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Abstract

The Six Nations land “occupation and protest” in Caledonia, Ontario, provides an
important case study through which to better understand the attitudes and responses of
local “non-Native” peoples to “Native” land disputes. This study explores the ways in
which the residents of Caledonia think about the Six Nations claim that encompasses the
land subject to the “occupation”; the ways in which the provincial and federal
governments responded to the “occupation”; the tactical activism that was employed to
buttress the land claim; the response of the Ontario Provincial Police to the “occupation”;
and the perception that there has been an iniquitous application of the rule of law between
“Natives” and “non-Natives” leading to a system of “two tier justice” in Caledonia. This
study also examines how the discourse of opposition employed by the residents of
Caledonia towards the “occupation” is embedded in the liberal democratic notion of
equality. I argue that vehement opposition to the Six Nations’ land claim stems from the
residents’ desire to preserve their own economic interests, which they think would
otherwise be threatened by Six Nations ownership of the disputed property. I found that
the tactical activism employed by “protestors” created more tension, hostility, and
concern for the residents of Caledonia than the Six Nations claim to the disputed
property. Lastly, I found that many residents believe they would have been as hostile
towards any group that closed down their roads and inconvenienced their daily lives, as
they were with the Six Nations. Although opposition to the “occupation” was tempered
by racism on the part of some individuals, 1 argue the concept of racism does not
adequately explain the opposition arising from all individuals. Instead, opposition to the
“occupation” is primarily grounded in the rhetoric of equality. The case of Caledonia is
important because the “occupation and protest” has had lasting impacts on individuals
from both the Six Nations and Caledonia. It has also damaged the previous harmonious
and amicable relationship between the Six Nations and Caledonian communities. As
well, the climate of “non-Native” public opinions towards “Native” Peoples and issues
can act as a vehicle or an impediment to the settlement of “Native” land claims and the
decolonization of “Native” Peoples from the state. Thus, it is important to understand the
nature of local public opinions since they could impact the ability of the Six Nations to
achieve swift and fair settlements to their land claims throughout the Haldimand Tract.
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Introduction

Since forced to further the creation of settler colonies by the French and British empires
and the subsequent creation of the Canadian state as an autonomous dominion with the
British Empire, “Native” Peoples across Canada have been actively engaged in counter-
colonial forms of political struggle. These include various forms of protest and resistance
to reclaim land from which they were dispossessed or which were given under treaties
and then subsequently taken over. (McCue 1994) In contrast to other previously
colonized societies, Canada has not radically decolonized itself. When Canada began to
move towards responsible government under the British Empire, gradually increasing
levels of authority were transferred from the British Empire to colonial governments,
including authority over “Native” Peoples. Accordingly, when Canada became a self-
governing "Dominion" under the former British North American Act in 1867,
responsibility for "Indians and Lands reserved for the Indians" was transferred to the
federal government in Section 92(24). Thus, Canada’s settler population assumed
authority over the new country's “Native” population and was to deepen colonial
relations with an increasingly complex regulatory structure under the Indian Act, first
passed in 1876. '

Canada's “Native” Peoples have continued fighting colonization over the past 143
years since the Dominion of Canada was first formed. And this struggle, if anything, has
intensified since the end of the Second World War. “Because decolonization in the form
of the removal of [“non-Native”] settlers and governments will not occur in Canada,”
“Native” political activity often contests existing and proposes alternative, relationships
that structure “Native”-settler relations in Canada. (Furniss 1999: 12) In the past thirty-
five years, for example, “Native” Peoples have engaged in at least twenty-four major
occupations and blockades as a means to affirm and exert their rights to lands and
resources.” Questions regarding “Native” title contest the notion of who owns and
possesses the rights to lands and resources in Canada and land claims act as a catalyst for
changing the power-sharing relationship between “Native” and “non-Native” Peoples and
the state. “Native” land claim protests, occupations, and blockades have received
attention from York and Pindera (1991), Blomley (1995), Pertusati (1997), Ramos
(2006), Wilkes (2006, 2004a, 2004b), and DePasquale (2007). In part, these scholars
help to explain the collective political actions of “Native” Peoples and the issues that
underlie them. Released fifteen months into the Six Nations occupation of the “Douglas
Creek Estates (DCE)”, the Report of the Ipperwash Inquiry (2007) further examined the
causes, prevention, and policing of “Native” occupations and protests. These works help
us to better understand the evolution and use of occupations and other acts of civil
disobedience by “Native” communities as means of buttressing their land claims.

Equally important to our understanding of “Native” land claim protests are the
responses of “non-Native” Canadians to land claims and the collective action used by
“Native” Peoples to advance those claims. Ponting and Gibbins (1981a, 1981b, 1980),
Ponting (2000, 1984), and Langford and Ponting (1992) have examined the attitudes of

! For a brief description of many of the occupations and blockades referred to, see Borrows (2005).
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“non-Native” Canadians towards “Native” Peoples and issues including “Native” protests
and forms of tactical activism. Moreover, Menzies (1994), Furniss (1999), Hamilton
(2006), and Mackey (forthcoming, 2005, 2002, 1999) have analysed some of the virulent
reactions of “non-Native” people to “Native” land claims and to the collective action
“Native” Peoples employ to advance their claims in Australia, the United States, and
Canada.

The collective action of the Six Nations at the “DCE” is of particular historical
significance. In April 2006, the Six Nations Elected Band Council handed the
responsibility of negotiating a resolution to the “occupation and protest” over to the
traditional Confederacy Chiefs Council and Clan Mothers. (Windle 2006f) The
resurgence of the traditional government of the Six Nations signifies the first time the
federal government has officially acknowledged and agreed to negotiate with the
Confederacy since it tried to forcibly eliminate it under the Indian Act in 1924. (Weaver
1994) As well, by framing the “occupation and protest” as a political issue, “ [ ] the
struggle around the Douglas Creek Estates poses not only the question of a struggle over
the possession of a particular parcel of land, but also raises the very question of [Six
Nations] political sovereignty.” (Keefer 2007) Questions regarding the historical
antecedents of the Six Nations land claim(s) and the implications of achieving or failing
to achieve a settlement to those claims for the Six Nations community, would help us to
better understand how the Six Nations view the “occupation and protest” in relation to
their historical grievances. These questions are, however, best answered by scholars and
members of the Six Nations who for many years have actively engaged in efforts to
educate the local public about their community’s history and land claims, and more
recently about the objectives of the “occupation and protest” at the “DCE”. Thus, this
project makes no attempt to speak for or on behalf of the Six Nations. It is not my goal
or purpose in this thesis to address the merits of the “occupation and protest”, nor the
validity of the Six Nations land claim, which encompasses the “DCE”.

Caledonia is the town whose territory borders and surrounds, in part, the disputed
land. In this thesis, I explore the reactions and responses of its residents towards the Six
Nations “occupation”, “protest”, and land claim. I have focused on two major questions.
First, how have the residents of Caledonia reacted and responded to the Six Nations land
claim and the type of direct political action used to buttress their claim(s)? Second, what
are the ideological foundations upon which responses to the “occupation” and land claim
are premised? Are individuals who oppose the “occupation”, the tactics employed by Six
Nations “protestors”, and other circumstances arising out of the “protest” expressing a
“colonial" mentality (which has long been characteristic of the mainstream Canadian
polity and society), or is this opposition based on other types of beliefs?

