not true.
Favourtism, nepotism must go."

"Informal sessions can voice their opinions openly. Although
formal sessions are necessary."

"One session was not covered due to delegates lack of time
and the importance of being prompt."

"Time should be punctual. Kick the habit of Indian time."

"

i
"priorities - business should be done first.

"Worthwhile. Cold soup. Tea not served according to native custom.
"o a Native Women's Conference it should be conducted by a woman."

"This has been a good session but we do need more time to work
in a formal way of a meeting for continuity."

"a1l summaries and resolutions should be available during the
conference - instead of later."

"It was very difficult to organize a large group of women into
groups, exercises and it was a learning and teaching experience
for all of us. We only hope that the information collected will
be facilitated to the women and what are the recommendations or

n

resolutions to come out of this? A job well done.
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EVALUATION OF NATIVE WOMEN'S WORKSHOP

5) continued....

"Proposed Agenda for Next Meeting - Introductions, Reports,
Workshops, Constitutions & By-Laws, Direction, Elections.”

"T feel each day should start with business so that we do not
get behind schedule and become SO tired and irritated.
Election of officers at the end becomes very upsetting and
we don't need to be tired when we do it."




" To Senaley
P own /"!/v"mi'm_

From Frank Taiotekane lorn
Box /7772, Caughnwaga,Pq.

Ha» aw a& q'\;wm? January 30 1976

T0 HON WINISTER OF INDIANS
AND

TO HON SECRETARY OF STATE

de: & typical procedure in relation
to status seeking as an Indian.

Honoured Sir:

“ith all due respect for the intentions and of course the
ignorance of the subject shown by Hon Mr Pelietier when he announced the
creation of a second,parallel and soon-to-be Indians group numbering some
850,000 persons in Canada labelling them as "non status Indians®, I wish to
poigt out typical procedure.

‘hose of the 275,000 Indians in Canada who have Indian status
like my sister Margaret Horn had before her marriage to a non-Indian wish to
retain that statum. They generally know what the status of being a registered
Indian means and despite the falsehoods published in the press the Indiars
do not want to leave their reserves (except those lured away by promises of
perpetual parties in the Secretary of State prémoted Friendship Centres)
and most of all they do not want to relinquish their status.

iy sister Hargavet, a registered Indian, married and lost her
status. This is as it should be. It is obttiously impossible to start bringing
husbands of Indian women to livedon reserves and the law is approved by
Indians. So Margaret lived with her non-Indian husband being assimilated in
white society. When they divorced she wished to have her status 'ack so s'e
moved into Caughnwaga. “t this point another member of my family commenced
testing the law as to my Sister Margaret, a Canadian citigen and not an

Indian, moving bsek onto the Caughnwaga reserve to live




(2)
Mr Pelletier had long previously recognized that out in Western
Canada w here the majority of the 250,000 to 300,000 voters who had aboriginal

hopes or feelings lived that promises of giving them the §3,000 per year

an Indian "coatsa the government would surely influence votes so the

850,000 were being lured with promises of being indians in the future.

0f course my sister Margaret, previously an Indian, wantkng to be an
Indian again sought as would any other reasonable person entry as an Indian
by becoming active with the "lon Status Indian Aseociation™. ileeting were
held, all the rights of the deprived ex-Indian women were talked over time
and again, and the Indian Act, the Indians who approve of the present laws
and the band etc were all ripped apare.

liow no one bothers to mention that to recognize the people
being lead along this path, to increase the number of Indians from 275,000
to 1,125,000 means an increased burden on the taxpayers from some $5600,000
to close to $3,5 billion a year. Of course the taxpayers does not Aream
of such insanity, the increasing of the number of Employees of Dept of
Indian Affairs from some 5,000 to some 22,0 00,for example!

‘he ™ion status Indians" fought for the rights of largatet ‘orn
to be an Indian. Then she took the right course. She did what lirs Eward
Sarly, the widow of a Drooklyn businessman where she lived for 45 years,
should take. Margaret married a Caughnwgians with an Indian number and now
Margaret lorn is secure. She has her Indian status once again. 4s far as thos
péor "non status Indians"---seems the slogan is "forget them".

However rather than let things drift on and on and on 40 you not
think the reality of the situation should be faced and they should be told
whether they are to be given the $2 billion a year they would need if trey
cease being Canadian citizens end be come Indians (some of whom have no

Indian blood whatever in them,but doez that realisy matter ?)

Yours - -fizfzf?‘29453/1’/
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WHY SOME INDIAN WOMEN
ARE MORE EQUAL
THAN OTHERS

BY THERESA NAHANEE

While attending the International
Women’s Year conference held in Mex-
ico City last summer, Mrs. Mary Two-
Axe Early, a spirited grandmother, was
served in absentia with an eviction no-
tice. The eviction from her home on the
Caughnawaga reserve near Montreal
was inevitable because Mrs. Early, a
widow for 10 years, had been married to
a white man, and she was able to explain
first hand to the 3,000 delegates how Ca-
nadian law discriminates against Indian
women.

In the last few years, Indian women
made many unsuccessful attempts to
gain equality with Indian men before the
law. In 1971 attention was focused on
Jeannette Corbiere-Lavell, the first In-
dian woman ever to contest sections of
the Indian Act that discriminate against
women, and to demand equality accord-
ing to the Canadian Bill of Rights. (The
Indian Act, which first became law in
1874, grants certain rights and privileges
to Indians and their lands.)

Mrs. Lavell lost her case in the Su-
preme Court of Canada, where it was ar-
gued that Indian status is not guaranteed
by the Bill of Rights, and that the law
had been uncontested for a century.

The issue involves all Indian women
alive now and yet to be born. Under the
Indian Act, if a man marries a non-In-
dian his wife automatically becomes a
registered Indian, regardless of racial
origin, but if a woman marries a non-In-
dian, she ceases to be an Indian herself.

When the Canadian Government
speaks of Indian people it refers only to
those 262,000 natives who are registered
with the Department. of Indian and
Northern Affairs, and not to the non-
status Indians, who number between
500,000 and 750,000. All rights, protec-
tion and services administered by this
department are available only to the reg-
istered Indians.

In the face of this discrimination, why
do Indian women choose to marry non-
Indians or nonstatus Indians? The an-
swer is simply that even in our liberated
society it is still left to the male to pro-
pose marriage. There is also the “love
factor” to consider. Indian women, like
other women, marry for love, and this
does not always come in a neat racial
package. Lastly, in the restricted society
of the reserves, it is often difficult for

Facing eviction: Mary Two-Axe Early.

women to find eligible men who are not
relatives, and this forces them to look
outside for a husband.

To women like Mary Two-Axe Early
and Jeannette Corbiere-Lavell, loss of
Indian status and the arbitrary denial of
their race is very serious. As inter-
national jurist R. Sampat-Mehta, points
out in his book, Minority Rights And Ob-
ligations, “Loss of status means they can
no longer live on the reserve where they
were born. Under the law they can be
treated as trespassers even when visiting
their blood relatives, and all rights inher-
ent in Indian status are stripped from
them. They can no longer vote in band
elections or share in band funds or
monies from resources. They cannot
own land on a reserve, nor can they keep
land even if left to them in a will by their
own father or other relative.”

In Mary’s case, the house she lives in
on the reserve was left to her by her
grandfather but, because she had been
married to a white man and was there-
fore a nonstatus Indian, she could not in-
herit the property. She therefore gave it
to her daughter, who is married to a reg-
istered Indian member of the band, and
moved in with her. Now the band is
trying to evict Mrs. Early, and the en-
suing legal battle will be a test case.

Under the Indian Act as it stands,
10,000 Indian women who married non-
status Indians have been systematically
deprived of their birthright, of property
and other ownership rights on Canada’s
560 reserves. Whether or not these
women have the support of registered
Indran males is questionable and varies
from province to province. In some areas
Indian society readily accepts women of
all races who marry registered Indians as

“registered Indians” themselves, while
continuing to deny rights to Indian
women who have married non-Indians.

However, even if the men do agree
that Indian women should be treated
equally under the law, this is mean-
ingless without changes in the Indian
Act. It is the law that discriminates
and it is the law that must be changed.

Various claims have been advanced as
to why the government since 1874 has
forced Indian women to give up their
status when they marry a non-Indian.

If women marry non-Indians their stand-
ard of living would be better than it would
be on the reserves. A close study of non-
status Indians reveals that, in fact, they
are worse off than registered Indians.

It was designed to protect women from
non-Indian males who might marry them
for their reserve property, resource reve-
nues or share of band funds. To presume
in 1976 that Indian women cannot pro-
tect themselves and their interests is out-
dated and colonial.

Indian women have remained silent on the
issue since 1874. Their silence ended in
1971.

The “white” husbands will migrate to the
reserves and eventually take control. This
is the most basic fear of the Indian men,
encouraged by successive governments
to gain support in suppressing Indian
women. The women understand these
fears and are prepared to compromise
on this issue in open discussions, but
would like to see “enfranchisement” not
tied to land in future Indian Acts.

The women are left with only one re-
course — to gain public support. They
seek a fair and impartial hearing on fu-
ture amendments to the Act, but fear
they will not be heard.

Indian status for children is also an is-
sue, since many Indian women choose to
live common-law rather than lose their
Indian status. The Indian Act empowers
band councils to deprive such children of
their status if it can be proved that the fa-
ther is a non-Indian.

Indian women gained the support of
the 3,000 delegates in Mexico City, fol-
lowing which they sent a telegram to
Prime Minister Trudeau. If you would
like to help them in their bid for equality
send letters or cables of support to the
Committee on Indian Rights for Indian
Women, 310 The Boardwalk, 10310 —
102nd Avenue, Edmonton, and your lo-
cal Member of Parliament.

