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Good afternoon. I would like to begin by acknowledging that we are on

the traditional lands of the Haudenoshaunee.

l am Robert Bertrand, National Chief of the Congress of Aboriginal

Peoples in Canada. I am here with Vice-Chief Kim Beaudin and my

fellow Provincial Representatives, Chief Wendy Wetteland and

President Todd Russell.

We are here today to speak about equality and human rights for all

Indigenous Peoples in Canada.

Since 1971, the Congress of Aboriginal Peoples has been a national ÿ ,'ÿ

social justice advocate for off-reserve Indigenous Peoples.

We seek to ensure that the rights of off-reserve status and non-status

Indians, Mÿtis, and Southern Labrador Inuit, as guaranteed in Canada's

constitution, are protected equally regardless of residence or Indian Act

status.
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In 1972, the Secretary of State for the Government of Canada

submitted a confidential internal report to the Prime Minister's

Cabinet. The report concluded that, "The Mÿtis and non-status Indian

people, lacking even the protection of the Department of Indian Affairs

and Northern Development, are far more exposed to discrimination

and other social disabilities. It is true today that in the absence of

federal initiative in this field they are the most disadvantaged of all

Canadian citizens."
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Over 45 years later we must ask ourselves, why does this situation

remain the same?

For years, both federal and provincial governments in Canada have

denied having legislative authority over Mÿtis and Non-Status Indians.

The federal government under the justification that section 91 (24) of

the Constitution, 1867 precluded them from doing so, and the

provincial government on the basis that the issue was a federal one.

This left many Mÿtis and non-status Indians in what the Supreme Court

of Canada has characterized as a "jurisdictional wasteland with

significant and obvious disadvantaging consequences."



In 1999, CAP addressed this crucial stalemate directly by launching a

legal challenge with Daniels v. Canada.

On April 14, 2016, after a seventeen-year court battle, the Supreme

Court issued a unanimous decision on Daniels v. Canada, declaring that

Mÿtis and non-status Indians are "Indians" under section 91(24) of

the Constitution Act, 1867.

This landmark ruling of the Daniels Decision confirmed Canada's

jurisdiction and responsibility to Mÿtis and Non-Status Indians.

It affirmed that the federal government has a fiduciary relationship

with the M6tis and Non-Status Indians, just as it does with status

Indians, and had a duty to consult and negotiate with them on matters

that affect them.

The Daniels decision has the potential to transform the framework and

relationship in which Canada deals with Mÿtis and Non-Status Indians.

Unfortunately, Canada remains an inactive partner in engaging CAP on

the Daniels decision.

CAP, and by extension the voices of Mÿtis and non-status Indians,

continues to experience exclusion from crucial discussions with the

Canadian government that impact the rights and the lives of our

constituents.



Canada needs to abandon and move away from its paternalistic,

litigious relationship with Indigenous Peoples, to one of complete

reconciliation with all our people where it honours its constitutional

and fiduciary responsibilities.

We strongly recommend that:

Canada use UNDRIP, as an international human rights instrument,

to implement measures to directly address the provisions of the

Daniels decision, and honour reconciliation and the rights of Mÿtis

and Non-Status Indians.

Thankyou,