The Argument

Through a case study of the Six Nations “occupation and protest” of the “DCE”
property in the Town of Caledonia, I explore the views that the residents of Caledonia
hold towards the Six Nations land claim that encompasses the “DCE” and the methods
they employed to buttress their claim. In turn, I examine how those views influenced the
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ways in which Caledonians reacted and responded to the ‘“occupation” and related
circumstances.

In the research that follows, I outline the diverse attitudes of the residents of
Caledonia towards the Six Nations land claim that encompasses the “DCE” property and
to the potential transfer of ownership of the “DCE” from the Province of Ontario to the
Six Nations. In relation to those individuals who expressed strong, direct opposition to
the land transfer, I argue that such opposition stems from the residents’ desire to protect
and preserve their own entrenched economic needs and interests, which they think would
otherwise be threatened by Six Nations ownership of the disputed property. Opposition
to the potential land transfer can be explained in relation to Waldron’s Supersession
Thesis (2004, 1992). Like Waldron, the residents of Caledonia argue that the historical
grievances of the Six Nations cannot supersede their own economic interests.
Caledonians fear that Six Nations ownership of the “DCE” will result in negative
economic impacts for the residents and Town. Thus, even if the reallocation of the land
to the Six Nations would help to rectify the historical grievances of the Six Nations, the
residents of Caledonia believe the land should not be transferred because of the injustice
they think it would create for the residents and Town.

My research also demonstrates that Caledonian residents are highly critical of the
ways in which both the provincial and federal governments have reacted and responded
to the Six Nations land claim and “occupation and protest”. They recognize that the
province made some attempts to help resolve the situation vis-a-vis the implementation of
the Residential Assistance and Business Recovery Programs. Many residents remain
critical, however, of the province’s decision to purchase the “DCE” property. They also
criticize the lack of leadership shown by the federal government throughout the dispute.
Caledonians felt betrayed and abandoned by the federal government. More generally, my
research outlines the ways in which the provincial and federal governments responded to
the “occupation and protest”. The response from the Harper government suggests to the
residents of Caledonia that land claims are not a priority for the federal government.
They think that politicians avoid “hot-button” issues and seek to avoid the potentially
disastrous political fallout that could result should a land claim dispute become violent, as
was the case with Oka and Ipperwash. Other Caledonians argued the land claim dispute
created a no-win situation. They contend that if the province and OPP had brought a
swift and potentially violent end to the “occupation and protest”, the country would face
immediate acts of retaliation from other “Native” communities across the country.
Lastly, I show that residents believe that the federal government has been dragging its
feet with respect to resolving the Six Nations land claim because the government lacks
sufficient evidence to prove the claim is invalid.

The thesis also outlines how my informants expressed a variety of differences in
opinion regarding the purpose of the Six Nations “occupation and protest”. Most argued
it was probably necessary for the Six Nations to take action of such magnitude in order to
gain the attention and commitment of the federal government with respect to addressing
their claims and grievances. While many Caledonians expressed that they could
understand the frustrations of the Six Nations, they disapproved of the tactics the
“protestors” employed to buttress their land claim because they felt they were victimized
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and unfairly burdened by them. In the research, I found that the tactical activism
employed by “protestors” created more tension, hostility, and concern for the residents of
Caledonia than the Six Nations claim to the “DCE” property itself. The informants draw
clear distinctions between acceptable (and thus, permissible) and unacceptable (and thus,
impermissible) forms of protest and collective action. Drawing on Ponting (2000) and
Langford and Ponting (1992), I propose that social factors including prejudice,
neoconservatism, and perceived group conflict influence the views “non-Natives” hold
towards the types of protest tactics employed by “Native” collectivities. For example,
when “non-Native” perceptions of group conflict increase, their opposition to “Native”
demands and political action also increases.

Finally, in my exploration of the relationships between racism and opposition to
the Six Nations “occupation and protest”, I find that my informants strongly believe they
would have been as angry and hostile towards any group that closed down their roads and
inconvenienced their daily lives, as they were with the Six Nations. Although opposition
to the “occupation and protest” was embedded in racism on the part of some individuals, 1
argue the concept of racism does not adequately explain the opposition arising from all
individuals. Rather than employing a racist rhetoric, the residents tend to draw on a
discourse of ‘“equality” to ground their opposition to the “occupation” and their
perceptions regarding the application of the rule of law throughout the land claim dispute.

Organization of the Thesis

In researching these questions and thinking about the results of my fieldwork, I
explore five thematic areas. I begin in Chapter One with the provision of the necessary
factual background information needed to contextualize the protest. Chapter Two looks to
the first thematic area, the attitudes of the residents of Caledonia towards the Six Nations
land claim. I outline the ways in which Caledonians think about the land claim which
asserts that the Six Nations are the rightful owners of the “DCE” property, and their
thoughts regarding the potential transfer of ownership of the “DCE” property to the Six
Nations. I argue that residents directly, and in some cases, vehemently oppose the
transfer of the “DCE” property to the Six Nations. They think the preservation of their
own (economic) needs and interests that arise from ownership of the “DCE” property
supersede the Six Nations' interest in rectifying historic injustices via the reallocation of
land to the Six Nations community. This view is held regardless of whether the land was
misappropriated and directly associated with the historical grievances of the Six Nations
People.

Chapter Three discusses the attitudes of the residents of Caledonia towards the
ways in which the provincial and federal governments have reacted and responded to the
Six Nations land claim and the “occupation and protest” and the reasons why they think
the governments responded in select ways. Chapter Four examines the reactions and
responses of the residents of Caledonia to the Six Nations land “occupation and protest”.
I describe what Caledonians think the individuals involved in the “occupation” were
protesting and what they think about the tactics and strategies that were employed by the
“protestors” to buttress the “occupation” and land claim. I argue that the residents were
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incensed by and opposed to the tactics the Six Nations utilized to buttress their land claim
and that the forms of tactical activism that were used, created more tension and hostility
for the residents than the Six Nations claim to the land itself.