Theresa Nahanee is an information offi-
cer with the federal government and a
registered Indian. =
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THE SENATE

CANADA

Ottawa KI1A O0A4
July 13, 1977

Honourable Thérése Casgrain
250 Clarke Avenue

Montreal, Quebec

H3Z 2E5

Dear Senator Casgrain:

It was very good of you to come and see me last Thursday
morning so that we could discuss some of our mutual concerns. I must
say, however, that the day ended on a far more frustrating note for me
because, after going out to a Tuncheon engagement, I returned to the
Senate Chamber fifteen minutes Tate to find that Bill C-25 had passed

third reading without comment of any kind. I had registered my dissent
at the report stage because of the section excluding the Indian Act and
had fully intended to do so again on third reading. I did not believe
that C-25 was going to be considered that day - and I still feel chagrin
at realizing that I missed my opportunity to register my dissent.

Enclosed is a copy of proceedings of the first hearing of
the Senate Standing Committee on Legal and Constitutional Affairs on
Bi1l C-25. I believe it contains the rather tacit admission of Mr.
Strayer that, although Section 12(1)(b) of the Indian Act is the root
of the problem, the immediate cause of the inequities perpetrated on
the Caughnawaga Indian women is the fact that the Department of Indian
and Northern Affairs in effect rubber-stamped the decisions of the Band
Council which are probably highly questionable from an administrative
point of view and are most certainly inequitable. That is the aspect
which I should 1ike to have clarified with the Department as soon as
possible. I am sending Mr. Allmand a copy of the latest eviction notice
which Mary Earley sent to me and I intend to keep pressing the matter
until we get an undertaking that this practice is going to stop.




The Targer question of what should be done about the
Indian Act is, of course, far more complex. There is a rather weak
admission of the Minister of Justice at the second hearing of the
Senate Committee (which I shall send you as soon as it is printed)
that the Government did not intend to allow the provisions of Section
12(1)(b) to go on indefinitely and that the National Indian Brotherhood
is going to have to come up with some recommendations fairly soon.
You and I would agree, however, that nothing will happen very quickly
in that regard unless people outside the National Indian Brotherhood
and the Department of Indian and Northern Affairs make it happen.

At the moment I am trying to get together some material
and ammunition. I want to start examining the administration of the
Indian Act in detail and I would dearly Tove to get in touch with some
young Tawyer or other person who has worked within the Department and
who knows all its intricacies very well.

If you have any suggestions, please get in touch with me.
I shall keep you informed of what progress, if any, I make.

Yours sincerely,

{
' &

Joan B. Neiman







Québec Native Women Association

Association des Femmes Autochtones du Québec




"Paul” Paradis  pres. T. 275-0198
Hssociation des Métia &7 Ondizns Hons Résenves du Québse ne.
2023, Boulevard de ! HAnse

KRoberval, P. 2.
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(2.)
There are examples for the protesction of
An Indian man who married a non-Indian woman is allowed to
Indian status. Not too many manage to get non-Indian women
law This law is carefully thought out and the Indians
come French-Canadians like you and you want to
can marry an Indian woman and move right

and all the French-Canadian children be brought

ian Act does not allow it. S& you want to destroy the

It would be b if you did 1 i rfere and try to

destroy the Indian

ized
to marry an American white
in New York with her husband for some 30 years as
decided that with his charm, vigour and energy she could
an Indian and

tee——-with all

Land on an Indian reserve is the property of the Queen.
Indians who can it must be registered
around to anyone then the land is gone forever.

The only p tion Indians have is ian Act, not changed by non-

Indians who would be receiving a ar if the full 600,000
D " b

resent could become qualified as Indians in addition to the present

T

Certainly the Indian Act is designe stop non-Indians from
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G.A.Criffiths, Anthropologist
2055 St.Matthew, Montreal.
- ]

yednesday March 15 1973

To the Chairman of the Meeting of
issociati®on of Women of Law,
% Moot Court Room,

Faculty of Law,of MeGill,

3644 Peel Street,Montrezl.

Dear Chairman:

The false suggestion that the barring of non-Indians from
ndisn reserves is, as stated in the press 228 f your organizstion,
a "™guirk in the lsw™ is totally false. The In ' carefully weighs the
various factors, bers illegitimete children of Indian males Iror Indian
status, grants illegitimate children of
an Indian man to keep his legal status while the Indi
status of her male,married husband.

The points of the lew were worked out carefully to protect
Indisns, not to protect and benefit some 600,000 Canadians who would like
to gain through law changes the $4,000 per year aversage that
receives from the Csnadian taxpayere The idea that
(such a8 those who marry non-Indian males) are en
lezal status granted to them and bring in their children hushands,relative
would means that the Canadian taxpayer would hav ¢ increase the present
monies provided for upkeep of Indiasns from th resent billion dollars per
year to some three billion dollars per yea

Cecile Charlie could have married an Indian man, maintained
her Indisn status. She knew that. She did not find an Indlian man good enoug
and 8o she married a non-Indian knowning she would 3¢ her Indian status.
Now with six children who do not have Indian atu ‘ Indian husband
who does not h ave Indian status she would like to move them onto the
reserve, depriving other Indians of the same, and then of course any Indian
girl who marries her children would loseé their status.

Indians are a legal category. They are not a racial gro

v

af sunportineg Indiens (running to 2 billion a2 year) cannot




(2)

Only a few yeers ago a very cldver Indisn woman merried @
very intelligent,educated young non-Indian and he decided she would
fight right up to the Supreme Court to try to get Indian status for herself
and for her non-Indian husband. Only by ¥igorous effort was it possible to
defeat this womans effort to make her red bearded Jewish-French husband into
a legal Indian.

The fact that
category (not a race) and there are § 360,000
Like other lineage the legal statfls is transmitted through
However the female line is accord
illegitimate children status
even if the mother is not married to
to a non-Indisn).

The Caughnwaga Indian
have respect for Indians will make sure
non-Indian women trying to live on the Indian reserve. It means that these

L]
3

people with big stories2 will be the first, and then after while there
will be every kind of 2 ‘on-Indian living on the reserve, driving them off.
iVhey will have to incur all sorts of expenses, their children will lose
status by marrying non-Indien mdles and a complex situstion will be further
damaged.
Senat or Therese Cesgrain
doing serious harm, in my opinion, to Indian
in some 600,000 others as Indians. fter all when this woma
non-Indian children are allowed to live on the reserve, to be considered
as Indians there is no stopp¥ng the hundreds of thousands of others
that Indian status brings an average of $5,000 each per
education, medical care, welfare, housing and other government tax expenses.
People who 2re trying to destroyh the exclusive status of tbh
present 360,000 registered Indians in this legal category can destroy

Indians best of 2ll by trying to #nclude the "would be Indians" with
the sad st ories, and then when the first ones like Cecile Charlie and her
8ix children are living as Indians on Indian reserves, the other thousands

who want to be Indians too 2nd have 2ll of their benefits will have to get

f

the same., The Indian Act, as it stands, protects Indians., The)clange to let
[/ U

f [ N

anyone be an Indian will destroy Indians. Yours truly { / \ ju i1 |l

/ \/
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¥rom Frank Taiotekane Horn,
Box # 772, Caughnwaga Indian Reserve,
Caughnwaga, PQ. March 24 1978

SENATOR THERESE CASGRAIN

% the Senate of Canada (please forward)
Ottawa, Canada.

Dear Senator Casgrain:

It is my understanding that you stated that I "called you
a liar™ and you stated that you resented this greatly.

Permit me to very respectfully state that you name was
linked with some cruel and hostile falsehoods directed sometime ago against
the good people of Caughnwaga. Perhaps you did not say the words but your
name was closely identified with these falsehoods, and your name perhaps was
"used",

But let us move on to the more recent examples of falsehood

Before me is a sgory designed to promote opposition or to
influence the case of a certain Cecile Charlie to move seven or eight non-
Indians onto the Caughnwaga Indians reserve permanently and deprive Indians
of what is their property usage and rights,

Your name,your picture is identified with this story.

It starts out with a total falsehood saying that Mrs
Cecile Charlie is an Indian. This is a lie. This lie was released by the
propaganda agency that brought you to Montreal for this meeting. The lie
continues that she could be thrown out. I regret to inform you that the police
in Caughnwaga are quite capable and will protect Cecile Charlie, her non-
Indian male mate, and the six non-Indian offspring when, as and if the law
does take its effect. She will not be thrown any where also the propaganda
story that went out with your picture makes this falsehood.

This release furtheron falsified the contents of the
Indian Act. It reads in part™ The Act Says non-status Indians likeé Charlie
may not inherit or possess land on the reserve™. The Act was studied by
myself time and time again in an attempt to find anything like that and
I wish to tell you that the Act does not say "...non status Indians may not
inherit or possess land on the reserve™. To say the Act says this is
a lie by someone. Can you inform me who release that lie? Did the newspaper
make it up? Did the Department of Labour propaganda bureau release that
lie?

In fact as far as I can make out the Indian Act never
menti ons that fabricated group of non-existent persons called "non status
Indians™ but the release reports it refers to them in the act. Either someone
is lying or I am verymuch mistaken, or perhaps lies are not lies anymore.

As you obviously know little or nothi ng about Indians and

1t was demonstrated at the Faculty of Law Moot Court on March 16 1978 why not
leave us alone from now on?
Yincerely







Canadian Human Rights ~ Commission canadienne
Commission des droits de la personne

March 29,

The Honourable Thérése F. Casgrain,
The Senate,

Ottawa, Ontario.

K1A OAG6

Dear Thérése Casgrain:

Your letter of 16 February arrived here yesterday
which must be something of a record. Meanwhile you and I
have talked on the telephone.

I enclose an extract from our first annual report about
the anomaly of the exclusion of the Indian Act from the Cana-
dian Human Rights Act and I also enclose a copy of the state-
ment of the Minister of Justice, Mr. Basford, when the
legislation was before the Standing Committee on Justice
and Legal Affairs.

