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Unceded Territory

•Unceded lands are lands that were never signed 
away by First Nations

• The Maritimes, nearly all of British Columbia and a 
large swath of eastern Ontario and Quebec

• Legally underlying title still rests with First Nations





https://indigenousnationhood.blogspot.com/2020/02/rcmp-invasion-of-wetsuweten-nation.html



Historic Timeline



Rupert’s Land 
1670 granted to 
HBC by Royal 
Proclamation



• 1867 Canadian Confederation and BNA Act

• 1869 Canada buys Rupert’s Land from HBC



• £300,000 ($62,252,585 in 2019) and the HBC 
retained all posts and land around the posts 
(50,000 acres)

• Within 50 years the HBC would select 1/20 land in 
the fertile belt (best agricultural land)

• HBC would trade without exceptional taxes (tax 
break)



• 1/20 fertile land = 7,000,000 acres

• Between 1891 – 1930 Company’s land sales 
netted profits of $96,366,021 
($1,431,999,072 in 2019)

• HBC Benefitted from Treaties and Scrip



• 1870 Manitoba Act - Métis Lands 1.4 million acres 
set aside. Of 742 land scrip coupons issued in the 
Claim Region, 725 were assigned to 3rd parties 
(purchased by individuals), and only 3 coupons 
were converted by the grantee to a Letter Patent

• 1876 Indian Act

• 1982 Canada Act



Numbered Treaties

• Treat 1 (July 27 – August 3, 1871)

• Treaty 2  (November 25, 1871)

• Treaty 3 (October 1 – 3, 1873)

• Treaty 4 (September 8 - September 15, 1874)

• Treaty 5 (1875 and 1876)

• Treaty 6 (August 15-23, 1876 and  September 5 – 9, 
1876)



• Treaty 7 1877

• Treaty 8 1899

• Treaty 9 1905

• Treaty 10 1906

• Treaty 11 1921



Land Surrender?

•Disputes over Treaties and the emphasis on what is 
“legal” based on written proof as opposed to oral 
history and testimony

•Mainstream Canadians believe First Nations were 
naïve, misunderstood underlying title, or were 
conquered

• Inability to conceive that title, property, 
accumulation of possessions was not ethical



•Underlying title was not discussed

• “Sharing of land” with lands specifically prohibited 
for settlers to occupy

•Women and children were not present at 
negotiations

•Reports specifically to avoid mention of title



Commissioner Simon Dawson in Treaty 3

"I think a treaty with (the Indians) should, in the first instance, be 
confined to this one point, namely, right of way. This they 
expressed their willingness to accord many years ago, but the 
question of relinquishing land for settlement was always taken by 
them [under consideration].... The first great point is to get the 
communication open, and the first treaty should be confined, as I 
have said, simply to right of way. By combining it with the land 
question, surveys the townships for settlement, reserves for 
Indians, and so forth, complications might arise which would 
prove embarrassing."



Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peoples (1996) 
"Notwithstanding clear words calling for 
extinguishment in many historical treaties, it is 
highly probable that no consent was ever given by 
Indigenous parties to that result. Indigenous people, 
who believed that the Creator set them on their 
traditional territories and gave them the 
responsibility of stewardship of the land and of 
everything on it, are not likely to have surrendered 
that land knowingly and willingly to strangers” 



Sharon Venne

• 1982 Canada Act violated the Treaties

• First Nations leaders took the UK to court and won in 
1981

•Canada: “The existing aboriginal and treaty rights of 
the aboriginal peoples of Canada are hereby 
recognized and affirmed” 35(1)

•Court proceedings in the UK were sealed until 2021



First Nations, Treaties and Obligation

•Misconceptions about Indian Trust 

• Taxpayers do not support First Nations

• Land Sales of First Nations lands went into Indian 
Trust 1911

•Government started accessing account in 1912 with 
the promise to Governor General to replace the 
funds – no evidence that happened



•No question about where all the funds for 
purchase of HBC, Treaty negotiators and 
surveyors, Manitoba Act, and subsidising western 
settlers

• First Nations are supposed to deal with the 
Treasury Board and Governor General on the use 
of their monies



•Department of Indian Affairs will not give the 
amounts in the Indian Trust accounts, but the 
monies are how Indian Affairs runs: 19% 
running of Indian Affairs, 20% “other”, 61% 
programs and services for First Nations with 
restrictions



• For First Nations who want access to their Indian 
Account, funds are withheld by Indian Affairs until 
they comply with Indian Affairs requirements

• The way Indian monies are controlled, no future 
economic planning, no infrastructure, no ability to 
plan beyond a year

• Treaties are violated every year



Future Concerns

• First Nations who are on unceded territories, the 
only option is what they will agree to give up

• Loss of Indian Status – First Nations were required to 
register as of September 4, 1951

•Disconnection to land and the only future is 
“economic development” not addressing loss of 
culture, language, and lands and the wealth that 
came from their lands



•Continued disregard of Treaty obligations

•Continued refusal to educate on actual Canadian 
history

•Denial of Nation to Nation agreements

•Racism and structural racism that continues to 
impact each generation



Thank you