In Chapter Five, I examine how the residents of Caledonia reacted and responded
to the policing of the “occupation and protest”. I discuss the perception that throughout
the dispute, the Ontario Provincial Police (OPP) iniquitously applied the rule of law to
“Native” “protestors” on the one hand and “non-Native” residents of Caledonia on the
other. 1 also explore their impression that the OPP’s approach to policing the
“occupation” was a direct result of the Ipperwash Inquiry. As well, I examine how
perceptions regarding the iniquitous application of the rule of law have given rise to the
view that there is a system of two tier justice in Caledonia. I describe how the residents
of Caledonia define the notion of "two tier justice" and the ways in which they think the
rule of law should function in Canada. I argue that perceptions about two tier justice
contest their understanding of the fundamental Canadian ideal of equality and of the
notion that all Canadians should possess equal rights. Contrary to the presupposition that
all individuals are equal before the law and despite public disdain for collective rights,
however, I argue that the law acknowledges that “Native” Peoples persist as distinct
societies with explicit collective rights within the framework of Canadian society. These
collective rights stand in direct tension to the normative assumptions embedded within
the rhetoric of equality. (Furniss 1999)

In Chapter Six, I examine the relationship between racism and opposition to the
“occupation and protest”. I argue that Caledonian residents believe they would likely
have been equally as angry at any group of people, regardless of race and regardless of
what that group was protesting, that blocked their roads, inconvenienced their lives, and
were not immediately stopped from doing so by the OPP. I also argue that the concept of
racism does not provide a sufficient or adequate analytical framework through which to
explain the opposition of all individuals to the “occupation” and/or related circumstances.
Although some Caledonians oppose the Six Nations land claim and most oppose the
tactics used to advance the claim, the discourse of opposition employed by the residents
cannot be “simply characterized as expressions of racism” in all instances. (Furniss 1999:
139) The racist rhetoric that has historically been employed to justify the colonization of
“Native” Peoples has instead been replaced by the discourse of equality.

Research Methodology

The major reactions and responses examined in this study were selected following
an analysis of newspaper articles published between March 2006 and March 2007 (i.e.,
within the first twelve months of the “occupation and protest”). Three newspapers were
selected: The Hamilton Spectator, a daily newspaper published in the City of Hamilton,
Ontario®; The Grand River Sachem, a weekly newspaper published in the Town of
Caledonia; and The Tekawennake, a weekly newspaper published on the “Six Nations

" 2 Hamilton is a large city of some 500,000 people, approximately ten kilometers from Caledonia, and the
place where many townspeople work.
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Reserve”. All three newspapers were selected for the study because they devoted a
significant amount of coverage to events, activities, and reactions concerning the
“occupation and protest” and thus, served as key data sources. Articles from The
Hamilton Spectator were available in a full-text, online database. Articles in The Grand
River Sachem and The Tekawennake were only available in hard copy; thus, each issue
was searched manually for relevant items. Articles that contained any information or
reference to the “occupation and protest” were examined, including editorials, opinion
letters, and general news stories. The time frame selected for this study was limited to
twelve months and only three newspapers were selected for analysis, in order to fit the
spatial and time limitations of the project.

A purposive sampling method was used to recruit participants for the study. Semi-
structured interviews were conducted with twelve “non-Native” individuals identified as
“key informants” (four women and eight men). Key informants were individuals who
were found to have publicly expressed statements of opposition to the Six Nations
“occupation” and/or certain circumstances related to the “protest” between March 2006
and March 2007. All statements were published in at least one of the three newspapers
selected for this study in news articles, editorials, or opinion letters. All key informants
were residents of Caledonia throughout the period under study and continue to live in
Caledonia today. News items that expressed the views and opinions of key informants
were interpreted as implicit statements of opposition to the actions taken by, and/or the
land claim and objectives of, the Six Nations “protestors”. A few of the key informants
were also identified as those who had participated in some form of direct action against
the “occupation” and/or in certain circumstances related to the “protest”. Key informants
were asked to elaborate on the meaning and implications of their statements and actions
to help the research move beyond the ways in which events and reactions concerning the
“occupation and protest” were represented and interpreted by the media.

One of the primary limitations of the study pertains to the sample size and sampling
method selected for the study. Given that the small sample size represents only a fraction
of the total population of Caledonia and that interview participants could be publicly
identified as those who had spoken or acted against the “occupation and protest”, it is
possible that the views and opinions expressed by key informants may not accurately
reflect the general attitudes and opinions of the broader Caledonian citizenry. Second,
the Canadian newspaper industry’s coverage of “Native” protests and collective action
tends to be “negative, centred on conflict, disruptions, and crime.” (Singer 1982: 351)
Articles about and photographs of the “Oka Crisis”, for example, portrayed “Natives”
who participated in the blockade at Oka as “unreasonable, bent on hostility and a threat to
established order.” (Grenier 1994: 326) Little attention was paid to the wider political
and historical context of the long-standing grievances of the Mohawks at Oka. Instead,
coverage focused on events or activities “in which a real or perceived potential for
physical hostility exist[ed].” (Grenier 1994: 327, emphasis in original) The portrayal of
the “Oka Crisis” in Canadian newspapers was therefore found to “incite negative feelings
about the Mohawks” (Skea 1993-1994: 21) and to influence public perceptions about the
Mohawk struggle and political action at Oka.
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A number of informants in this study indicated they relied heavily on the media to
help keep them abreast of new developments concerning the “occupation and protest” in
Caledonia. As in the case of Oka, it is plausible to contend that the views and opinions of
some of the residents who were interviewed for this study may have been informed or
influenced by the media. At the same time, it is important to acknowledge that the media
may not have accurately represented the views and opinions of some of the residents of
Caledonia towards the “occupation and protest”. With these possibilities in mind, all
informants in the study were subsequently asked to clarify whether they thought their
views and opinions and the events surrounding the “occupation and protest”, were
accurately reflected in the media.

At this point, it must be acknowledged that several contentious language choices were
deliberately made in conducting and writing this project. First, despite recent criticism
by Alfred and Corntassel (2005), the term “Native(s)” is used rather than “Indigenous
Peoples”. Second, the collective action of the Six Nations is described as an “occupation
and protest” rather than a “reclamation”. Third, the land subject to the “occupation and
protest” is referred to as the “Douglas Creek Estates (DCE)” rather than “Kanonhstaton,”
which means “the protected place”. Fourth, individuals who participated in the
“occupation and protest” are referred to as “protestors” rather than “activists” or “land
protectors”. Fifth, “protestors” are referred to as members, residents, or people of Six
Nations although they prefer to identify themselves as “Haudenosaunee” (meaning
“People of the Longhouse”). Lastly, the “Six Nations of the Grand River Territory” is
referred to as the “Six Nations Reserve”.

The discourse employed in this study epitomizes the ways in which the “non-
Native” residents of Caledonia talk and think about their reactions to the “occupation and
protest”, the people of Six Nations, and “Native” Peoples across Canada more generally,
in their everyday conversations. These language choices do not accurately reflect the
ways in which the people of Six Nations, and in particular, those directly involved in the
“occupation and protest”, think about themselves, their land claim(s), and the action they
have undertaken to buttress their claim(s). Indeed, while it is certainly not the project’s
intent to do so, it is acknowledged that the terminology employed in this study may be
offensive to the people of Six Nations and other Onkwehon:we people across Canada.
While this study does not wish to endorse these language choices per se, these choices are
nonetheless important to the study. Disparities in the discourse utilized by the residents
of Caledonia and the people of Six Nations highlight not only the different ways in which
settlers and “Native” Peoples view land claims and the action used to advance those
claims, but also they impact the positions settlers advance in ongoing debates about
“Native” political issues.
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Chapter One: An Overview of The Six Nations Land “Occupation and Protest” and
the Reactions of the Residents of Caledonia