Everywhere Rita Cadieux or I go in Canada, invariably
the issue is raised. This Commission is doing everything
possible to end discrimination against status Indian women
and I am grateful for your wise and steadfast support and
goodwill.

Yours sincerely,

y

/

R.G.L. Fairweather.




Rights for Indian Women
. It was perhaps inevitable that the first com-
plaint lodged with the Commission carly in September,
1977 had to do with status Indian women from the
Tobique Reserve in New Brunswick. Several of these
women - alleged that as a result of family separation or
breakdown of their marriage, they had been denied the
right to occupy their homes by decision of the Band
Council. This Commission with help and encouragement
from the New Brunswick HKuman Rights Commission, used
its good offices in an attempt to mediate the dispute
Oy epresentations to the Minister of 1Indian and
Vorthern Affairs.

-
(J
r

Rights for Indian women remain a persistent

and one constantly alluded to wherever the Commi-
ssioners travel in Canada. Although to repeal Section
12(1)(b) of the Indian Act, which trecats Indian women
differently from men regarding loss of status upon mar-—
riage outside the Band, may be insufficient in itself,
there can be no doubt that some comprehensive formula
must be found whereby such discrimination is ended.

The Canadian Human Rights Commission will continue to
address itself to this inherent inequity of the Indian
Act. e




Justice and Legal Affairs

25-5-1971

Mr. Fairweather: Yes. 1 think the Minister is entitled to a
great deal of credit for a progressive picce of legislation,
marred seriously by the fact that it in Clause 63(2) continues
the uncqual status which exists for Indian pcople in this
country, and most particularly Indian women.

We have been told about this by witnesses in many written
presentations. I think almost all parliamentarians were patient,
expecting a new Indian Act would be developed with the help
of the Indian people, but as some of the witnesses said, most of
the development is taking place in this field by groups who are
themselves not representative.

I know that I am not going to get support but I say that it is
a scrious flaw to think of this bill continuing a very serious
incquality of human rights, where we are carrying on a very
serious incquality for Indian women, and I had hoped that we
could meet it. We have given Indian people seven or eight
years to come to terms with this incquality and I hope to test
the Committee, and that is all I have to say.

And if anybody wants credit for moving this—Mrs. Holt or
Mr. Stanbury or any of my other Liberal friends, I am glad to
have my name struck. It is the objective that I am after; not
the kudos.

The Chairman: Mrs. Holt.
Mrs. Holt: May I speak on this?
Mr. Fairweather: Only if you support me.

Mrs. Holt: No, I am not moving it, because when the Indian
women were here, what they wanted was the whole act
scrubbed because the act itself was discriminatory.

Mr. Fairweather: Both.

Mrs. Holt: That is right. Mary Two-Axe, the elderly
lady...

Mr. Fairweather: Mary Two-Axe Early.

Mrs. Holt: Two-Axe Early, yes. She said that the whole act
was discouraging. Even if they scttle the land question it is
going to discriminate. It is to the benefit of a few men, not
even to all the men; everything is blood testing under the
Indian Act. I do not know what we can do about it, but I am
not sure that this part makes any difference as long as the
Indian Act cxists. And I think that the Indian Act is the most
discriminatory and cruel piece “of legislation—the fact that it
discriminates and gives selectivity and special status to one
small group of pcople in one race. I think they are racist.
Anyhow I do not sece how this is going to change anything,
unless we write it positively; if we write this part in positively
and not ncgatively.

Mr. Fairweather: That is exactly, Mr. Chairman, what the
Committee would be doing. It would say that this act super-
sedes the Indian Act and it is the most positive statement this
Committee could make. It applies every test of incquality
contained in this act to all Canadians, Indian or anybody clse.
So I would have thought it was very positive in its application.
What we do by not passing this is continue the very encquality

[Translation]

M. Fairweather: Oui. Je crois qu'on doit féliciter le ministre
d’avoir présenté cette loi progressiste qui, malhcurecusement,
est défigurée par le fait que le paragraphe (2) de I'article 63
continue d& confirmer le statut inégal qui existe pour lcs
Indiens, au Canada, et particuli¢rement, pour les Indiennes.

Cectte situation nous a été présentée, dans des mémoires
écrits, bicn souvent par des témoins. Tous les parlementaircs se
sont montrés trés patients, attendant qu'avec I'aide dcs
Indiens, on établisse une nouvelle loi sur les Indiens, mais
comme certains témoins 'ont indiqué, presque tout ce qui cst
fait dans ce domainc I'cst par des groupes qui ne sont pas
représentatifs.

Je sais qu'on nc m'appuicra pas mais je prétends que c'est
une lacune trés grave dans ce bill, car nous continuons
reconnaitre ici une inégalité des droits de la personnec. Les
Indiennes sont trés gravement lésées; nous avons indiqué aux
Indiens un délai de sept & huit années pour que ces inégalités
disparaissent et je voulais sonder le Comité, c’est tout ce que
j'ai & dire. )

Si quelqu'un veut proposer cct amendement, que ce soit M™
Holt ou M. Stanbury ou tout autre ami libéral qui voudra le
faire, alors je suis prét & rayer mon nom. Ce gue je vcux
atteindre, c’est I'objectif fixé et je nc cherche pas la gloriole.

Le président: Madame Iolt.
Mme Holt: Puis-je apporter des remarques & ce sujet?
M. Fairweather: A condition que vous m’appuyiez.

Mme Holt: Non, je nc propose pas cet amendement parce
que lorsque les Indicnnes sont venues témoigner au Comité,
elles voulaient qu'on fasse disparaitre toute la loi qui est
discriminatoire.

M. Fairweather: Les deux.

Mme Holt: C'est exact. Mary Two-Axe, la dame agée...

M. Fairweather: Mary Two-Axc Early.

Mme Holt: Oui. Ellc a indiqué que toute la loi était
discriminatoire. M¢éme si I'on trouvait une solution aux qucs-
tions de revendications territoriales, la discrimination restc 1.
D’ailleurs, cette discrimination n'est méme pas en faveur de
tous Jes hommes mais d’une petite poignée; dans la Loi sur les
Indiens, c’est partout une question de sang. Je ne sais pas
comment on peut résoudre cette situation, mais je ne crois pas
que changer quelque chose dans le bill, ici, changera cctte
situation tant que cette loi sur les Indiens existera. Pour moi,
cette loi sur les Indicns est 1a loi la plus discriminatoire, la plus
cruelle, qu’on puisse trouver, puisqu'elle donne un statut spé-
cial 4 un petit groupe de gens d'unc race. Je ne vois aucun
changement possible, & moins que nous rédigions quclque
chose de positif et non pas de négatif.

M. Fairweather: C’est exactement ce que le Comité ferait. Il
indiquerait que cette loi remplace la Loi sur les Indiens et c'est
la déclaration la plus positive que le Comité puisse faire. C'est
justement en n’adoptant pas cet amendement que nous conti-
nuons & perpétuer cette situation dont parle mon amie. De
toute fagon, je suis hcurcux d'avoir une explication ct dc
sender. ..
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that my fricnd spcaks of. However, I am glad to have an
explanation and test my .

The Chairman: Mr. Minister.

Mr. Basford: I appreciate Mr. Fairweather’s raising the
point, as many witnesses did, ahhough I think Mr. Fairweath-
er knows that he is getting me in a sensitive position, and in
many ways I would like to agree with what he has said, or in
what Mrs. Holt has said. I think it is impossible to argue that
there are not discriminatory features of the Indian Act and I
would hope that Committee members in specches on this bill
and subsequently would indicate that they think they should be
corrected. But I have had to live with the dileinma, which 1
think is a real dilemma, and I think the Committee has to live
with that dilemma.
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You will recall that quite some years ago the government
issued a white paper on Indian policy which, to say the least,
was not perceived with overwhelming praise by many Indian
spokesmen, and in fact led to the publication by them of the
red paper, and led for quite some time to a very considerable
breakdown of discussion and negotiation between Indian lead-
ers and the government on the Indian Act and Indian policy.

However, that period is over. We have now, acting in good

faith on both sides, put into place a very claborate structure of
consultation between the Native Indian Brotherhood and the
government towards, among other things, revision of the
Indian Act, dealing with claims and other matters.

That arrangement has been entered into in good faith. The
government has undertaken, in good faith, not to amend the
Indian Act except as a result of that process of consultation. I
think I am bound, as is the government bound, to observe that
undertaking. If we failed to obscrve the arrangements we now
have, the Indian spokesmen could again say that the relation-
ship of consultation which has been established would again be
destroyed and we would start over again. Therefore I have to
press that we be allowed to maintain our arrangement with the
National Indian Brotherhood, working towards a revision of
not only the Indian Act but Indian policy.

In that consultation I know some of your witnesses com-
plaired that the consultation process was simply with the
National Indian Brotherhood, and some complained that it
was a male-dominated group and that they were unconcerned
with this issue. I do not think that is true, but even if it were
true, the governmeat is cbviously cognizant of other views and
other considerations in those consultations, and is consulting
with those views.

I just think it would be, as I say, very wrong at this
particular time to upset what is a \\orkhg relationship in good
faith towards the revision of Indian policy. I think that is the
effect of this amendment.

I want 10 m:}kc it clear because some of the people making
ns to the Committee did not seem to understand
u,t,ms, except for the Indian Act, in all other

that th act
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[Traduction]

Le président: Monsicur le ministre.

M. Basford: Je comprends que M. Fairweather souléve ce
probléme, comme beaucoup de témoins I'ont fait, bicn que je
crois que M. Fairweather se rend compte que je me trouve sur
un terrain délicat ct que, par bien des ctés, je suis d’accord
avec ce qu'il dit et ce qu’a dit M™ Holt. Je crois qu’on ne peut
pas nier qu'il y a des sujets de discrimination dans la Loi sur
les Indiens ct j'espére que les membres du Comité, au cours de
leurs discours au sujet de ce bill et par la suite, indiqucront
qu'il faut les corriger. Mais j'ai dd accepter ce dilemme qui, je
le crois, est réel et je crois que le Comité doit accepter cette
situation.

