
Good day BLCN Membership,

This past week, I had the opportunity to attend the Treaty 6 150th Anniversary Gathering
at Fort Pitt, and I would like to share some of the things that stuck with me. It was an
important few days of listening, learning, and discussing the future of Treaty, our
relationship with Canada, and the responsibilities we carry to protect Treaty for future
generations.

One thing that really stood out to me was the number of young people who attended. This
was acknowledged by the Elders, who reiterated throughout the gathering that Treaty is
not simply something we celebrate once a year. “Treaty is alive. It is part of who we are
and continues to shape our relationship with the land and with the Crown.”

Seeing so many young people present, while also hearing the knowledge and passion
shared by many of the Elders, gave me hope for the future and personally motivated me to
dive deeper into a Treaty based way of thinking.
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Federal Policy and the Future of First Nations

A major topic of discussion was the direction Canada is taking with First Nations
governance and funding.

Russ Diabo spoke about what he describes as “White Paper 2.0” a modern federal strategy
that he argues could eventually eliminate the distinct legal category of “Indian” and move
First Nations toward municipal style governments.

Concerns were raised about federal transfer policies, multi-year funding agreements, and
responsibilities currently held by Indigenous Services Canada increasingly being
transferred to First Nations governments. The concern expressed was that, without careful
attention, these changes could gradually shift Canada's responsibilities and obligations
onto First Nations.



An Elder and former leader of his Nation also spoke about funding formulas and made a
statement that really stuck with me: “All of our members must be incorporated into our
Nation's funding numbers, regardless of where they live. We are one Nation, and our
responsibility is to support all of our members.”

Although I recognize this may be a challenging conversation, I would like to begin exploring
this with ISC and better understand how our funding formulas are developed. As our
population continues to grow, our funding does not always grow with it and, in some
programs, funding has actually decreased. This is concerning, and it is something I intend to
look into further.

There was also discussion about an upcoming First Nations First Ministers meeting
scheduled for October 26, 2026. Concerns were expressed about First Nations entering
these high level meetings without a clear Treaty based position, particularly when the
federal government controls the agenda and discussions can become framed around
reconciliation rather than the original Treaty relationship.
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NRTA, Treaty and the Land

Brad Michael spoke about the Natural Resources Transfer Agreements (NRTA) and the fact
that Treaty First Nations were not parties to the discussions that led to what he described
as these “constitutional arrangements.”

The message was that Treaty First Nations did not give consent under the 1930 NRTA for
their lands and natural resources to be transferred to the Prairie provinces. Concerns were
also raised that current federal legislation and major project initiatives, including Bill C-5,
risk repeating this history if Treaty Nations are again not meaningfully involved in decisions
affecting our lands and resources.

Representatives from the Prince Albert Grand Council brought greetings from their 12
Chiefs. Their Grand Chief suggested that when Treaty people meet with federal ministers,
both the NRTA and the Kehewin Proclamation should be brought directly to the table.

There are two fundamental issues behind this discussion the enormous wealth that
continues to be generated from our traditional lands, and the Treaty relationship itself.



It was spoken about throughout the gathering that we must understand and defend the fact
that Treaty cannot simply be reduced to the written text Canada relies upon today. Our
ancestors understood that we were agreeing to share the land, not surrender our
relationship with it.

Any path forward must therefore be based on a Government-to-Government, Treaty-based
relationship, including the principle of free, prior and informed consent.

Another important takeaway for me was that Treaty Nations need to become more
organized and work collectively. Decisions involving Treaty, lands and resources affect all
Treaty Nations, and there is strength in approaching these issues together rather than only
as individual Nations.
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Potential Treaty Based Process

Matthew Coon Come presented work on a proposed Terms of Reference that could provide
a starting point for determining how Treaty Nations approach the NRTA issue.

The proposal does not lock Nations into a predetermined outcome. Rather, it would
establish a process and a table where Treaty Nations and Canada could begin addressing the
exclusion of Treaty Nations from the original NRTA process.

The approach discussed would be bilateral and Treaty based, with the possibility of
examining amendments or renegotiation of the NRTA and establishing a process aimed at
restoring a more equitable relationship between Treaty Nations and the Crown.

The important takeaway for me is simple Treaty Nations must be at the table when
decisions are being made about Treaty lands and resources. The goal now is to continue
attending these discussions and work toward making that a reality

Moving Forward

The gathering reinforced for me that we need to be cautious about federal policy changes
that may appear beneficial in the short term but could have much larger implications for
Treaty and Canada's obligations in the future.



Funding, governance, economic development, lands and new federal programs cannot be
looked at separately from Treaty.

As we move forward I believe our Nation must continue advocating for all BLCN members to
be recognized in funding formulas, maintain a Nation-to-Nation and Treaty based
relationship with Canada, and ensure decisions concerning our lands and resources are not
made without our meaningful participation and consent.

For myself, this gathering has motivated me to continue learning, asking questions and
looking at the work I do as a Councillor through more of a Treaty based lens.

Most importantly, Treaty must remain at the forefront.

Kind Regards,

Micheal Lameman
Councilman
Beaver Lake Cree Nation
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