On 25 October 1784, Sir Frederick Haldimand, Governor of Quebec, issued the
Haldimand Proclamation, which granted 950,000 acres of land extending six miles deep
on either side of the Grand River, beginning at Lake Erie and extending to the head of the
river, to members of the Mohawk Nation under the leadership of Chief Joseph Brant. As
loyal allies of the British during the American Revolution, the land was granted to the
Mohawks “in perpetuity” to provide them with a new settlement following Britain’s
defeat in the Revolution and the subsequent loss of their homelands in the Mohawk
Valley of New York State. (Johnston 1994 and Tooker 1994) For over two hundred
years, the Six Nations have been contesting encroachments and developments on, as well
as the mishandling of, their land within the Haldimand Tract. At the start of 2006, both
the Six Nations Elected Band and Confederacy Councils endorsed the ‘Six Miles Deep’
campaign, which, if implemented, sought to educate local publics about their assertions
to land rights and the facts surrounding their land claims, within the Haldimand Tract.
Concerned that the proposed education campaign would be ineffective and unable to
protect Six Nations lands from further unwanted encroachments, two Six Nations
women, Janie Jamieson and Dawn Smith, argued it was necessary to take direct action
(i.e., to occupy an area of contested land) in order to successfully push the federal
government to settle the Six Nations’ outstanding land claims within the Haldimand Tract
and to prevent any further erosion of the Six Nations land base.

On 28 February 2006, the Six Nations began one of the longest continuous land
occupations and cases of direct political action by a “Native” community in Canadian
history. Driven by the leadership of Jamieson and Smith, approximately two dozen
members of the Six Nations physically occupied and peacefully halted construction on a
housing development known as the “Douglas Creek Estates” (DCE), in Caledonia,
Ontario.” The forty-acre tract of land upon which Henco Industries (a land development
company owned by brothers Don and John Henning) intended to build seventy-two new
homes, is subject to the ‘Hamilton-Port Dover Plank Road’ land claim filed by the Six
Nations against the Crown in 1987.* The lands encompassed within the Plank Road
claim are located along the eastern side of the “Six Nations Reserve”, stretch north to
south between the Towns of Caledonia and Hagersville, and are part of the Haldimand
Tract. Ten uninhabited homes were in various stages of construction when Six Nations
“protestors” peacefully blocked the access of construction vehicles and workers to the
“DCE” property. A large banner declaring the site as “SIX NATIONS LAND” was

* The Town of Caledonia is located ten kilometers south of the City of Hamilton and fifteen kilometers east
of the City of Brantford. The Douglas Creek Estates property is located at the south end of Caledonia on
the east side of the town’s main road, Argyle Street. The south side of the DCE property abuts Sixth Line
and the north side borders the backyards of homes located on Thistlemoor Drive, part of a housing
subdivision adjacent to the disputed land.

*Itis important to note that the Hamilton-Port Dover Plank Road claim is only one of twenty-nine claims
filed by the Six Nations against the federal government between 1980 and 1995. Of these claims, only one
has been settled to date.
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strung between two lamp posts at the entrance to the property and the “protestors” vowed
to sustain the occupation until they achieved a resolution to their community’s
outstanding land claim(s). (Windle 2006a) As the “occupation” progressed, numerous
allies of the Six Nations from other “Native” communities and the Warrior’s Society
came from across Canada to support the “occupation and protest”.

In March 2006, Henco Industries applied for and Ontario Superior Court Justice
David Marshall approved, an injunction ordering all protestors off the “DCE” property.
The injunction required all “protestors” to end the occupation by 9 March 2006, or they
would be arrested and held in contempt of court. Since the “protestors” did not
voluntarily leave and the Ontario Provincial Police (OPP) did not forcibly remove the
“protestors” from the “DCE”, Justice Marshall issued a second injunction again requiring
all “protestors” to vacate the “DCE” by 22 March 2006. “Protestors” refused to comply
with the court orders since they do not recognize the jurisdiction of the provincial courts
and argued the land claim and their direct action could only be resolved through .the
actions of the federal government. On 20 April 2006, two hundred OPP officers
conducted a pre-dawn raid on the “DCE” in an attempt to enforce the court injunction
and to forcibly remove “protestors” from the disputed land. Although many “protestors”
were arrested, the raid was ultimately a failure. Hundreds of Six Nations residents rushed
from their homes on the “Reserve” to the “DCE” to reinforce the occupation and to
regain control of the land, thus prompting the OPP to back down and retreat from the site.

Jamieson and Smith originally intended the “occupation” to be informational,
peaceful, unarmed, and carried out in accordance with the principles embedded in the
Iroquois Great Law of Peace. They saw themselves as defenders and protectors of the
land, not as aggressors. After the OPP raid, however, some protestors began to utilize
more militant tactics to protect “protestors” and the “occupation” from further incursions
by the OPP and angry retaliation from “non-Native” residents of Caledonia. They also
sought to increase pressure on the federal government to negotiate a settlement more
expediently to the “occupation” and land claim with the Six Nations. These more
militant tactics included: barricading the major access routes in and around Caledonia for
a period of six weeks (Argyle Street and the Highway Six Bypass); digging up a portion
of Argyle Street in front of the DCE with a backhoe; blocking a VIA railway line;
burning the Stirling Street railway bridge; dumping a large pile of gravel on Argyle
Street; setting fire to a large pile of tires on Argyle Street; and pushing a vehicle off a
bridge onto the Highway Six bypass. Many residents (and the Mayor of Caledonia) also
accused protestors of setting fire to a transformer station located a short distance from the
“occupation” site, which knocked out hydro power and caused a two-day blackout
throughout Caledonia and parts of surrounding communities and the Six Nations.
Although the incident was investigated by the OPP, to date, no charges have been laid.
Nonetheless, many residents in Caledonia continue to hold “Native” “protestors”
responsible for this offence.

Residents of Caledonia, and particularly those who own property along Sixth Line
and in the subdivision that directly abuts the “DCE”, have also reported numerous
instances in which they were subjected to violence, threats, and intimidation by “Native”
“protestors”. A member of the Caledonia Fire Department had his life threatened by a
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“protestor” when he responded to and attempted to extinguish, the fire at the Stirling
Street Bridge. Homeowners had rocks thrown at their houses. Families were fearful of
“protestors” who peered at them over their fences and through their windows.
“Protestors™ threatened residents by claiming they were going to occupy or burn down
their homes. ATVs ran up and down the streets of the subdivision and along the
backyards of the homes directly abutting, the “DCE” property. Some nights, residents
were subjected to the constant noise of loud music, ATVs, horns, and spinning tires.
Some residents were drawn into the streets at all hours of the night when “something was
going on” (Interviewee 5, Interviewee’s Home, 23 November 2009) at the “DCE”. Such
events would attract “protestors” to an open area that lies between the “DCE” and the
subdivision, leading to verbal and physical confrontations between some residents and
“protestors”. A massive confrontation also broke out between numerous “protestors” and
residents of Caledonia when they ran around the perimeter of the police line on Argyle
Street and broke into fistfights with one another. Individuals who spoke out against the
“occupation and protest” were also subject to personal threats. One individual reported
receiving a phone call at home warning him that “he had better watch what he said”
(Interviewee 3, Café Amore, 19 November 2009) while another reported that “Natives”
would park their vehicles in front of his house and stare at his home. (Interviewee 10,
Café Amore, 14 December 2009)