Vous vous souvicndrez qu'il y a quelques années, le gouver-
nement a p\'blié un Livre blanc sur la polixiquc des Indiens qui,
et c’est le moins qu'on puisse dire, n'a pas été tellement bicn
regu par bcaucoup de porte-parole indiens et, en fait, par la
suite, il y a cu un Livre rouge publié par les Indicns et les
discussions entre les chefs indiens et le gouvernement sur la
Loi sur les Indiens et la politique concernant les Indiens a subi
alors un rude choc.

Toutefois, ces temps sont passés et, maintenant, des deux
cOtés, on discute de bonne foi et I’'on a établi une structure trés
élaborée de consultation entre la Fraternité des Indiens du
Canada ct le gouvernement pour, entre autres, réviser la Loi
sur les Indicns dans le cas des revendications et autres
questions.

Ces accords ont ¢té passés de bonne foi et le gouvernement
s'est engagé & ne modifier la Loi sur les Indiens qu'a la suite
du processus de consultation établi. Je crois étre lié, comme le
gouvernement, a respecter cet engagement. Si nous ne respec-
tons pas notre cngagement, les porte-parole des Indiens pour-
raient & nouveau briser ce lien et il faudrait tout reccommencer.
Donc, je dois dire que nous devons continuer & respecter nos
accords avec la Fraternité des Indiens du Canada en vue de
réviser non sculement la Loi sur les Indicns mais la politique
concernant les Indiens.

Je sais que certains témoins se sont plaints que le processus
de consultation n'impliquait que la Fraternité des Indiens du
Canada, qu'il s’agissait 1a d’un groupe dirigé par des hommes
et que, par comuq'um cela ne les concernait pas. Je ne pense
pas que cela soit vrai et, méme si ¢’était vrai, le'gouvernement,
de toute ¢vidence, tient compte d’autres oplmons dans ces
consultations.

Je crois qu'on aurait tort de vouloir maintenant arréter ces
consultations faites de bonne foi en vue de réviser la politique
sur les Indicns. Or, c'est 13, je crois, le résultat qu’aurait cet
amendement.

Je voudrais préciser, parce que certaines personnes qui ont
présenté des instances auprés du Comité ne scmblaient pas
comprendre que cctte loi s’applique, sauf dans le cas de la Loi
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respects to Indians. I know Mr. Fairweather knows that, but I
thirk a good number making representations did not under-
stand that. If native persons apply for cmployment in the
Public Service Commission, they are covered and protected by
this act. Or if they apply for accommodation in a federal
facility, or federally regulated facility, they are protected by
this act. I think that was not understood by some making
representations.

As I say, I think we have now what is working, a relation-
ship towards the revision of the Indian Act. I do not think we
should jecopardize that machinery and that relationship. 1
indicate that members of the Committee in making speeches—
I think and I know that the Minister of Indian Affairs would
welcome comments on this section, that it is an area that does
need correcting. But I think it shculd be corrected in the
context of the consultations going on.

The Chairman: Mrs. Holt and then Mr. McCleave.
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Mrs. Holt: Mr. Minister, I really object to the fact that you
talk of consultation and the responsibility of the government to
have good faith and maintain this good relationship because,
as far as I am concerned, it is an immorality to have consulta-
tion. And I say this scriously, because you may think I am
joking in that I sort of necdled members about womanheod
and manhood. But to deal with the Brotherhood in good faith
and to maintain a relationship with the Brotherhood is dis-
criminatory in itself. I know what your rationale is on this,
because I have asked you about it personally. But when you
bring in this exception, it opens the door to even housing. I
think it allows any kind of discrimination. As far as I am
concerned, if there are going to be revisions of the Indian Act
with the Brotherhood, all you will be doing is perpetuating
discrimination against women. I just feel it is a terrible
mistake to let this important bill go through and still have the
Indian women and Indian men discriminated against because
of their blood count and ridiculous things like that. And, if the
Indian Brotherhood is working on it, all you are doing here is
guarantceing a continuation of the discrimination and the
Indian Act is not going to improve one iota the situation for
the people that are now being discriminated against, or for.
They are discriminated against positively, too, for a small
sclect group of people in this nation. So I am very, very
concerned about this section, too.

Mr. Basferd: I do want to emphasize my remarks, that
while we have machinery for consulting on the Indian Act with
the National Indian Brotherhood I just point out, and I want
to emphasize it, that our consultations are not confined to the
National Indian Brotherhood.

The Chairman: Mr. McCleave is next.

Mr. McCleave: 1 simply wanted to ask what number of
Indian women and perhaps what number of people interested
in their cause were taking part in these ongoing discussions?

Mr. Basford: A very large number but I cannot give you the
precisc rumber. We consult through a national consultative
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[Translation] -

sur les Indiens, pour toutes les autres questions sc rapportant
aux Indicens. Je sais que M. Fairweather en a conscicnce, mais
bcaucoup de c:ux qui ont présenté des instances ne compre-
naicnt pas ce point de vue. Si un autochtonc demande & étre
cmploy¢ par la Commission de 1a fonction publique, cctte loi le
protégera. Si les autochtones font des demandes pour obtenir
des logements dans une installation fédérale ou réglementée
par le gouvernement fédéral, cette loi les protégera.

Je crois que nous avons, A I’heure actuelle, des pourparlers
cn cours en vue de la révision de la Loi sur les Indicns. Je ne
crois pas que nous devrions nuire 4 ce processus. J'ai indiqué
quc les membres du Comité, lorsqu'ils feront leurs discours . ..
Je sais que le ministre des Affaires indicnnes scra tout prét 4
recevoir les remarques faites au sujet de cet article ct qu'il
comprend que c’est un domaine ou il faudra apporter des
modifications. Mais je crois que les modifications doivent &tre
faites dans Je cadre des censultations qui ont cours.

Le président: Madame Holt, vous avez la parole, puis ce
scra M. McCleave.

Mme Holt: Monsieur le ministre, je m’objecte & ce que vous
parlicz de consultations et de la responsabilité du gouverne-
ment d’agir de bonne foi ct de maintenir de bonnes relations,
car, 4 mon sens, il est immoral de continuer ces consultations.
Je le dis séricusement, vous pensez peut-étre que je blague, car
j'ai taquiné les membres du Cemité au sujet de la condition de
la femme et de I'homme. Mais le fait méme de négocicr avec la
Fraternité de bonne foi, et d’y maintenir des relations avec elle
est déja discriminatoire. Je connais trés bien votre raisonne-
ment & cet égard, car nous en avons déji discuté. Mais en
incluant cette exception, on permet une distinction méme
quant au logement. D’aprés moi, s’il doit y avoir une révision
de la Loi sur les Indiens, 4 la suite de discussions avec la
Fraternité, vous ne faites quencourager les distinctions contre
les femmes. Je crois que c’est une erreur monumentale que
d’adopter un bill si important quand on fait toujours des
distinctions illicites contre les femmes et les hommes indicns &
cause de la qualité de leur sang et d’autres choses aussi
ridicules. Si vous collaborez avec la Fraternité des Indiens,
vous ne faites que garantir le prolongement de cette discrimi-
nation et la Loi sur les Indiens n'améliorera aucunement la
situation de ceux contre qui on pratique une discrimination,
que ce soit pour ou contre. Car il y a une discrimination
positive qui se fait aussi pour un petit groupe choisi de cette
nation. Je suis donc trés, trés troublé par cet article.

M. Basford: Je souligne que méme s’il existe un mécanisme
de consultations sur la Loi sur les Indiens, par 'entremise de la
Fraternité nationale des Indiens, je dois quand méme vous
faire remarquer particuli¢rement que nos consultaticns ne se
limitent pas a la Fraternité nationale des Indiens.

Le président: M. McClecave a la parole.

M. McCleave: Je voulais simplement savoir combicn de
femmes indicnnes ou combien de personnes intéressées & leur
cause participent & ces discussions continues.

M. Basford: Quoi que je ne puisse &tre précis, c'est un
nombre trés important. Nous consultens un comité national
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committee which then takes the result of those discussions
back to all of their constitucnt members and discusses them
and then they report back to the consultative group. Then they
meet with a Cabinet commitice. This is one of the things that
they insisted on, that the consultative machinery be between
them and a group of ministers. So the National Indian Broth-
erhoad, in that formal arrangement, involves all of its constitu-
ent members in the consultative process. That is partly why it
is a slow time-consuming process.

The Chairman: Mr. Marceau.

M. Marceau: Merci monsieur le président. J'avais pris un
engagement auprés d’une personne qui a la réputation d’étre
I'une des plus qualifiées dans le domaine de la protection et de
la défense des droits des individus, il s’agit du sénateur Thérese
Casgrain, qui avait demand¢ lors de son passage a Ottawa, la
semaine derniére, de faire valoir au ministre la difficulté dans
laquelle elle se trouvait d’approuver cet article 63(2) qui
excluait la Loi sur les Indicns de I'application de la loi.

