
1 
 

The Honour of the Crown is at stake in dealings with Aboriginal Peoples. 

(March 10,2015) 

She:kon, I am Phil Monture, Mohawk of the Grand River Territory. On June 1 1975 I was approached by 

my Six Nations Council to return home and establish the Six Nations Land Claims Research Office under 

the guidance of Canada's first full blooded native lawyer, Mr. Norman E. Lickers from Six Nations. We 

built our Land Rights expertise from within our community and maintain this corporate knowledge and 

expertise to assist our community in our day to day undertakings.  

In our meetings during these early years with Department of Justice Lawyers we were advised by the 

Crown's legal counsel Mr. James Beckett that  regardless of what you prove and regardless how unjust 

any actions by the Crown occurred against the Six Nations Peoples, you cannot force the Crown to pay 

one red cent unless by a court order. No truer words have ever been spoken. 

Funding 

 

I do acknowledge that most if not all of the research we chose to undertake could not have happened 

without the research funding originally provided by the Research Funding Branch of the Indian Affairs 

Department. Although many of our are  records are held by the Crown as our fiduciary, revealing the 

truth of what the Crown(s) did with our lands, resources and revenues proved expensive. With the Six 

Nations / Haudenosaunee rich history, the written records had to be located in Ottawa throughout 

many government departments; the war records in London England to reveal the promises made our 

people  for fighting alongside  Great Britain as Allies throughout the American Revolutionary War and 

the war of 1812. Our pursuit  for justice included the Upper Canada / Province of Canada records 

throughout the Province and many written records throughout the United States. In all, the federal  

funding as provided covered less than half of our research expenses we incurred in this vast 

undertaking. In 1995 Canada ceased all our research funding, closed all our claims files and would not 

accept or acknowledge anymore claim submissions from the Six Nations of the Grand River. 

Claim Submissions 

Between 1975 - 1994 Six Nations submitted a total of 28 claims under Canada's Specific Claims Policy. All 

the claims that Canada selectively chose to counter research were determined validated for 

negotiations. With Canada's extinguishment policy and take it or leave it offers Six Nations concluded 

Canada's Specific Claims Policy was a failure and could not be contortioned to resemble justice for Six 

Nations. The final insult was a take it or leave $113 / acre offer for lands valued between $6,000 - 

$10,000 per acre. Canada acknowledged and Parliament was informed that the mortgage payments for 

these lands  ceased in February 1853. The real problem; these Block 5 lands encompassed 30,800 acres 

and was intended to be an ongoing revenue for the Six Nations Peoples for 999 years. We had no place 

to go for justice to address large, legal liabilities against Canada. We concluded there was no merit or 

justice in staying with Canada's Specific Claims Policy. 
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Even if Canada's extinguishment requirement was not a factor, the mere size of the legal liabilities 

against the Crown and volume of land and financial transactions would on a lot by lot basis choke 

Canada's  Specific Claims Branch and eventually the Specific Claims Tribunal. 

 

Example:  

- The original Town Plot of Brantford  was established to set aside 600 acres to move all the squatters 

from elsewhere within the Six Nations Tract. The 600 acres turned into 807 acres. The trespass on Six 

Nations Lands did not stop although this was the paramount  condition for establishing Brantford. The 

Town plot was to be divided into 1/4 acre lots ; each lot to be sold for no less than 10 £ and paid for in 

full within 6 years. We know the sales conditions were not fully met and we know the terms of the 

purported surrender establishing the Town Plot of Brantford were not met. What we do know is, what 

funds that might have been collected did not go for the use and benefit of the Six Nations Peoples; but 

instead were used to run the Country. 

-To further demonstrate our point, let's suppose the surrenders were valid allowing for the sale of 

certain lands (which we deny). The Townships of Brantford, Oneida, Seneca, Onondaga, North Cayuga, 

South Cayuga and Dunn Township were surveyed into 100 acre lots and were to be appraised before 

sales could take place. Again we know many of the lands so identified lack surrenders sanctioned by Six 

Nations ; that the lot by lot analysis shows many of the lots were never or partially paid for; and upon 

analysing our trust funds, we know such transactions were rushed through so the Crown could collect 

monies to run the country. 

These two examples alone, if done lot by lot analysis involves more than 6,000 land transactions with 

the potential for that many claims being submitted into Canada's Specific Claims Branch.  

 

Staying within Canada's Specific Claims Policy as a means towards justice was pointless, so in 1995 Six 

Nations commenced litigation against Canada and Ontario for an accounting for all of our lands and the 

thousands of financial transactions associated with the nearly 950,000 acres within the Haldimand Tract, 

and seeking an order to make the trust whole again.  This litigation continues. 