Many residents also felt threatened by “protestors” who wore bandanas across
their faces throughout the “occupation”. Numerous residents of Caledonia perceived this
form of dress as an act of aggression and felt it was very intimidating. Some residents
feared the masked “protestors” were “ready to go to war” and would have “died for their
cause if they had to”. (Interviewee 7, Tim Horton’s, 27 November 2009) Others felt that
by hiding themselves behind a bandana, the “protestors” completely obscured and
delegitimized the original objectives of the “occupation” and the Six Nations land claim.
Residents also saw “protestors” brandishing hockey sticks, baseball bats, two-by-fours,
and socks filled with rocks, which they perceived as weapons. There were also rumours
that “protestors” had guns stashed on the occupation site. No informants reported seeing
any “protestors” possessing a gun and a search for hidden weapons by several politicians
and lead negotiators who toured the occupation site, turned up empty. Nonetheless, many
residents feared there was a real potential for hostilities to escalate into an armed
confrontation. Memories of the “Oka standoff” that occurred in the summer of 1990,
lingered in the minds of many residents who were concerned that “protestors™ at the
“DCE” might also take up arms to reinforce their “occupation” as the Mohawks had done
in Oka sixteen years earlier.

Three other major incidents that occurred on 9 June 2006 also led the residents of
Caledonia to regard the “occupation and protest” as violent. First, an elderly couple
drove up to the entrance of the “occupation” site to take pictures. When confronted by
several “protestors”, the couple left the site and drove to the nearby Canadian Tire
parking lot. Two vehicles followed and surrounded the couple’s car. The couple, who
were removed from the situation by OPP officers, had their car confiscated by “Native”
“protestors”. The car was held in a compound but eventually turned over to the OPP that
evening. The second incident involved a CHTV news crew that filmed the confrontation
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involving the elderly couple at Canadian Tire. “Protestors” demanded that the camera
operator turn over their film. When the camera operator refused to comply, he was
surrounded by “protestors” who confiscated the film and attacked him. He was punched
and kicked in the head and suffered a scalp wound and facial abrasions. The second
CHTYV crew member was also attacked when he tried to intervene and alleged that OPP
officers standing approximately forty feet away when the attack occurred, saw the dispute
and ignored his cries for help. On the same day, an officer with the American Alcohol,
Tobacco, and Firearms Agency was surrounded by “protestors” and his vehicle was
stolen. Two OPP officers sitting in the back seat were forced to jump out of the vehicle
as it sped away. One of the officers was seriously injured and as he lay on the ground,
the individual who stole the vehicle, tried to run the officer over. Arrest warrants were
issued for five individuals from Six Nations and one “protestor” from Victoria, British
Columbia, for offences ranging from attempted murder, assaulting a police officer,
robbery, intimidation, assault, and theft of a motor vehicle.’ (Pearson and Knisley 2006)
Because of the violent acts that were perpetrated by some “protestors” and the
barricades that blocked residents from traveling freely in and around Caledonia, the

: . . 6
“occupation and protest” has been described in local newspapers as: a “drama”,

“telrrorism”,7 “illegal”,8 a “disruption” to the “normal” lives of the residents of

Caledonia,” a “sad reality of political correctness run amok”,'* a “fiasco”,!! a “state of
3 12 (13 39 13

emergency”’,”” “idiocy”,”” tearing apart Canada for “ridiculous reasons”,” “wrong-

headed”,15 a “circus”,16 “stupid and unnecessary”,17 “Violent”,18 “bogus”,”” an

e . . 2 .. . C e
intolerable situation”,”® a “living mghtmare”,21 “chaos and mayhem”,22 activities

> Six Nations Confederacy Chief Allan MacNaughton condemned and expressed deep regret for the
incidents that occurred and promised that the individuals involved would be dealt with in accordance with
the Great Law of Peace.

% See Cavanagh 2006.

7 See Dawson, 2007b, Cronk 2006, Deboer 2006, Delio 2006b, Fenton 2006a, Gordon 2006, Hartless 2006,
Healy 2006, Hemsworth 2006, Howatt 2006b, Pearson 2006d, Puley 2006, Rothwell 2006, Side 2006, B.
Thompson 2006d, 2006f, and Vansickle 2006.

8 See Bayda 2006, Danko 2006a, 2006b, Delio 2006a, Dicy 2006, Fenton 2006b, 2006b, Gogischwili 2006,
Hartless B. 2006, Howatt 2006a, Maxwell 2006, Pearson 2006a, S. Smith 2006, Sorrell 2006a, Stone 2006,
Thompson 2006a, 2006b, 2006¢, 2006d, Vansickle 2006, Whidden 2006, Wiersma 2006, and Wooley
2000.

9 See Heeg 2006a, Knisley 2006a, Pearson 2006c, Prokaska 2006a, and S. Smith 2006.

10 See Trites 2006.

" See Horne 2006.

12 See Kruchak et al. 2006.

13 See Sorrell 2006b.

 See Terry 2006.

' See Prokaska 2006b.

16 See Fenton 2006a, and Koocher & Koocher 2006.

17 See Galasso 2006.

'® See Nelson 2006.

' See B.Thompson 2006a, 2006b.

20 See Sorrell 2006¢.

21 See Dawson 2006a.

22 See Barrett 2007, and Nolan 2006.
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. . . ' 2 . 2
financed by “organized crime”,® “absolute nonsense”,”* “a war in our own country”, >

“the epicenter of a civil ‘cold war’ conflict raging across the nation”,?® the “Wild
West”,27 “poor and/or shameful behaviour on the part of the Six Nations”,28 and
“inexcusable and immature”.?

Some residents thought they and the Town were being “held hostage”30 or were
“under siege”“. “Protestors” were thought of as “law-breaking people™* who instigated
a state of “lawlessness” in town.”> Some residents said they were living in a state of

constant “fear”>* since they were the “victims™® of “intimida’cion”,36 “harassment”,37
» 38

“thuggery”,”® and threats of violence throughout the “occupation”;* and because they
generally felt the “protest” made Caledonia an “unsafe” place to live.** Grave concern
was also expressed by some townspeople regarding the impact of the “occupation and
protest” on their property values,*' the economy of Caledonia,* and the safety of children
attending an elementary school whose property borders the “DCE”.* As the
“occupation” progressed and it became evident that the “protestors” were determined to
remain on the “DCE” property until ownership of the land was returned to the Six

Nations, residents began to complain that “no one cared about them” ** or their rights or

% See Nolan 2006a.

** See Danko 2006b.

% See Martin 2006.

%6 See R. Vanderwyk 2006a.

7 See Niro 2006, and Byers 2006.

2 See Parent 2007, Rothwell 2006, and B. Thompson 2006e.

2 See Jablonski 2006.

30 See Bayda 2006, Byers 2006, Hemsworth 2006, King 2006, Maxwell 2006, Nevison 2006, Parent 2007,
Pearson 2006¢, 2006i, Rothwell 2006, Sewell 2006, The Grand River Sachem 20064, and L. Thompson
2006.

*! See Healey 2006, and Knisley 2006f.