Je dois dire gue les explications que vous venez de nous
fournir sont unc indication que vous considérez, comme tous
les gens d'un ¢dté ou de I'autre de la salle ici, la situation des
Indiens, d’aprés cct acte, comme ¢tant vraiment  dis-
criminatoire, et que vous étes conscient du probléme. Evidem-
ment nous sommes obligés de vous croire lorsque vous dites
que la motion de mon collégue, M. Fairweather, étant accep-
tée, ceci pourrait compromettre les négociations. Je pense que
nous devons I"accepter et reconnaitre que votre point de vue est
valable tout en reconnaissant que la situation est vraiment
grave et que vous allez essayer d'apporter une solution. D’ail-
leurs vous avez ajouté une précision trés importante & savoir
que le texte actuel s’applique aux Indiens sauf dans le cas de la
Loi sur les Indiens. C’est quand méme une restriction impor-
tante, mais je voudrais vous demander d'insister auprés de vos
collégues pour que la discussion ou la consultation saccélére
afin que vous puissicz trouver une solution vraiment valable
aux problémes soulevés par M™ Holt et M. Fairweather en
particulier. Je pense que je voudrais insister, moi aussi, pour
qu’on trouve une solution pratique, rapide. C'est la raison pour
lzquelle, évidemment, je ne vais pas appuyer la motion de mon
collégue, M. Fairweather; mais je voudrais étre bien sir que
vous étes conscient de la situation et que vous étes prét a
travailler pour trouver une solution rapide au probléme des

Indiens.
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ford: Well, T would like to sce a quick solution, but

is, as you know, a long one. How long has

government generally in this country been working at revising
the Indian Act. The process I speak of has now been in place
for two years and I think, hopefully, will produce some results.
The Naticnal Indian Brotherhood presumably watches these
proceedings and reads them. For any subsequent amendment
to this legislation, be it, say, next year in connection with the
legislation of frecdom of information, or whatever may be the
amendments required, they might be on notice that Parliament
is not going to look very favourably on continuing this exemp-
ticn forever or very long and that, I take it from the proceed-
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consultatif qui fait rapport de nos discussions 3 tous scs
membres et qui discute avec cux, avant d'en rapporter lcs
résultats au groupe consultatif. Ensuite, ce groupe rencontre
un comité du cabinet. Les membres du comité ont insisté afin
que les consultations se fassent entre cux et un groupe de
ministres. Selon cet arrangement officiel, la Fraternité natio-
nale des Indiens assure la participation aux consultations de
tous ses commettants. Ce qui entraine en partie la lenteur du
processus.

Le président: Monsicur Marceau.

Mr. Marceau: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I had a commit-
ment towards a person reputed to be one of the most qualified
in the area of the protection and the defence of human rights,
namely Senator Thérése Casgrain, who, while in Ottawa, last
week, had asked me to impress upon the Minister the difficulty
she had in approving Scction 63(2) which exempted the Indian
Act from this bill.

The explanations you have just given show that you feel, just
as do the people on both sides of this room, that the Indian
situation, under this Act, is truly discriminatory, and that you
are most aware of this. Obviously, we have no choice but to
believe you when you say that my colleague’s, Mr. Fairwea-
ther’s motion, if accepted, would compromise the negotiations.
We must accept your point of view as valid, while underlining
that the situation is truly serious and that you will try to find
some solution. You have also added a most important fact,
that the existing text applies to all Indians except as provided
in the Indian Act. It is an important restriction nevertheless,
but I would ask that you insist with your colleagues that the
consultations be more rapid, so that a really useful solution be
found to those problems raised by Mrs. Holt and Mr. Fairwca-
ther specifically. I would also insist that you find a practical
solution and very soon. It is for that reason obviously that 1
shall support my colleague’s, Mr. Fairweather’s, motion; but I
want to be assured that you are very aware and that you shall
endeavour to find a rapid solution to the Indian problem.

M. Basford: Je voudrais bien trouver une solution rapide,
mais le processus est trés long. Combien y a-t-il d'années que
le gouvernement de ce pays en général a révisé la Loi sur les
Indiens. Le processus dont je parle durc depuis deux ans et
produira certains résultats, j'espére. La Fraternité nationale
des Indiens doit siirement suivre ces délibérations, et lire les
procés-verbaux. A la suite de tout amendement de cetic loi,
Pannée prochaine, par excmple, par rapport d la Loi sur la
liberté de Iinformation ou de quel qu'autre amendement, ils
savent que le Parlement n'endurera pas que soit maintenue
cette exemption pour trés longtemps, et que selon les délibéra-
tions de votre comité, et mes propres obscrvations, que le




ings of this Committee and from my own obscrvation, Parlia-
ment, on a nonpartisan basis, would like to sce these features
of the Indian Act changed and corrected. Therefore, as I say,
some subsequent amendment to this proposcd act will have, |
would think, a very hard go in Parliament unless that situation
is corrected by that time.

The Chairman: Mr. Fairwcather, did you want to make a
final comment?

Mr. Fairweather: Well, no. The comment was really in the
form of a question but the Minister has answered it. The
discussions are ongoing; I guess it is perhaps 15 ycars. But
ongoing is an elastic word here.

Of course an amendment to help the Indian women in
particular could be made to Section 12 of the Indian Act, and
I appreciate the government’s dilemma. But I think probably it
is best if the Chairman does not mind putting my motion and
test the Committee. I am very grateful for the Minister’s
notice—I do not want to put a stronger word, I was thinking of
the word “undertaking”—and I hope that the Indian people
who are getting an act together will read his words,

The Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Fairweather. Mr. Stanbury.

Mr. Stanbury: Perhaps Mr. Fairweather wants to accom-
plish complete abolition of discrimination among Indians as
well as against Indians, but if I understand correctly, what the
amendment would do would be to unilaterally abclish certain
rights that some Canadians have under the Indian Act. It is
true that they are rights that are special to people of certain

lood and therefore might not be consistent with this bill. If I
am correct, I think that justifies this Committee not accepting
that suggestion, as well intentioned as it is. Surely, Parliament
would not, without the kind of negotiations which Mr. Basford
has mentioned, including a wide spectrum of the native com-
munity, want to remove the rights that some Canadians now
cnjoy. That is why I would feel reluctant to accept this motion
even though I know the good intentions behind it.

Mrs. Holt: They also imply nonrights too.
Mr. Stanbury: It is like the death sentence.

Mr. Basford: Mr. Stanbury is very correct. The Committee
and those making representations have focused on the position
of Indian women and undoubtedly the amendment would
provide that Indian women would not be treated differently
from Indian men. But it would also throw into jeopardy any
provision whick says that Indians shall be treated differently
from others and, thercfore, throw into some question their
exclusive right to reserves and access to reserves and ownership
of reserves and that sort of . . .

Mrs. Holt: That is good.

Mr. Basford: Well, you say that is good; T think it would not
be good to do it in a catastrophic w ay without consultation.
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Pariement voudrait d’une fagon non partisane, modifier et
corriger ces dispositions de Ja Loi sur les Indicns. Il me semble
donc que tout amendement subséquent 4 la loi proposée serait
débattu vigourcusement par le Parlement, & moins que la
situation ne soit redressée.

Le président: Monsieur Fairweather, avez-vous d'autres
remarques a faire?

M. Fairweather: Non. J'aurais posé une question, mais le
ministre 'y a déjd répondu. Les discussions durent depuis
environ quinze ans. Mais le mot «continuess était plutot
élastique.

Evidemment, on pourrait proposer un amendement 3 I'arti-
cle 12 de la Loi sur les indiens afin d'aider lcs femmes
indicnnes, surtout, et je comprends trés bien le dilemme du
gouvernement. Mais je crois quand méme que le président
devrait mettre ma motion aux voix, pour éprouver le Comité.
Je suis reconnaissant de I'avis du ministre, et je n'emploierai
pas de mot plus fort, quoique je pensais au mot <cngage-
ment=—et j'espere que le peuple indien qui rédige une loi, se
rendra compte de ce qu’il a dit.

Le président: Merci, monsicur Fairweather. Monsieur
Stanbury.

M. Stanbury: Sans doute, M. Fairweather cherche 3 abolir
complétement la discrimination parmi les Indicns, aussi bien
que contre lcs Indiens, mais si j'ai bien compris, 'amendement
abolirait unilatéralement certains droits qu’ont certains Cana-
diens en vertu de la Loi sur les Indiens. Il est vrai que ces
droits favorisent particulirement les gens d’une certaine qua-
lit¢ de sang, et qu’ils vont 3 'encontre de ce bill. Et si Cest le
cas, je crois que le Comité aurait raison de ne pas accepter
cetie suggestion, quelles que soient les bonnes raisons qui la
motivent. Il est impensable que le Parlement songe & retirer
des droits dont certains Canadiens, y compris un grand
nombre de communautés autochtones, jouisscnt actuellement
sans, au préalable, procéder aux négociations dont M. Basford
a parlé. Voild pourquoi jhésiterais 3 accepter cctte motion
méme si je sais que ce sont de bonnes intentions qui I'ont
suscitée,

Mme Holt: Cela est valable également pour les non-droits.
M. Stanbury: C’est comme la peine de mort.

M. Basford: M. Stanbury a raison. Le Comité et ceux qui
ont fait des démarches 4 ce sujet ont bicn fait ressortir la
position des Indiens et nul doute que 'amendement permet-
trait aux Indicrnes de ne pas étre traitées différemment des
Indiens. Mais ccla mettrait en danger toutes les dispositions
qui font que les Indiens sont traités différemment des autres et,
done, cela remettrait en question leurs dreits exclusifs aux
terres situées dans les réserves . . .

Mme Holt: Ce serait trés bien.

M. Basford: Vous dites que ce serait trés bien mais il serait
catastrophique de le faire sans les consulter auparavant.
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*1rs. Holt: But they arc deing itin a catastrophic way. They

-¢ alrcady doing it in a catastrophic way. They are already

loing it in a catastrophic way because it is almost a discretion-
.7y decision they can make to bar people.

Ar. Stanbury: Well, let us change it in a orderly way.

Mrs. Holt: I think it is orderly to make this bill the strongest
bill in our Code.

The Chairman: All those in favour of Mr. Fairweather’s
zmendment?

A\1r. McCleave: Despite Mr. Stanbury’s exquisite use of the

nzlish language, I intend to support Mr. Fairweather’s.

Amendment negatived.
On clause 63—Binding on Crown

The Chairman: The last amendment to the clauses of the bill
i» that by Mr. Leggatt, which has very much the same effect
as Mr. Fairweather’s. It amends Clause 63(2). Mr. McCleave
wants to move that for Mr. Leggatt.

