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What was the spirit and intent of Treaties Six, Seven and Eight with respect to First Nations self-government?
The spirit and intent of Treaty seven, from the federal government perspective was an intent to establish complete control over the first nations by ceding their title to their lands so that they could live with the economic form of the Crown. Treaty six and five all had the same intent as treaty seven to cede first nations' control over their land and establish a settler economy.
From the federal government's perspective, how would each treaty be interpreted in terms of First Nations self-government?
For treaty seven, interpreting from the federal government perspective, it emerges that the first nation's self government wasn’t their objective to keep. The federal government sought or planned to do away with aboriginal title to the land before their own settlement whilst the first nations sought to make peace between themselves, the government and incoming settlers. This effectively meant that they would lose their self governance. (SCAA, n.d)
Treaty five was interpreted by the first nations in spirit and intent, as sharing of the lands but the federal government sought to cede away these lands, effectively weakening them from undertaking self governance as was treaty six. (SCAA, n.d)
What are First Nations perspectives on the intentions of each treaty with respect to self-government?
The Elders’ understandings of Treaty are peace and friendship agreements not land surrender agreements. These peace and friendship agreements provide for two parallel legal systems that were intended to co-exist, each party respecting the authority of the other. The Elders understanding of Treaty is that Indigenous Peoples were to continue on with their way of life with control over their way of life and the land and this knowledge is passed down orally. (SCAA, n.d)
The elders have long disputed many aspects of the government of Canada's version of Treaty 6. The main criticism of the written version has to do with the language used about the lands. The written version contains the wording "cede, surrender, and forever give up title to the lands." The Elders maintain that these words were not included in the original treaty. The Chiefs and Elders could not have sold their lands to the settlers as they could only share the lands according to the Cree, Saulteaux, Assiniboine and Dene laws. When the Elders were told of these written words, they had difficulty understanding them. These words do not exist in their languages. (SCAA, n.d)
Compare the written text of the treaties with the spirit and intent of the treaties as provided by oral history.
The written text of both treaties five, six and seven were directed at acquiring means of government over the first nations. They were skewed to sanction ceding of land from them for ever. The oral history saw the spirit and intent of these treaties as being sharing of these lands to maintain mutual peace and harmony.
How do different worldviews account for the different perspectives on how treaties should be interpreted?
The elders of the first nations see treaties as an agreement for mutual benefit by sovereign nations that are friends. Others like the United nations define it as an international agreement between nations which is similar to the elder’s view. On the other hand, the outlook on treaties by the crown meant authority to completely take away rights to land of indigenous people. All these give different meaning to the interpretation of treaties. The first nations’ view of a spirit and intent to share and make peace gives such perspective to the treaty’s interpretation while the crown's written treaty hives a perspective of ceding of land and complete dispossession. (SCAA, n.d)
How have the different interpretations resulted in conflict over time?
An example in case is the case of Canada, indigenous people as sovereign nations made treaties with the crown with the spirit and intent to share with no side oppressing the other. However, the state of Canada has sought to impose the written treaty on them, a matter of conflict as it does not align to the spirit and intent as passed down by first nations’ oral tradition.
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