32 See Deboer 2006, Delio 2006a, 2006¢, Gordon 2006, Pearson 2006a, and Wheeler 2006.

B See Byers 2006, Danko 2006b, Delio 2006b, Knisley 2006¢, 2006d, 2006e, Pearson 2006e, 2006g, Sloat
2006, S. Smith 2006, S. Thompson 2006, R. Vanderwyk 2006a, 2006b, and Vanderwyk & Vanderwyk
2000.

3 See Acciaccaferro 2006a, Byers 2006, Davies 2006, Dring 2006, Fragomeni 2006, Knisley 2006b,
2006¢, Legall 2006a, Muse 2006a, Pearson 2006b, 2006g, J. Smith 2006, and The Grand River Sachem
2006a.

% See B. Thompson 2006a, and Trites 2006.

36 See Barrett 2007, Byers 2006, Danko 2006b, Fleming 2006a, Hartless 2006, Kinsley 2006b, Muse 2006,
Pearson 2006f, 2006h, Prokaska 2006a, 2006c, R. Vanderwyk 2006c, and Wilkinson 2006a.

37 See Danko 2006b, Muse 2006, Pearson 2006h, 2006j, Prokaska 2006a, and B. Thompson 2006b.

% See B. Thompson 2006b, and Vansickle 2006.

% See Fenton 2006b, Gordon 2006, Losier 2006, Ryan 2006, and R. Vanderwyk 2006b.

0 See Acciaccaferro 2006a, Billings 2006, Sorrell 2006a, 2006b, and R. Vanderwyk 2006a.

! See Boutin 2006, Bryce 2006, Davies 2006, Hemsworth 2006, King 2006, J. Smith 2006, S. Smith 2006,
and Windle 2006d.

42 See Boutin 2006, Davies 2006, Delio 2006a, 2006¢, Knisley 2007, Losier 2006, Parent 2006, Rinehart
2006, S. Smith 2006, and The Grand River Sachem 20006a.

3 See Muse 2006, Nelson 2006, Pearson 2006k, Prokaska 2006a, S. Smith 2006, Vansickle 2006, and R.
Vanderwyk 2006b.

 See Deboer 2006.
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interests.*> Feeling they were caught in the middle of a dispute that had nothing to do
with them, some residents expressed a strong desire to “call in the army” to bring an
immediate end to the “occupation”, which for many, had “worn out its welcome”.*®

Of course, not all residents of Caledonia described or responded to the
“occupation and protest” as outlined above. In contrast, some residents countered they
did not think they, nor the Town of Caledonia, were under siege or being held hostage by
the “protestors”; nor did they think of the “protestors” as terrorists (Salerno 2006, Miller
2006). In fact, while some residents acknowledged the blockades established by
“protestors” on Argyle Street and the Highway Six bypass were causing some
inconvenience for residents in town, they nonetheless expressed direct support for the
“occupation.” (Miller 2006) Labour groups such as Hamilton’s Local 1005 of the United
Steclworkers of America, the Canadian Labour Congress, Canadian Auto Workers, and
the Ontario Public Sector Employees Union, as well as other activist organizations
including Hamilton Action for Social Change (Fruch 2006), the Hamilton Quakers
(Windle 2006b), the Ontario Coalition Against Poverty, the Ontario Human Interest
Research Group, the United Socialists, No One Is Illegal, the Coalition in Support of
Indigenous Sovereignty, various student groups (Windle 2006c), and the CUPE 3903
First Nations Solidarity Working Group,47 have also been directly engaged in supporting
the “occupation and protest”.

Citizens of Caledonia, in partnership with local trade union activists and members of
the Six Nations, also formed a group called ‘Community Friends for Peace and
Understanding with Six Nations’ (herein Community Friends). The goals of the
Community Friends group involved supporting the “occupation and protest”, pressuring
the Canadian Government to resolve all outstanding Six Nations land claims along the
Haldimand Tract, and educating the local “non-Native” public about Six Nations land
rights. Community Friends directed their efforts towards engaging with residents of
Caledonia in attempts to defuse what they saw as rising levels of racism and tension
amongst some townspeople in response to the “occupation”. The group actively sought
to dispel the notion that the “occupation and protest” was a political standoff pitting the
“Native” Peoples of Six Nations (and their “Native” allies) against the “non-Native”
people of Caledonia. Moreover, through public fora such as “Moving Beyond Conflict
and Blame: Why Canadians Should Support Six Nations Land Rights”, Community
Friends tried to build fundamental support from “non-Native” people and groups for the
land rights and rights to self-determination of the Six Nations, as well as for the Six
Nations struggle for justice against colonial practices of oppression. (The Tekawennake
2006)

While activism and expressions of solidarity in support of the Six Nations have at
times been strong, opposition to the “occupation and protest” by “a significant proportion
of the local population in Caledonia” has been more vocal and has received more media

%5 See Acciaccaferro 2006b, Dawson 2007a, 2007b, Gordon 2006, Muse 2006, Nolan 2006, Sewell 2006, J.
Smith 2006, Sorrell 2006b, and Stone 2006.

46 See Baker 2006, Kruchak et al. 2006, Martin & Martin 2006, Pearson 2006e, Sewell 2006, and Windle
2006.

T See the CUPE3903 First Nations Solidarity Working Group at http://3903fnswg.wordpress.com.
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coverage than those who stand in solidarity with the Six Nations. (Keefer 2007) What
has been particularly disturbing are the more radical and extreme “anti-Native” acts of
aggression targeting Six Nations “protestors” at the “occupation” site by some residents
of Caledonia and “outside agitators”. For example, a poster was distributed in May 2006
to residents throughout Caledonia that contained a picture of a large Ku Klux Klan
gathering and said: .,

CITIZENS OF CALEDONIA
TOWN MEETING TONIGHT
AGENDA: DISCUSSION ON INDIAN PRO[B]JLEM
WHAT IS THE FINAL SOLUTION?
7:00 P.M. SHARP
FULL DRESS MEETING, WEAR YOUR FINEST SHEETS
SPECIAL SPEAKER ALL THE WAY FROM BURNING CROSS, MISSISSIPPI
BOBBYLEE RASTMAS, VETERAN OF THE 50’s, 60’s, 70’s

HEAR ABOUT THE “FINAL SOLUTION” (Windle 2006h)

The OPP were unable to determine the origins of the poster (Legall 2006b) and it was
later dismissed as a “hoax”. Nonetheless, the poster gave rise to cause for concern not
only because of the racist sentiments it projects, but also because it risked escalating an
already volatile situation between Six Nations “protestors” and Caledonian residents who
rallied against the “occupation”. (Windle 2006i) Another poster depicting the Ku Klux
Klan and containing the logo “White Pride World Wide” was also placed in mailboxes
and on car windshields throughout the “Six Nations Reserve” in May 2006. The
unknown authors of the poster sought to tell the government they were upset with the
blockades placed around the “occupation” site and complained that, “The government
treats us (sic) like criminals while they reward them [i.e., “Native” Peoples] with tax free
benefits”. (Nelson 2006b)