Mr. McCleave: I move that Clause 63(2) be amended to
read:

No person or organizaton doing business with the Govern-
ment of Canada shall practise discrimination as defined in
this act.

The Chairman: In kecping with his former hospitality and
co-operation perhaps we can have the test of that amendment
as well.

Mr. McCleave: It is getting close to six o’clock. We can soon
be cut of here.

Amendment negatived.

Clausc 63 agreed to on division.

Clauses 64 to 69 inclusive agreed to.

The Chairman: There is an amendment to the Schedule
vhichI...

Mr. McCleave: May I ask the Minister a question on Clause
697 1 guess this is a perennial question that always comes up.
What is the intent approximately of the date of putting it into
effect or what factors would have to be first dealt with before
it could be brought into effect?

Mr. Basford: I would hope to have it into effect as quickly
as possible. On the human-rights side, however, there is the
work of putting the Commission together. T think it would be
idle to proclaim the act without having a Chairman and a
Commission. I have been doing some work on that in searching
out names and considering names, in making applications to
Treasury Board for budget and that sort of thing. But all that
should be put in place before it is proclaimed.

Afr. McCleave: Is it going to go into effect before the next
clection?

Mr. Basford: Part IV, I would hope, could be proclaimed
fairly quickly also although, again, you notice the office of the
Commissioner and I have to have that person appointed.

Justice et questions juridiques

R

[Traduction]

Mme Holt: Mais la situation est d¢ji catastrophique: cette
part de décision tout & fait arbitraire que I'on rcfuse I'accés A
la réscrve 4 certaines gens.

M. Stanbury: Il vaudrait mieux corriger la situation alors.

Mme Holt: Je crois qu'il convient que ce projet soit lc plus
fort de toute notre législation.

Le président: Quels sont ccux qui sont cn faveur de I'amen-
dement de M. Fairweather?

M. McCleave: En dépit de I'excellente utilisation dont M.
Stanbury a fait de I'anglais, j'appuie la motion de M.
Fairweather.

La motion cst rejetée.
Sur I'article 63—Obligations de Sa Majesté

Le président: Le dernier amendement est un amendement
de M. Leggatt qui aurait & peu prés le méme effet que cclui de
M. Fairweather. Il amende I'article 63(2). C’est M. McClcave
qui le présente au nom de M. Leggatt.

M. McCleave: Je propose que le paragraphe 63(2) du bill
soit modifi¢ comme suit:

Les personnes ou organisations faisant affaire avec le
gouvernement du Canada ne doivent pas commettre
d’acte discriminatoire au sens de la présente loi.

Le président: Toujours dans le méme esprit de coopération,
peut-étre pourrions-nous mettre cet amendement aux voix?

M. McCleave: 11 est prés de 6 heures. Nous pourrons trés
vite terminer.

L’amendement est rejeté.
L’article 63 est adopté sur division.
Les articles 64 4 69 sont adoptés.

Le président: 11 y a unc proposition de modification a
I'annexe. ..

M. McCleave: Jaimerais poser une question au sujet de
I'article 69. Je pense que c'est une question i revient tout le
temps. A quelle date a-t-on l'intention de mettre cette loi en
vigueur? Quelles sont les exigences qu'on doit respecter avant
de la mettre en vigueur?

M. Basford: Nous espérons que nous pourrons le faire le
plus 18t possible. 1l faudra cependant former la Commission
des droits de 'homme. Je pense qu’il serait ridicule de procla-
mer la loi avant d’avoir nommé un président et d’avoir formé
la commission. J'ai déji commencé & m’occuper de cela, en
dressant une liste de noms ct en demandant au Conseil du
trésor lc budget nécessaire. Tous ces détails devront &tre réglés
avant la proclamation.

M. McCleave: Est-ce que la loi sera mise en vigueur avant
les prochaines élections?

M. Basford: La Partie 1V, je I'espére, pourra étre nroclamée
trés bientdt mais 13, également, il faudra d’aborG nommer un
commissaire.
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sujet Statut des femmes INDIENNE

Comment est-il possible de décider de 1'identité d'unétre humain la
fille indienne en faisant dispara un simple numéro de BANDe dans
un régistre? et comment en IO7¢ qui ont le pouvoir de ne font

rien pour corriger cette anomalie.

Aussi longtemps que le garcon indien pourra librement prendre pour

épouse une femme de toute race et donner 3 celle-ci les droits de sa

propre race et que par contre la fille indienne pour ce libre choix

devra sacrifier les droits de sa race, son identité et celle de sa

descendance, il y aura une injustice & dénoncer.

en conséguence nous demandons
QUE le département des affaires indiennes du Québec gdle toutes
transactions & 1'affranchissement des femmes indiennes jusqu'Z compléte
revision de la LOI des indiens.
QUE le gouvernement du Québec subventionne l*association
autochtones du Québec puisse s'établir un CENTRE de rencontre
les femmes autochtones du Québec.
Un lieu de rencontre ser:it bénéfic & l'association des

autochtones pour travailler & l'amélioration de leur conditin




Mrs , Beryl Smedley ,
7795 - 117 th Street ,
Senmator Therese Casgrain , Delta , British Columbia ,
The Senate ,

Ottawa , Ontario ,
Dear Madame Casgrain ,
Permit me to introduce my self to you , My name is Beryl Smedley ,

I am currently researching the present Indian Act , and its effects to Treaty Indiams
and Non - Status persons ,

I am also gathering data on real life drama of the Native people and the issues

confronting the Native community in the real world .,

One of the issues I am currently researching concerns Native womens' rights , and this
is the basis of my letter to you ,

Iona Campagnolo , M,P, sent me a published report on the issue of the Status of Imdian
Women , entitled * Is It Sexual Genocide or Preservation of a Race , ™ and your name and

involvement on behalf of non - status Indian women is referenced to , in this text ,

T have read that the views held by Native women across the land are divided on the
status issue , and , these views are based on inherited policies identifiable to those areas

in which the individual Native women are born ,

I have also read ; quote : "™ the real fear experienced by many Native people over the
issue of status rights of Indian women , is in reality , an ongoing fight for survival
within a culture struggling defensively against changing attitudes and shadows of discrime-

ination in a sometimes hostile enviromment , "

I have heard that any change to the present Imdian Act favourable to non - status Indian

women would not be supportive to the preservation of the Indian race ,

I have also heard there is a growing belief amcung many Native people , that to give
status rights to non - status Indian women now , would be an open invition to the sexual

gerocide of the Indian woman ,

There are references to the status issue in Ioma Campagnolo's report , ™ Is It Sexual
Genocide or Oreservation of a Race , " which emphasizes the differences of thought and
purpose towards mon - status women ; quote : " Indian men are already subject to umtold
assaul te on their Indianess and their manhood and don't need the added burden of women's

status to further undermine their confidence and effectiveness , "

Also ; quote : ™ the Act of law can change her perceptior of herself , for the act of
enfranchisement , can , with loss of legal status , diminish an individuals' sense of

jdentity with the ethnic group of her birth ., "

T am attempting to learn something more of the meaning behind these writt
1iten words ,




Page 2 ,

Because of the differences ascribed to in my letter reguarding the " status issue , "

I find my comprehension of the subject matter perplexing amd difficult to understand ,

Iona Campagnolo ackmowledges in her report your ongoing struggle on behalf of injustice

to non - status women ,
For these reasons , Madame Casgrain , I write this letter and send it to you ,

I am endevouring to learn the views , opinions and feelings of married , divorced ,
seperated and widowed Imdian women reguarding " status rights , "™ and the effects this

sensitive issue has had on their lives ,

It is difficult to perceive , how thoughtful Indian men and women could move to
extinguish or eliminate an individuals' identification to her birth , heritage , culture
and the language of her home and family etc ,

I am taking the liberty to ask if you could forward to me , the names and addresses of
married , seperated , divorced and widowed Indian women kmown to you , whom you feel
might assist me in my research project with emphasis to those women whos lives have been
affected by the present Indiam Aet with ite policy of glaring inequality because of those
sections that deal with marriage , inheritance , family and legitimacy etc ,

Thankyou , Madame Casgrain , for allowing me the liberty of asking for your help and

support reguarding my request .

I look forward in hearing from you ,

Yourg in friemdship ,

'/ Y (o / 2l Y ( %
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Treatment Budget for the said average population for the
fiscal year April lst, 1975, to March 31st, 1976, with
the single correction being that the total of the line item
entitled "OTHER'" being changed to read $57,500 instead
of $56,300

AND THAT

Within the physical limitations, the Program persevere
in its "open door" policy by making all reasonable efforts
to secure additional funds to meet the cost of treatment
of any eligible applicant in excess of the said average.

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously resolved, the
Financial Report submitted to the meeting was accepted and ordered
to be inserted in the corporate records of the corporation, after
having been initialled for identification by the Secretary.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Lengthy discussions took place on several of the topics
dealt with. In particular, the cases of the graduates facing prison
sentences was reviewed. The meeting was informed that in
negotiations with Justice representatives, a decision had been
reached to act in such a way as to avoid having the Crown Prosecutors
appeal a Judge's decision.

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously resolved, the
Report of the Executive Director, submitted to the meeting, was
accepted and ordered to be inserted in the corporate records of the
corporation, after having been initialled for identification by the

Secretary.

REPORT OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS

In the absence of Mrs. Norma Cummings, Miss Patricia
Jackson reported on the activities of the Committee.

The plan for distribution of the posters was discussed in
some detail; the composition of the Committee was reviewed; and
the name of Mrs. Andrée Duquette was mentioned as a possible
additional member. Mrs. Thérese Demers stated that she was aware
of other possible candidates to help on this Committee and she was
invited to submit in writing the names of persons who might be invited
to join this committee.







i @il 845-3229
ﬁhl e GPUE, 1LY, 10 RUE SAINT-JACQUES
et BUREAU 1003
MONTREAL H2Y 1L3

Le 14 juin 19279

Madame la Sé&natrice Théré&se Casgrain
250 avenue Clarke
Westmount

Madame et chére amie,

Veuillez recevoir sous ce pli
copie du "Declaration and order" du Ministre des
Affaires indiennes et du Nord Canadien, de mon avis
d'appel, ainsi que de l'avis d'intention du Ministre.