 

Claims over $150 Million 

 

26th meeting of the Standing Committee on Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development 

October 4, 2010 
Todd Norman Russell moved, — That the Committee undertake a study on the specific claims tribunal 
process and on issues relating to a process for claims with a value over $150 million, using situations 
such as the land rights grievance at Six Nations of the Grand River, Ontario as part of the case study, and 
that the Committee identify and invite those First Nations, and other communities with claims over 
$150 million, to appear before the Committee. 

A Federal election was held in March 2011 and this opportunity to appear and present evidence  has 
never been given the light of day by the Harper Government. There is no place at the Tribunal or 
elsewhere for Six Nations to go due to the size of our unresolved Land Rights issues if equitable justice is 
to be served 
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United Nations Permanent Forum on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples  

 

Six Nations has  taken our Land Rights concerns and the way Canada has treated this matter to the 

United Nations consistently since 2011. We made positive recommendations to resolve the deterrents 

and obstacles the Crown has placed before, not only the Six Nations of the Grand River Peoples but 

other First Nations across Canada. In October 14, 2013 as a member of the Iroquois Caucus, Six Nations 

made similar recommendations to United Nations Special Rapporteur James Anaya.  We have and will 

continue to build on these efforts at The United Nations forums for a just and an amicable Land Rights 

forum; a just process meeting United Nations Standards and acceptable to the Six Nations People's and 

the People's of Canada.  In our most recent efforts in May 22 4014, Six Nations Chief Ava Hill addressed 

the United Nations Forum on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples with the following: 

 

In upholding the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, Six Nations of 

The Grand River  once again call upon the United Nations to: 

 

A. Call upon Canada to support land, resource and revenue sharing agreements with The Six 

Nations of The Grand River throughout their Treaty Lands to establish a self-sustaining, adequate, 

stable economy  with the necessary land base sufficient  to achieve and practice our Inherent 

Right to Self-Government as promised in Canada's Constitution. 

 

B. Call upon Canada to immediately abandon existing policies such as its Comprehensive and 

Specific Claims policies which  extinguish or have the effect of extinguishing our children's rights 

to lands, territories and resources. Canada must enter into  long term Treaty Relationships with 

the Six Nations of the Grand River in addressing our Land Rights issues. 

 

C. Call upon Canada to require our Free Prior and Informed consent prior to passing legislation 

affecting the lives and well being of the Six Nations Peoples; and  require our Free Prior and 

Informed consent prior to any developments taking place within our Treaty Territories. 

 

D. Call upon Canada in conjunction with Six Nations to create truly neutral dispute resolution  

tribunals to resolve legal disagreements relating to our Land Rights. Such a tribunal would have 

authority to make binding  decisions on the validity of issues, compensation criteria and 

innovative means for resolving issues.  Progress on negotiations shall report to the United Nations 

and to the Parliament of Canada through a special joint Six Nations/Parliamentary Committee. 
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Moving Forward 

When Caledonia erupted in 2006, Canada confirmed on December 4, 2007, that the new Specific Claims 
Action Plan would not apply to the Six Nations negotiations. We have been awaiting for negotiations to 
resume. Since 2009, Six Nations have lobbied all  parties of the Federal Government to get negotiations 
restarted under a new revenue sharing scenario, with certainty and without the prerequisite of 
extinguishment. On December 11, 2012 Six Nations Council, and our neighbours the Councils of Brant  
County and the City of Brantford met with representatives from all Federal Political Parties to get Six 
Nations Land Rights Negotiations restarted. Brant County and the City of Brantford spoke passionately  
as to the uncertainty these unresolved land issues have done to the economies in this region. What this 
uncertainty has done to relationships between neighbours in the region and how confrontations at 
development sites have virtually deterred all investment in the region 

Six Nations efforts for Peace and Justice have constantly been thwarted by the present Federal 
Government. In March 2014 Six Nations again proposed the Six Nations Council, the Province of Ontario 
and Canada establish a working group to explore options and to determine if such a process respectful 
of Six Nations principles might be reached for negotiations to commence. Canada and its 
representatives  once again dismissed this opportunity as recent as December 2014.  

 

“There can be no peace or harmony unless there is justice” 

Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peoples (RCAP), 1996 

 

"Negotiation or Confrontation: It’s Canada’s Choice" 

Final Report of the Standing Senate Committee on Aboriginal Peoples 

Special Study on the Federal Specific Claims Process 

December 2006 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


