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Danielle Lorenz  

Our “Home” On Native Land:  

The Vancouver 2010 Olympics and West Coast First Nations’ Land Claims  

 

ABSTRACT 

While for many Canadians the Vancouver 2010 Olympic was a two-week display of 
national pride, what many were unaware of – despite vocal and visible protests in the 
streets of the city – was that the games were taking place on unceded land. This paper 
puts forth the argument that the Vancouver 2010 Olympics functions as an allegory 
for the Canadian state‘s denial that Canada is on stolen indigenous land. The paper 
examines how this process of denial was developed through colonial powers‘ 
legitimization of settling land, encompassing a complex set of beliefs, doctrines and 
myths.  The paper also examines the formal practices and policies of the Canadian 
State when dealing with indigenous land, and their relationship to current First 
Nations land claims in the area around Vancouver, British Columbia.   

 

RÉSUMÉ 

Pour la plupart des Canadiens, les Jeux Olympiques 2010 à Vancouver représentent 
deux semaines de fierté nationale. Ce que plusieurs ignoraient, malgré les nombreuses 
manifestations dans la ville de Vancouver, c‘est que les jeux ont eu lieu sur un 
territoire non cédé. Cet article  développe l‘argument que les Jeux Olympiques de 
2010 sont une illustration de la négation par l‘État canadien du fait que le Canada est 
sur des terres autochtones « volées ». Cet article trace le développement de cette 
négation à travers la légitimation de la colonisation du territoire, ce qui comprend un 
système complexe de croyances, de doctrines et de mythes. Cet article considère 
également les pratiques formelles et les politiques de l‘État envers les terres 
autochtones, ainsi que la relation actuelle entre l‘état et les Premières Nations qui 
revendiquent le territoire autours de Vancouver en Colombie-Britannique.  

KEYWORDS 

Indigenous, land claims, Olympics  
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Introduction 

The Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics were a nationalist spectacle wherein the 

inhabitants of Canada came together to watch Canadian athletes compete in sport.  A 

nation is composed of a group of people ―defined by a collective belonging to an 

extensive community, usually defined in relation to a specific territory‖.1  Thus, 

nationalism in the case of the 2010 Winter Olympics involved accentuating the 

differences between Canadians and people from other nations while at the same time 

diminishing the dissimilarities between citizens within Canada.2   ―Canada‘s Games‖ 

as they have been called, took place over the course of sixteen days in February in 

Vancouver, British Columbia.  With glowing hearts, people all over the country 

cheered when Alexandre Bilodeau won the first medal of the games as well as when 

the men‘s hockey team won the last medal in the games.  Meanwhile, several social 

activist groups were protesting the Games, over issues relating to environmental 

destruction, social welfare, and Indigenous land.  For these individuals, Vancouver 

2010 was a symbol of corporatization, destruction and colonialism.  

This paper examines why and how the Vancouver 2010 Olympics function as 

an allegory for the Canadian state‘s denial of the fact that Canada is located on the 

―stolen land‖ of Indigenous peoples. Additionally, this paper considers how the 

majority of Canadians do not recognize Indigenous rights to land as well as the 

hardships they face under a colonial government.  This will be achieved by assessing 

the legitimization of European settlement on this continent during the colonial 

period; discussing the Canadian treaty process with specific reference to the Royal 

Proclamation; outlining the history of treaties in British Columbia; describing the British 

Columbia process for land claims; illustrating how the Vancouver 2010 Olympics 

created an ―imagined Canada‖; and finally, using the Vancouver Downtown East Side 

to illustrate how Indigenous persons can be easily discarded in Canada.    

                                                           
1 O‘Brien, Susie and Imre Szeman.  Popular Culture: A User’s Guide.  Scarborough: Nelson, 2004.  212 
2 O‘Brien and Szeman, 215. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alexandre_Bilodeau
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Several types of research were conducted for this 

paper, and as a result different research methods 

were used accordingly.  For example, rather than 

using summaries from contemporary texts, a 

primary text analysis was conducted on the Royal 

Proclamation in order to interpret how and why 

the legislation is still relevant in the present.  

Work from First Nations scholars of Indigenous 

Studies were used to obtain a culturally-relative 

perspective on issues relating to land.  This 

information was often juxtaposed with sources 

from the British Columbian and federal 

governments so different epistemological 

frameworks in regards to land use and appropriation could be considered.  As a 

whole, the research methods and methodologies found within this paper are wide-

ranging as per the interdisciplinary tradition of the School of Canadian Studies at 

Carleton University.  

