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¥e vrould l i k e to submit t h i s p r e s e n t a t i o n as -an a,ttempt to help focus .the-
Sub-Commission's a t t e n t i o n on how p o l i c i e s and p r a c t i c e s of r a c i a l discrimine.tion, 
s e gr e gat i o n -and ap a r t he i d are used against indigenous populations, i n pa,rticula,r, 
the methods employed i n i l o r t h America, which stand e,s g l a r i n g examples of the 
m^ost s o p h i s t i c a t e d forms of these anti-human a c t i o n s . 

Throughout the world, indigenous populations f i n d themselves tbireatened by 
the p o l i c i e s and p r a c t i c e s of one form or another of c o l o n i a - l i s t i c or s e t t l e r 
s t a t e . In i t s most b a s i c form, the major t h r u s t of the t h r e a t i s i n the form 
of e x t e r n a l e x p l o i t a t i o n of the lands comprising indigenous t e r r i t o r i e s , 
Invaria,bly, the n a t u r a l resources v/hich comprise a p a r t i c u l a r indigenous people's 
environment are coveted by an e x t e r n a l e n t i t y f o r the purposes of f e e d i n g i t s 
p a r t i c u l a r form of economic order. But the a c t u a l c a p a b i l i t y f o r impinging upon 
the fundamental freedoms and human r i g h t s of indigenous peoples derives from 
r a t i o n a l e s embedded i n a r a c i s t i d e o logy tha.t goes back to the time of i r i s t o t l e . 

I n North America, these elements have been the b a s i s of c o n f l i c t f o r more 
than 200 years. I t begins i n the c o l o n i a l era, but i s continued and r e f i n e d 
by the two s e t t l e r s t a t e s a f t e r t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e brealis w i t h England, ¥ithin 
the h i s t o r y of North iVmerica„ there are d i s t i n c t p a r a l l e l s i n the events of the 
18th and 19th c e n t u r i e s , v/ith events o c c u r i n g i n many pa r t s of the world today. 

I n North Americau, racism, segregation and even apartheid are affibodied i n 
the laws, j u d i c i a r y , and the two departments of "Indian A f f a i r s " narntained by 
both c o u n t r i e s . P a r t i c u l a r l y i n the case of these departmonts of "Indian 
A f f a i r s " , indigenous s t a t e s , nations and peoples had been d i s i l l u s i o n e d i n t o 
b e l i e v i n g that these two burea.ucracles ЬэЛ been created to f a c i l i t a t e the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y o b l i g a t i o n s entered i n t o by the two c o u n t r i e s and the 
o r i g i n a l s t a t e s and n a t i o n s . H i s t o r i c a l anatysis shows that these two bureaus 
were created f o r f a r d i f f e r e n t purposes and these wei'e; 

(1) To f a c i l i t a t e the c o l o n i z a t i o n and e x p r o p r i a t i o n of indigenous 
t e r r i t o r i e s ' during the expansion era.s of both c o u n t r i e s a n d 

(2) Implement the p o l i c i e s and laws promulgated by the s e t t l o r s t a t e s 
f o r the purpose of the complete subjugation of indigenous peoples. 

For example, the Port Stanwix Treaty of 1784? c l e a r l y sets f o r t h the boundaries 
of the t e r r i t o r y of the Haudenosaunee, In t h i s t r e a t y , "peace and f r i e n d s h i p " 
and the lands were to be secure f o r e v e r . A few short years went by and another 
t r e a t y was necessary, the Canadaiqua Treaty of 1794, to once again preserve the 
"pea.ce and f r i e n d s h i p " and the rematning lands. From the p e r i o d 1790 to I85O, 
the m3„jor p o r t i o n of the Handenosaunee land ba.se was l i t e r a l l y s t o l e n by agents 
r e p r e s e n t i n g various land speculators such as the H o l l a n d Land Company or 
Ogden Land Company. 

This era atso produced such t r e a t i e s as the 'Aialking T r e a t i e s " and the 
"Pa;per C h i e f s " . The '¥alking T r e a t i e s " were ba.sicatly how f a r a nan could 
xiatk i n a given number of days. The Ha,udenosa.uhee d i d not f e e l that much land 
vrould be given up c o n s i d e r i n g how f a r a m a n could watk i n one day. However, 
they didn't know that the s e t t l o r s haxl a i v e r t i s e d f o r s p e c i a l vraJkers, c l e a r e d 
t r a r l s , and set up rela.,ys. Much to t h e i r s u r p r i s e r. vast amount of land 
ôtsappeared. 
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The "Paper Chiefs" era was another important vehicle f o r the loss of huge 
amounts of lands. Persons.with no o f f i c i a l p o s i t i o n i n Indigenous governments 
and under the incluence of int o x i c a n t s , signed documents vrith the s e t t l e r s that 
l a t e r became " t r e a t i e s " surrendering vast amounts of land. 