D&s que le dossier mentionné
dans l'avis d'appel sera déposé, je préparerai le
factum dont vous me ferez, je l'espére, l'amabilité
de recevoir une copie.

C'est d'une facon beaucoup plus
gracieuse que je voudrais vous exprimer, madame et

ché&re amie, la respectueuse amitié que vous m'inspi-
rez et dont je vous prie d'agréer ici l'expression.




Québec Native Women Association

Association des Femmes Autochtones du Québec

Mme Le Sénateur Thérese Casgrain, POINTE-BLEUE, le 14 septembre 1979.
250, Avenue Clarke,
Westmont, Québec.

377/1-2-16

Dossier Femmes Autochtones

Madame,

Suite & 1'agréable rencontre du 8 septembre au Centre Culturel de
Pointe-Bleue, je vous envoie tel que convenu, les numéros des ar-
ticles de loi allant & 1'encontre de nos droits.

1. Article 63 (2) de la loi canadienne sur les droits de la per-
sonne ayant comme but de soustraire la loi sur les Indiens
34 1'application du Bill C 25.

2. Gouvernement Fédéral abroge l'article 12 (1) (b) de la loi sur
les Indiens afin d'éliminer la discrimination.

3. Enfant de mdre célibataire
Loi sur les Indiens 11 (1) 12 (2).

Je vous envoie par la meme occasion quelques pages de réflexion
que j'ai adressées A notre Conseil de Bande afin de leur faire
voir les r8les importants que devraient jouer les femmes indiennes
dans leur communauté.




il -

Mme Le Sénateur Thérese Casgrain Le 14 septembre 1979.

Quelques autres écrits pour votre information.
J'esptre Madame que vous continuerez la lutte avec nous.

Je vous remercie grandement pour tout ce que vous faites pour
notre cause.

Toutes mes salutations Madame Casgrain.

Bien & vous,

Marthe Gill Dufour,
Association Femmes Autochtones
du District,

Affaires Indiennes & Inuit,
POINTE-BLEUE.

M.G.DUFOUR/gr

Pede







INDIAN RIGHTS FOR INDIAN WOMEN

EDMONTON, ALBERTA
CANADA
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to lon. John Munro

Honourable Minister I would like to refer your attention

i1

to the photocopied document headed "The Permanent Mission of

Canada" to the United Nations. It is the reply of the Canadian

44l

Governm to the Secretary General of the United Nations who

-

had earlier asked Canada to respond to the claim of Sandra

Lovelace regarding the loss of her birthright under Section

12(1)(b) of the Indian Act.

were only

it mildly we ¢ alled by the posif >anada as

in this docum " We ] it is a shoddy piece of work
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analysis of Section 12(1)(b) has conveniently left out a major

portion of the truth - that portion which is considered most
blatantly unjust, ie., it has failed to mention toc the U.N.
that all those rights lost by Indian Women under Section 12(1)(b)

are automatically gained by non-Indian women upon marriage to an

Indian man. Why was this painful fact left out of the submission
to the U.N.? '

Page 3, paragraph 2: The statement that Government protects
Indian land and culture is a self-righteous statement that
is not exactly true in practice. It is well-documented that
much Indian land has been lost since the Indian Act was first
enacted, and that an unwritten policy of the Government has been
the assimilation of Indian Culture. (One need not look any
further than the educational policies for Indian children over
the past 100 years.) Indeed the Indian Act itself is seen as
assimilationist by those who understand the great importance of
women's rele in passing on the culture and langua to children.
Indian Act's provision for removing onl) Ind;an women from
the community upon marriage to a
Indians is seen by growing numbers

Indian culture itself.

}age 3, paragraph 3: To say that the Government intends
hange the Act "to accord more closely with contemporary
tudes towards women is to imply that that is the only
should be amended. Again it ignores an important
Indian Act was always wrong in that it arbitrarily

ve people a narrowed definition of an Indian that
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arg 1ent First, if this were such a valid argument, why is
it being used most by Indian organizations in the one province

where Indians have the greatest resource base?

Secondly, the Government is the last party that should even
mention this argument as the Government over the years has
condoned, if not participated in a shameless erosion of "the
resource base of Indians." We all agree that this resource
base must be enlarged. Since Canada alone bears responsibility
for eroding this base it is Canada alone that can enlarge it. We
dian women cannot tolerate discrimination and inequality any
longer simply because Canada chose to usurp the resources of our
people.

Unfortunately, the Canadian Government has chosen to em-
phasize here the differences of opinion within the Canadian
Indian community. But it has forgotten to mention that the
parties being listened to are overwhelmingly male dominated
organizations even though women comprise 51% of the Indian pop-
ulation in Canada. Due to numerous factors, not the least of
which is the Indian Act itself, Indian Women in this country have
been effectively voiceless until the last 10 years, and, even

still the struggle to be heard is ongoing.

age 4, paragraph 2: It is stated here that the Government of
anada "has funded and continues to fund I.R.I.W.", thi state-
nent falsely implies that I.R.I.W. has been funded for years,
when in fact, it has received only $50,000.00 from the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs, and that only over the past year -
even though I.R.I.W. X3 vears. Frurthermore,
$50,000.00 i in the buck compared t the millions

organ

rganlzatlons

The discussion he

deleting Section

o
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Government's concern for the Indian family and community as

stated on page 5 of the document is nothing but a sexist and
empty argument intended only to rationalize to the world the
injustice of the Canadian Indian Act.




INDIAN RIGHTS FOR INDIAN WOMEN

EDMONTON, ALBERTA
CANADA

THE PERMANENT MISSION OF CAN

TO THE UNITED NATIONS




Please be advised that, having examined and considered the
response of the Government of Canada to the decision of the
Human Rights Committee contained in document CCPT/C/DR (VII)
R.6/24 dated 19 September 1979 in the matter concerning Sandra
Lovelace, the Executive and the National Board of Directors

of Indian Rights for Indian women has duly resolved to require
The Permanent Mission of Canada to the United Nations to

amend said response in the manner and for the reasons here-
below set forth. :

It is our contention that said response constitutes a deplo-
rable effort to obscure facts and issues and cannot fairly be
regarded as representing either the beliefs or the interests
of Sandra Lovelace, the individual concerned, nor of Canadian
Indian women in general. Firstly, the response is riddled
with patently obvious historical and sociological inaccuracies.
The last paragraph on page 2, alleges «that patrilineal family
relationships were traditionally used as a basis for deter-
mining legal claims». Indian societies were often matrili-
neal-and The Indian Act., had and still has the effect of
imposing foreign patrilineal principles on the traditional
system. Secondly, contrary to the allegations contained

in the second paragraph of page 2, the status section of

The Indian Act has been the object of serious governmental
consideration for well over three decades. Needless to say,
the matter was the object of grave individual consideration
the first time an Indian woman contemplated the prospect of
exXxclusion and exile.

As for obfuscation of issues, it is our contention that the
response wholly misrepresents both the spirit and effect of
The Indian Act insofaras it conceins the status of women., No-
where in the response is it stated that section 12 (1 (b)
of The Indian Act applied exclusively to women, and t ar
Indian male may freely marry a non-Indian without los
status. This is the source of the inequity which the
Committee has been asked to examine and the mission's
failure to mention it in i
than odious.
the actual motive for the
the reduction of the Indian porula
Indians. ne obvious effect of
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do not seek to instantly amend it is
a deplorab! attitude toward a vital issue.




Page 2

But the ultimate motive behind section 12 (1) (b) is even

more insulting. At the time the provision was enacted control
of the Indian population was a major concern. Exclusion of
Indian wives and their non-Indian husbands from reserves was
thoyght to facilitate such control by preventing the expansion
of Indian cultural institutions to include non-Indian males.
It is a historical fact that Europeans who freely communed
with the native population.and adopted Indian lifestyles

were among the most energetic builders of what has become

the civilization of North America. The status gection of

The Indian Act, clearly seeks to eliminate such enriching
cultural cross-fertilization within the context of the
reserve. And the reason for this is fear of self-assertion

by the status Indian. The contention that The Indian Act

was formed to preserve, protect and enhance the Indian way

of life is in view of these truths, nothing less than ridi-
culous and cannot be conscionably included as a submission

in the response.

No less unacceptable are the concialiatory references to
Indian Rights for Indian Women. The allegations contained

in the second paragraph of page 4, implys that the Government
of Canada has supported our organization over an extended
period of time. In very fact, Indian Rights for Indian

women is ten years old but received its first grant last
year, and the amount granted was paltry in relation to

monies given to other Indian organizations. This, in spite
of the fact that women comprise 51% of the Indian population
in Canada.

As for the reference to the National Indian Brotherhood in th=
third paragraph of page 4, we are aware of no official
pronouncements relating to the present issue made by that
body. Nor are we aware of any consultation between the
brothers of the response with the National Indian Brother-
hood. We are on the otherhand, very aware of the fact that
the mission has never consulted, nor even communicated with
Indian Rights for Indian women. copy of the response,
dated 4 April, 1980, wa - forwarded to us Nor was any
copy forwarded to Ms. Lovelace, the individua concerned.

We received a copy of the >une n 22 May 1930, through
informal channels. Jut his fortious comn cation.

The representatives of t! Indian women of Canada would ha
remained in absolute ignorance of the Canadian Government'
positien on their rights and their future.