This paper aims to raise awareness concerning the issue that vast areas of 

Canada were settled in direct opposition to the regulations of the Royal Proclamation , in 

addition to  how this continues to impact First Nations in the present.  Since the 

Vancouver 2010 Olympics concluded a little over a year ago, many of the memories 

associated with the Games are still fresh in people‘s minds.  Yet, for many Canadians 

their memories of the Vancouver Olympics are more related to the triumphs (and 

sometimes failures) of athletes than to politics.  Academics can help disseminate the 

political information and thereby bridge the gap between the First Nations who have 

filed land claims on the Greater Vancouver Area and ―the rest‖ of the Canadian 

population.  The latter, if commentary on news websites (such as CBC or the Globe 

and Mail) is any indication are, as Taiaiake Alfred notes, bound by a colonial mentality 

and un-accepting of other ways of thought.3  This colonial mentality described by 

Alfred is rooted in colonialism, which is the historical process where certain groups 

dominated and assimilated others; in terms of ―physical settlement along with the 

                                                           
3 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Opening Words‖.  Lighting the Eighth Fire: The Liberation, Resurgence and Protection of Indigenous Nations.  
Ed. Leanne Simpson.  Winnipeg: Arbeiter Ring Publishing, 2008. 10 
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military, political, and economic conquest of a people‖.4  According to Alfred the 

dominant group – the settler population – is constantly inferiorizing, dominating and 

assimilating Indigenous people, because their cultures are seen as subordinate to the 

dominant ideology of Canada.  As a result of this, Indigenous persons see Canada as 

an ongoing site of colonialism rather than something that happened only in the past.   

Having allies in academia navigate the chasm that exists between Indigenous 

persons and the rest of Canada will hopefully alleviate some of the friction that is 

present between the two groups. These academics can occupy a space of critical 

distance, and therefore provide information to both sides of the debate. At the same 

time it is also possible for these academics to become involved in the struggle against 

colonialism as warriors, even if they themselves are not Indigenous.  This is not the 

derogatory stereotype of the warrior that is used in the media; wherein First Nations 

―engage in war as a kind of vicious sport to satisfy an instinctual love for violence‖.5 

This warrior is portrayed as being lawless, violent and dangerous, and is best 

exemplified in the media‘s coverage of the Mohawk Warriors in the Kanesatake-Oka 

conflict of 1990. Instead, it is the Indigenous warrior societies described by Taiaiake 

Alfred and Lana Lowe, as ―a means by which indigenous peoples take direct action 

against colonization and the history of their dispossession‖6 that should be emulated.  

This can be achieved through a variety of methods, such as protests, road blocks, as 

well as writing declarations and letters to the editor.  However, there are also ways for 

non-Native allies to participate as warriors. Dale Turner advocates that word warriors 

―engage the legal and political discourses of the state,‖7 meaning they work within the 

site of colonialism to cause change to the same system.  By partaking in the two 

assertive forms of what shall be termed ―warriorism,‖ individuals can contribute to 

nation-building and help traverse through the divide that exists between Indigenous 

persons and the rest of the population.  However, before the arguments of this paper 

can be conferred, there must be a reference to the terminology used within. 

 

                                                           
4  O‘Brien and Szeman 310. 
5 Francis, Daniel.  The Imaginary Indian: The Image of the Indian in Canadian Culture. Vancouver: Arsenal Pulp Press, 
2000. 65 
6 Alfred, Taiaiake and Lana Lowe. ―Warrior Societies in Contemporary Indigenous Communities‖.  The Ipperwash Inquiry.  
6 June 2007.  Accessed 20 March 2011 from 
http://www.attorneygeneral.jus.gov.on.ca/inquiries/ipperwash/policy_part/research/pdf/Alfred_and_Lowe.pdf 
7 Turner, Dale.  ―Word Warriors‖.  This Is Not a Peace Pipe: Towards a Critical Indigenous Philosophy. Toronto: University of 
Toronto Press, 2008. 72. 

http://www.attorneygeneral.jus.gov.on.ca/inquiries/ipperwash/policy_part/research/pdf/Alfred_and_Lowe.pdf
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Terminology 

 

As Daniel Francis notes, ―There is much debate these days about the correct term for 

Indigenous Americans,‖8 and this is certainly the case when reading any number of 

textbooks, theoretical works or even consulting the media; since depending on the 

author, any variety of terms may be used.  Because of this, it is imperative to define 

and explain some of the terminology that will be used in this paper.  The term 

―Indigenous‖ refers to peoples who are native to a particular region.9  Indigenous is 

used when referring to Indigenous peoples of two or more different groups; for 

example, Métis, First Nation or Inuit. In contrast, ―First Nation‖ as defined by Indian 

and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC), is  

A term that came into common usage in the 1970s to replace the 
word ―Indian,‖ which some people found offensive. Although the 
term First Nation is widely used, no legal definition of it exists. 
Among its uses, the term ―First Nations peoples‖ refers to the 
Indian peoples in Canada, both Status and non-Status.10    