The United States federal government passed the 1 7 9 0 Non-Intercourse Act 
which merely meant that a federal representative had to be present during any 
negotiations by non-federal e n t i t i e s with Indigenous states, nations or people. 
Some states, l i k e Nevr York, f l a g r a n t l y disregarded t h i s law and went ahead with 
i t ' s own treaty process. 

In Canada, Ottawa and the Department of Indian A f f a i r s and Northern Development 
have continued to act a s the E n g l i s h Croxra's c o l o n i a l surrogate since tho. passage 
of the B r i t i s h North American Act (BNA). In the same, "by hook or crook" manner, 
huge surrenders of land v e x e extracted from the Indigenous states, nations and 
peoples. The debate raging today over a Co.nadian c o n s t i t u t i o n needs to be seen 
i n the l i g h t that t h i s p a r t i c u l a r s e t t l e r rágime i s noxr seeking to l e g i t i m i z e • 
i t ' s existence as a formal s t a t e . The Internationa,! community rau.st pay close 
attention to t h i s s i t u a t i o n because i t ' s evolution i s going to mark a \rhole new 
chapter f o r the Indigenous states, nations and peoples on whose lands t h i s i l l e g a l 
state i s banking i t ' s claim. 

In I98O, the two "Indian A f f a i r s " bureaus continue to carry out t h e i r h i s t o r i c 
mandate. R e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r achieving the a.bove sta-ted two goals, has spread to 
other federal bureaucracies, and p o l i t i c a l subdivisions. The disemminating of 
t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y has been conducted under the guise of supposedly allowing the 
Indigenous peoples access to governmental services, as i s the case with any other 
" c i t i z e n " of these countries. In doing so, the o r i g i n a l t r e a ty commitments are 
being pushed into the background while an a l l out process i s being attempted to 
convince the Indigenous peoples that they are "minor!t; c i t i z e n s " of the s e t t l e r 
states. 

Had the long range plans of Ottawa and \/ashington been f u l f i l l e d , Indigenous 
states, nations and peoples would have been absorbed by the s e t t l e r society, and 
would be r e s t i n g i n the pigeon holes of bu.reaucracy reserved f o r "minorities" 
within these régimes. Three elements have Icept t h i s from o G u r r i n g ( l ) the o r i g i n a l 
t r e a t i e s , to which Indigenous states and nations continue to attach great importance; 
(2) the pervasive racism of the txro s e t t l e r s o c i e t i e s towards Indigenous peoples; 
(5)a strong w i l l to r e s i s t a s s i m i l a t i o n into these states. 

Indigenous resistance to the plans of these countries has never rested, nor 
have they ceased to see t h e i r struggle i n а.п i n t e r n a t i o n a l context. I t needs to 
be made cl e a r that the foundation of t h i s resistance i s set i n a c l e a r notion, held 
by the Indigenous communities, that they are independent states and members of the 
world community. In 1 9 2 3 j an Indigenous delegate journeyed to Geneva i n an attempt 
to address the League of Nations. In I 9 2 4 , the ¥or!d Court handed down a d e c i s i o n 
against Canada, i n an a c t i o n instituted- b j Indigenous peoples. The o r i g i n a l 
"united Nations" of the Iroquois confederacy ha.s served as the model f o r the 
General Assembly, and i n 1948> representatives of that confederacy helped to l a y 
the cornerstone of the United Nations General Assembly b u i l d i n g i n New York. Several 
Indigenous delegations now t r a v e l the \rorld on passports issued by t h e i r orna 
governments. 
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The key to discerning the nature of the struggle of Indigenous peoples i s 
to move beyond the semantics of "minority" and " c i t i z e n " , as used by the s e t t l e r 
or c o l o n i a l i s t i c states i n t h e i r defencefi to a l l e g a t i o n s made about t h e i r treatment 
of Indigenous peoples or nations. But to get beyond t h i s , one must be able to 
hear the voice and analysis of the affe c t e d p a r t i e s , and at present, there i s no 
such vehicle f o r the m i l l i o n s of Indigenous peoples i n the world. 

We have stated i t before, and w i l l do so again, there i s a crying need f o r 
a permanent Working Group, with the Sub-Commission, that deals expressly xiith the 
question of Indigenous states, nations and peoples. In the nine years since the 
beginning of the study of Indigenous issues and problems, thousands have l o s t 
t h e i r l i v e s , hundreds of thousands of acres of lands have been talcen^ or equally 
destroyed. These problems and issues are s u f f i c i e n t l y grave enough to irarrant a 
Working Group to come into existence before the existence of any long axraited report. 

The present day United nations v/as founded on a premise of peace, so was tho 
ancient Iroquois Confederacy that t h i s body i s modelled a f t e r . But the confederacy 
also holds to the p r i n c i p l e of working today, f o r the future of the seventh 
generation. In that context, we urge the members of the Sub-Commission to r a i s e 
t h e i r v i s i o n beyond the turmoil of today, to focus on the v i s i o n of a xrorld at 
peace, and take steps today that insure that future. 


