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In the vocabulary of Canadian Indigenous issues, “specific claims” are made by First Nations who have
already adhered to treaties but believe that the Canadian government has not properly implemented
their treaty or, even if they have not signed a treaty, believe that the government has violated the Indian
Act in the administration of their reserve lands or trust funds. Canada has been accepting specific claims
since 1974. Against a background of frequent complaints from First Nations, Canada has reorganized the
claims process three times to make it faster and more remunerative to complainants, and the federal
government is currently discussing further changes with the Assembly of First Nations.
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When the United States established a somewhat similar
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process in 1946, tribes faced a legal deadline of five years to

Specific Claims and the WellBeing of First Nations

file claims. Now in our 44th year of receiving claims, Canada
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should consider setting its own deadline for filing. Otherwise,
the settlement of specific claims will continue to make increasing demands on the federal budget, diverting resources
from programs for First Nations that would do more to enhance their future prosperity and well-being. Preoccupation
with claims about past injustices does not improve future
prospects, and may actually hinder progress.
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the full report