£ 34

V
s

-

For the above reasons we demand that the
amend its response to reflect with accuracy and cand
historical and socialogical background of section 12
The Indian Act as well as its ac.ua discriminatory e

~ vy - o -
p2rmanent




Page 3

We further demand that such an amendment be made after public
consultation with persons and organizations concerned. As
representatives of the Indian Woman of Canada, we object to

the submission of the Response as it now stands as an inaccurate,
superficial and mendacious misrepresentation unworthy of a

nation that has long prided itself as a champion of human
rights in the international arena.

Trusting that this matter will meet with your prompt attention.

May 23, 1980
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Permanent Mission of Carn

to the Rnited Nations

The Permanent Missi C
Nations presents its comp] 2t
of the United Nations and has th
note G/SO 215/51 CANA R.6/24 of
a decision adopted by the Human
August 1979 in the matter concerni

The Permancnt Mission should be grateful to the
Secretary-General if > attached reply of the Government

HC
of Canada could be brought the attention of the Human
hts Committec.

§
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5
The Permancent Missi
pportunity to renew t

Nations the assuranc

4 April 1




RESPONSE OF THE GOVERNIMENT OF CANADA TO
THE DECISION OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE
CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT CCPR/C/DR(VII)R.6/24
DATED 19 SEPTEMBER 1979 IN THE MATTER
CONCERNING SANDRA LOVELACE

-

In a communication dated 29 December 1979, submitted
under the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights Sandra Lovelace alleged that
she was a Maliscet Indian living in Canada and that having
married a non-Indian she had lost her rights and status as
an Indian, by virtue of section 12(1)(b) of the Indian Act,
Revised Statutes of Canada 1970, C.1-6. She alleged that
as a result Canada violated articles 23(1) and (4), 26 and
27 of the International Covenant entered into force in
Canada on 19 August 1976.

Although on the date of her communication to the
Committee Mary Sandra Nicholas Lovelace was recorded in the
Indian register under number 287 Tobique Band as a single
person, under section 12(1)(b) of the Indian Act she had
legally lost her entitlement to be registered on 23 May 1970,
the date upon which she married a non-Indian. The registrar
was required by the Act to remove her name from the Indian

.register when he learned of her marriage. The Secretary
General of the United Nations in a note to the Government
of Canada (number G/50 215/51 CANA) dated 20 September 1978,

* requested Canada to provide "information and observations
relevant to the question of admissibility of the communication
The Committee decided on 14 August 1979 that in accordance
with article 4(2) of the Optional Protocol, Canada

"shall be requested to submit to the Committee,

within six months of the dat f the transmittal

to it of this decision, writt explanation or

statements clarifying the matter and the remedy, if

any, that may have been take  § A
= Sy e e o v s i e

Nothing contained in this response or the earlier
19 Stptember 1979 response of the Government of Canada should
be considered as indicating that the Government of Canada




admits or cor:urs in any of the allegations or observations
in the communications of Sandra Lovelace or that Canada
breached any of the provisions of the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights in rclations to Sandra Lovelace.

. The Government of Canada recognizes that many of the ;
provisions of the present Indian Act, including section 12(1)(b
require serious .reconsideration and reform. As evidence

of this recognition, the Government has publicly declared that
it intends to introduce into the Canadian Parliament proposed
legislation that would amend section 12(1)(b) of the Act in

a way that resolves as many as possible of the difficulties
caused by this provision.

The Indian Act is in accordance with the aims sought
to be achieved by article 27 of the International Covenant
which provides:

"in those states in which ethnic, religious or
linguistic minorities exist, persons belonging to
such minorities shall not be denied the right, in
community with the other members of their group, to
enjoy their own culture, to profersand practice their
own religion, or to use their own language.

Indians are a minority in Canada and the Act enhances their
ability and opportunity ''to enjoy their own culture...(and)
to use their own language'". Neecdlcss to say, a domestic law
such as this could not be effectively made in Canada unless
there was also legislative authority to define who is and who
15 not an Indian and how Indian status is acquired and lost.

The: first Indian Acts,which date from the early 19th
century, were enacted to protect Indians and Indian lands
from non-Indians. At the very outset, it became necessary
to define who was an Indian in order to be as definite as
possible about who had a right to occupy reserve lands that .
nad been set aside for a specific band (in Canada, local groups
‘of Indians are organized into bands). , .%

In wvhat was then a basically farming ecconomy, it was
considered that Indian reserve lands were more threatened by
non-Indian men than by non-Indian women. This, together with
thé fact that patrilineal family relationships, rather than
blood quantum (measure of Indian ancestry), were traditionally
usced as a basis for determining legal claims, led to the




introduction, in 1869, of the first legislative provisions
dealing with the status of Indian women who married non-
Indian men. An Indian woman who married a non-Indian man
was no lpnger considered an Indian under the Indian Act and
..-neither she nor her husband were allowed to reside on, or
have any interest in, rescrve land. Their children were
/also non-Indian and could not acquire an interest in reserve
land. Also reflected in these predecessors of section 12(1)(b)
was the prevalent view held at the time by non-Indian sociecty
.on the position of women and the family: that a man was
responsible for providing for the family and protecting
the family's interests.
- As bands were subjected to increased cultural pressure
and band populations grew, land became a more emotional issue
vnot only because of the real threat to a limited land base but
also because of what land came to symbolize. Government
protection of Indian land was seen as.an important indicator

.. of the overall relationship between Indians and Government.
As the CGovernment was seen to protect Indian land, it was also
seen as protecting Indian culture. These sentiments towards
land have remained deep-routed and the fear of losing reserve
lands has been a pervasive one. That is why this issue has

'+ often been linked in the minds of Indians to band membership

! and the provisions of the Indian Act that define it. This also
serves to explain why, until the last decade, there was little
demand by Indian groups and no initiative by the Federal
Government to have the status section of the Indian Act amended

The Govérnment's more recent commitment to have those
provisions of the Indian Act dealing with the status of Indian
women amended to accord more closely with contemporary
attitudes towards women and their rights and status in society
generally has met with different responses from within the
Indian community.

/ The National Indian Brotherhood, an organization of
 Indian associations across Canada, has stated that Indian meh

| and women should be treated equally, that the Government should

! compensate all those who have lost their status through sectiom

\ such as 12(1)(b), /and that Indians alone should determine who

{is an Indian and who is not. However, that view is not shared
by all Indign associations. Some maintain that because amendec
to the status provisions of the Act may well increase the number
of Indians and thecreby place demands on Indian lands and rescrve
lands,, there should be no such amendment without a corresponding




incrcase in the resource base of Indians. Others oppose
any changes because it is felt that the present legal
situation protects the Indian cultures and land base from
erosion by non-Indians. There is in addition the view tq
the effect that ubjectlve criteria for determining statu
should be included in the Act rather than Indian control of
membership. These sometimes opposing viewpoints have been
widely and consistently Oxprecsod "underlining the magniture
of 1ho differences of oplnlon within the Indian community
itself.

As a result of its commitment the Government of Canada
has undertaken specific measures to remedy the current legal
situation as it related to Indian women. Since mid-1976,
the Governor-in-Council has refrained from issuing Orders-in-
Council that enfranchise individual Indian women (under
section 109(2) of the Indian Act) and whereby the cease any
longer to be Indians (section 110). Jhile it is true that
cuch Orders—in-Council would have no legal effect on an Tnukzm

oman who, by marrying a non-Indian, s her status as

=R 8]
In@]nh by vVirtue of section 12(1)(b) of the Indian Act, st 11

'l
the policy of not issuing such Orders-in- CrnAnc il continues to
serve as a clear 1€W1ndﬂf of the GCovernment's intention to amend
section 12(1)(b). Lending additional support to this intention
is the fact that the Government of Canada has funded arf’c ontinued
-0 fund Indian Rights for Indian Women, an organizati on ha v1ny

)

one of its qtdLCd objectives -the amendment of section 12(1)(b)

the Indian Act.

Further complicating the legislative amendment process
the fact that each of the many propoonl for ending the
icy embodied in the present provisions of section 12(1)(b)

s far-reaching conscquences for Indian bands and Indian
families. Mixed marriages raise quovtnor" about not only the
futurce status of individuals entering into such marriages,
but also the legal and social consequences for the children and
grandchildren of such marriages The Government of Candda has
an ob]xbatlon to the Indian cc mmunity and to Canadians as a
whole to minimize the harm to Indian familics and to the Indian
community that dny such change in present lo;v'kl_ntion night
cause. 1‘115 position of the Government of Canada is, it is !
submitted, in Confoxmlty with article 2(2) of the lﬂtCILdthHd:
Covenant hhldﬁ obligated Canada '"to adopt such legislative or




other measures as may be necessary to give effect to the
rights recognized in the present Covenant', including rights
provided for in article 23(1), namely: .

"the family is the natural and fundamental group
unit of society and is entitled to protection by
society and the State'".

To sum up, therefore, the Government of Canada remains
committed to amend section 12(1)(b) of the Indian Act. However
the desire for quick and immediate legislative action has been,
and must continue to be, balanced by an understanding and
appreciation of the very basic way in which such changes in the
law will affect Indian society. Great carc must therefore be
taken in formulating legislative proposals so that such changes
are not imposed upon the Indian people of Canada but rather
evolve by means of a Government-Indian partnership of views.

The Canadian Government will advise the Human Rights
Committee of any changes to the Indian Act which have relevance
to the communication submitted by Sandra Lovelace.
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Santd Natignaie et Blen-etre gotial

Dear 1?77415{&/)’\_,

Ministre
Canads

Please find enclosed a copy of the

Government to the United Nations

Also enclosed is a letter
Women to the (Secretary of State) in reactior the Govermment's
response. For the reasons set forth in our letter to. the Secret-
ary of State for External Affairs we are demanding that the
Canadian Government amend its response to the United Nations. We
are appealing now to you to insist that the Govermment acknowledge
our letter and amend its response to the United Nations, as
Sandra Lovelace's case will be heard by the United Nations with-
in a few months. We urge you on behalf of all Native women in

Canada to make this matter a priority.

Jenny Margetts, President

Indian Rights for Indian Women
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