Hostilities and threats have also been more overtly directed towards “Native”
“protestors”. One Caledonia resident said, for example, “Many [Caledonia] residents are
hunting enthusiasts who have considered turning their guns on the occupiers during tense
situations...There’s times the trigger locks have been off...There’s times when I had my
gun out of the cabinet and the gun sitting there ready...We’re making plans and things
are going to happen soon...Something is going to be done.” (Dobrota 2006, A10) What
this individual was suggesting was that residents frustrated with the pace of the land
claim negotiations over the “DCE” property and the ongoing ‘“occupation,” were
considering taking up arms to forcibly remove “protestors” from the site to bring an end
to the situation. Of course not all residents opposed to the “occupation” advocated the
use of arms as a means to ending the dispute. The citizen group “The Caledonia Citizens
Alliance” (herein the Alliance), for example, staunchly opposed the occupation of the
“DCE” and the blockades erected by the “protestors” (Burman 2006). The objective of
the Alliance was to represent the voice and interests of Caledonia in negotiating ways to
bring an end to the “occupation”, to reopen the roads and remove the blockades, to obtain
compensation for businesses that were impacted by the “occupation”, to pressure the
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provincial and federal governments to find ways to resolve the “occupation”, and to
provide input regarding how the land could be used if a settlement with the Six Nations is
obtained. Although the Alliance utilized peaceful and institutional means to advance
their agenda such as public forums and meetings with provincial and federal politicians
and representatives from the OPP, their activism conflicted with the objectives of the
“protestors” since they adamantly opposed the return of the land to the Six Nations.
(Pearson 2006m)

Two rallies in April 2006, involving approximately two thousand Caledonia residents
were also organized in opposition to the “occupation and protest” and, in particular, the
blockades established on Argyle Street and the Highway Six bypass. Following the
rallies, an estimated five hundred people marched towards the blockades, crossing the
“buffer” or “no-go zone” established by the OPP to help prevent possible confrontations
between “protestors” and angry and hostile residents of Caledonia. (Windle 2006g)
Many residents protesting against the blockades “held anti-Native placards while
chanting racist slogans” (Keefer 2007) and hurled racial insults towards “protestors”
standing behind the blockades. (Windle 2006g) Some of the placards read, ““Where is
John Wayne when you need him?,” ‘Don’t feed the animals. Natives running rampant,’
‘Oka strike one, Ipperwash strike two, Caledonia strike three,” and “What would George
W. Bush do?’” (Milley 2009)

Another rally known as the “March For Freedom,” was held in October 2006 and
involved approximately one thousand people. (Dawson 2006b) The march was organized
by Gary McHale. At the time, McHale lived in Richmond Hill, Ontario, and had no
direct ties to the Town of Caledonia. (Dawson 2006c) McHale hoped to recruit twenty
thousand people to march onto the “occupation” site to give a voice to residents against
what he calls a two tier system of law in Caledonia. (Dawson 2006d) McHale insisted he
had no violent intent and that the purpose of the rally was not to protest against “Native”
Peoples per se. Instead, he claimed he wanted to protest against the OPP and draw media
attention to what he perceives to be the iniquitous application of the rule of law between
“Native” and “non-Native” Peoples in Caledonia. (Windle 2006j, Nelson, 2006c¢)

In addition to organizing the “March For Freedom”, McHale is also the webmaster of
“CaledoniaWakeUpCall”, a website devoted to monitoring the “occupation” and related
events in Caledonia. He is also the co-founder and executive director of the group
“Canadian Advocates for Charter Equality” (herein CANACE). McHale claims he is
working full-time as a civil rights advocate and is “focused exclusively on opposing
lawlessness and race-based policing during [“Native”] land claims with the goal of
preventing violence and violations of the rights of both native and non-native citizens.”
(See “CANACE-Canadian Advocates for Charter Equality”) His goal is to “restore and
preserve the rule of law and equality before the law for all citizens irrespective of race,
religion or national origin.” (See “CANACE-Canadian Advocates for Charter Equality”)
McHale remains a serious concern to the Six Nations and those who continue to stand in
solidarity with the Six Nations. McHale poses a legitimate threat to the rights and
interests of the Six Nations as well as other “Native” communities across Canada. The
space opened by McHale’s rhetoric regarding two tier justice and equality provides a
forum to advance “anti-Native”, racist ideologies. Moreover, it creates a space through
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which he, and the members of CANACE, actively attempt to generate overt “non-Native”
backlash against or contempt for, “Native” rights, land claims, and demands for social
justice.

For over two hundred years, residents of Caledonia and the Six Nations have not only
been friendly neighbours, their lives have been highly integrated through the public
school system, recreation, and commerce. Many residents of Caledonia and the Six
Nations grew up together and have remained friends throughout adulthood. As well,
some members of the Six Nations live in Caledonia and intermarriage has sustained
strong ties between the two communities. The “occupation” of the “DCE” has
significantly impacted the previously harmonious and relatively amicable relationship
between the communities of Caledonia and the Six Nations. Some Caledonia residents
continue to respond to the occupation of the “DCE” and the people of Six Nations in a
hostile manner almost four years after the “protest” began. This was evidenced in the
summer of 2009, when a group of Caledonia citizens announced they were forming a
“Caledonia Militia” to help enforce the law against and to protect private property from
“Native lawlessness”. (Babbage 2009) In addition to the ‘“anti-Native” activism
promoted by groups such as CANACE, these more dire outcomes of the “occupation and
protest” signify that more research needs to be done on the ways in which the residents of
the Town of Caledonia have responded to the Six Nations land claim and collective
action as well as the implications of the “occupation and protest” on the relationship
between the two communities.
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Chapter Two: Attitudes Towards the Six Nations Land Claim

Questions regarding the attitudes of the residents of Caledonia towards the land claim
that interrogates whether the Six Nations are the rightful owners of the “DCE” property,
elicit a broad range of responses. Some Caledonians think the Six Nations have a valid
land claim; they agree with the assertion of the Six Nations that the land was not
rightfully surrendered nor legally sold. Others are not sure what to think about the land
claim because they have not seen any proof from either the Six Nations or the federal
government that substantiates whether the land claim is invalid. Others think there is no
evidence that supports that the Six Nations are the rightful owners of the “DCE”
property; they contend the land was sold and the ownership of the land transferred.
However, these same individuals question whether the land was validly surrendered for
sale by the Six Nations and/or whether the Crown fulfilled its fiduciary responsibility
towards the Six Nations in accounting for and managing the monies earned from the sale
of the land. One individual I spoke with said, “All I've seen is proof that they’ve given it
up. Legitimately or whether they were swindled out of it, who knows.” (Interviewee 3,
Café Amore, 19 November 2009) Lastly, some residents of Caledonia do not think the
Six Nations have a valid land claim. These individuals agree with the assertion made by
Prime Minister Stephen Harper’s Conservative Government that the Six Nations validly
surrendered the “DCE” property.

Attitudes regarding the potential transfer of the “DCE” property to the Six
Nations were equally as diverse. If it is shown that the Six Nations have a legitimate
claim to the land, some Caledonians would have no issue with the Six Nations gaining
title to the land. Others contend the issue of ownership of the “DCE” property creates a
“no-win” situation for either the people of Six Nations or the Town of Caledonia. They
view the issue of land ownership as a zero-sum game. If the Province of Ontario sustains
indefinite ownership over the land or transfers title to the land to Haldimand County, the
Six Nations would “lose”. If title to the land were to be transferred to the Six Nations,
the Town and residents of Caledonia would “lose”. In each scenario, only one of the two
communities would be able to benefit from owning the land. These individuals would
prefer to see a resolution to the land claim dispute in which the use of the land ultimately
becomes mutually beneficial to both the Caledonia and Six Nations communities.

In contrast, other residents of Caledonia are directly and in some -cases,
vehemently opposed to having the land transferred to the Six Nations for three main
reasons. First, for many residents, the wound that was created by the “occupation and
protest” is simply too deep to have the land “handed over” to the Six Nations. Because a
transfer of ownership of the land to the Six Nations would “do nothing for the residents
of Caledonia”, the residents think it would not help to redress the “suffering” of those
impacted by the “occupation and protest” nor help to mend the tattered relationship
between the Caledonian and Six Nations communities. (Interviewee 5, Interviewee’s
Home, 23 November 2009) Second, as noted above, many people do not think the Six
Nations have a valid claim to the land. Thus, they do not think the land could on any
grounds, be rightfully transferred to the Six Nations. Third, others suggest the transfer of
the land to the Six Nations could have potentially disastrous economic impacts on the
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Town of Caledonia. As noted earlier, many Caledonians who live in homes that directly
abut the “DCE” property have seen their property values decline dramatically as a result
of the “occupation”. As well, Haldimand County had factored the housing development
at the “DCE” into projected annual budget and growth strategies. Because there is a
moratorium on construction, the County has lost the funding it would have otherwise
received from the collection of property taxes on the homes that would have been built at
the “DCE”. This loss of revenue constrains the County’s ability to fund new
development or infrastructure projects in Caledonia as well as its ability to meet its
projected payment schedule for more recent development projects, such as the town’s
new twin-pad arena and library. Lastly, concern was also expressed regarding the
potential economic impact of the land transfer on Caledonian businesses. If the Six
Nations were to gain title to the “DCE”, add the land to their “reserve”, and establish
businesses on that parcel of land, some residents worry that Caledonian businesses will
suffer significant revenue losses. It is feared that if the Six Nations expand their
boundaries into the Town of Caledonia, Caledonian residents will choose to patronize the .
businesses of the Six Nations rather than comparable businesses located throughout town
since they would not have to pay tax on purchases made on the “reserve.” There persists
a common sense belief that the transfer of the “DCE” to the Six Nations poses a serious
threat to the economic survival of Caledonia. Therefore, some residents think the transfer
of land ownership to the Six Nations cannot be justified because of the potentially dire
economic consequences that could arise for the people and Town of Caledonia as a result
of the transfer.

This last sentiment is particularly reflected in and can be partially explained by
the political philosophy of Jeremy Waldron. (1992, 2004) For some, the expropriation of
“Native" land is regarded as an injustice that continues to be perpetuated by the colonial
state since the land that was taken has yet to be returned to “Native” Peoples. It follows
that to rectify this injustice, expropriated land and authority over that land ought to be
returned to the “Native” society from whom it was taken. Accordingly, “Native” Peoples
who held title to the lands and resources on their traditional territories prior to their
expropriation during the colonial era, continue to be entitled to ownership over those
lands and resources today. Waldron (1992) debates whether the seizure of “Native” lands
by European settlers during the colonial era and the contemporary ownership of such
lands by successive settlers, can continue to be viewed as a violation of contemporary
“Native” land rights. He questions whether entitlements based on the wrongful
expropriation of “Native” lands fade over time or whether “Native” Peoples can justly
demand title to expropriated lands as a basis for reparation.

Waldron (2004) argues that unjust acts, such as the expropriation and settlement
of “Native” lands, may no longer be rendered unjust if the persistent deprivation of that
land and its resources over a long period of time changes the circumstances that may
reconcile the unjust dispossession of the land. Stated simply, an initially illegitimate and
unjust acquisition of land may be transformed over time into a just situation, despite the
moral legitimacy of the original expropriation of the land. Waldron contends that if the
land previously held as property by “Native” Peoples is returned as a means to rectifying
the unjust acquisition of lands by European settlers, this would constitute an injustice
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towards the needs and interests of the “non-Native” people who presently inhabit the
same society. For Waldron, reparation merely entails the redistribution of resources. In
the case of Caledonia and the Six Nations, if reparation were to occur, this would simply
involve the movement of the ownership of the “DCE” from one group to another. In this
instance, title to the “DCE” would revert to the Six Nations who would enjoy a privileged
position in determining how the land would be used and whether local “non-Native”
Caledonians would retain any access to that land. According to Waldron, the
redistribution of land from the hands of the “non-Native” majority into the hands of a
minority of “Native” Peoples could potentially create a new injustice in which the
interests of many “non-Native” people could be threatened. As noted earlier, the
residents of Caledonia fear the potential land transfer could result in dire economic
consequences for the Town and residents. Like Waldron (1992), the residents of
Caledonia thus conclude the Six Nations claim to the “DCE” may, therefore, be
superseded by the need to distribute the land in a manner that is fair to both the residents
of Caledonia and the people of the Six Nations. In advancing this position, some
residents of Caledonia are essentially arguing that the preservation of their own economic
needs and interests that arise from ownership of the “DCE” property supersedes the Six
Nations’ interest in rectifying historic injustices via the reallocation of land to the Six
Nations community even if the land was misappropriated and brutally implicated in the
historical grievances of the Six Nations People.
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Chapter Three: Attitudes Towards Provincial and Federal Government Responses
to the Land Claim and “Protest”

Jurisdictional issues hampered the ease with which a resolution could be achieved with
respect to the “occupation and protest” and the land claim that encompasses the “DCE”
property. In May 2006, a woman from Caledonia complained that the municipal
government was doing nothing to address what she referred to as the hardships
experienced by the residents and businesses of Caledonia as a result of the “occupation
and protest”. Since the municipality permitted development to begin on the “DCE”
property, she held the municipality accountable for creating the spark that ignited the
“occupation”. Thus, she urged the municipal government to help bring the “protest” to
an end. (Parent 2006a) Knisley countered that such complaints were misplaced since the
municipal government lacked jurisdiction over the matter. Instead, he argued that a
resolution to the “occupation” and Six Nations land claim was “primarily a provincial
matter and secondarily a federal issue.” (Knisley 2006g, 6)

Both the residents of Caledonia and some individuals in the media appeared to be
confused as to which level of government should have been taking responsibility for
addressing the “occupation” and land claim. In June 2006, The Hamilton Spectator
argued that jurisdictional disputes between the Province of Ontario and the federal
government were hampering the achievement of a resolution to the “protest” and land
claim. In response, Jim Prentice, then Federal Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development, and David Ramsay, then Provincial Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,
assured the public that:

...Canada and Ontario...are working together. We have been in frequent
contact with each other and that spirit of co-operation extends to all the .
officials representing both governments at the discussion table...Each
government brings different powers to the table, so we must work together
and we can assure your readers that we are, in fact, committed to resolving
all issues in this complex 