 

Within Canada there are over 630 unique First Nations,11 among some are the Lil‘wat, 

Musqueam, Squamish and Tseil-Waututh, which will be discussed in more depth later 

in this paper.  An ―Aboriginal‖ is a person who is a descendant ―of the original 

inhabitants of North America. The Canadian Constitution recognizes three groups of 

Aboriginal people — Indians, Métis and Inuit. These are three separate peoples with 

unique heritages, languages, cultural practices and spiritual beliefs‖.12  The use of the 

word Aboriginal, like Indigenous, refers to two or more different groups though it is 

often viewed in a negative light by many Indigenous people.  Despite Indigenous, 

                                                           
8 Francis, 9 
9 ―Indigenous‖. The Oxford English Dictionary.  Second Edition, 1989. OED Online.  Oxford University Press.  Accessed 23 
March 2011 from http://www.oed.com.proxy.library.carleton.ca/view/Entry/94474?redirectedFrom=Indigenous#eid 
10 ―Terminology‖.  Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.  15 October 2010.  Accessed 23 March 2011 from 
http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ap/tln-eng.asp 
 
11 ―Description of the AFN‖.  Assembly of First Nations.  2011.  Accessed 23 March 2011 from 
http://www.afn.ca/index.php/en/about-afn/description-of-the-afn 
12 ―Terminology‖.    

http://www.oed.com.proxy.library.carleton.ca/view/Entry/94474?redirectedFrom=Indigenous#eid
http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ap/tln-eng.asp
http://www.afn.ca/index.php/en/about-afn/description-of-the-afn
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First Nation and Aboriginal being relatively new terms, ―Indian‖ on the contrary has a 

much longer history. 

The meaning behind the word ―Indian‖ has changed several times over the 

past six hundred years.  As Charles Mann states in ―Pleistocene Wars,‖  ―Columbus 

went to his grave convinced he had landed on the shores of Asia, near India. The 

inhabitants of this previously unseen land were therefore Asians – hence the 

unfortunate name ―Indians‖‖.13  Nowadays, the term refers to ―one of the three 

Aboriginal groups in Canada, as recognized and defined by the Indian Act.‖14  

However, the Indian Act’s definition of what constitutes an Indian – that is a ―status 

Indian‖ – is multifaceted. The current explanation of a status Indian is ―a person who, 

pursuant to this Act, is registered as an Indian or is entitled to be registered as an 

Indian‖.15  The obvious limitation of this definition is that in order to know what an 

―Indian‖ is in the present, one must know what it was in the past. Article Three of the 

1876 Indian Act states that an Indian is ―Any male person of Indian blood reputed to 

belong to a particular band,‖ ―Any child of such person,‖ and lastly, ―Any woman 

who is or was lawfully married to such 

person‖.16  The difference between the 

1876 Indian Act‘s definition and the 2000 

Indian Act‘s definition is very reflective of 

the time: women were considered the 

property of their husbands, and thus a 

female‘s status was dependant on that of 

her husband.   

But perhaps most important in this 

preliminary discussion is the fact that any 

                                                           
13 Mann, Charles.  ―Pleistocene Wars‖.  1491: New Revelations of the Americas Before Columbus.  Toronto: First Vintage 
Books, 2006. 157 
14 ―Terminology‖.  
15 ―You Wanted to Know – Federal Programs and Services for Registered Indians‖.  Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.  
25 October 2010.  Accessed 23 March 2010 from http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ai/pubs/ywtk/ywtk-eng.asp#werb 
16 ―1876 Indian Act‖.  Indian Acts and Amendments 1868-1950.  Department of Indian and Northern Affairs.  1981. 
Indigenous Studies 3J03: Government and Politics of Indigenous People Custom Courseware.  Ed. Hayden King. Hamilton: McMaster 
University, 2009. 55-6   

http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ai/pubs/ywtk/ywtk-eng.asp#werb
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of the above-mentioned forms were invented by the settler population17 and are not 

representative of what Indigenous persons call themselves18 in their own languages.  

Consequently, the Canadian government – what many Indigenous people see as a 

colonizing force – should not be the authority on who is and who is not considered 

Indian, Métis or Inuit. As Danielle Boissoneau, an Anishinaabe of the Old Turtle Clan 

from Garden River clarifies, ―the only true definition of an "Indian" should come 

from the people that are being categorized in the first place, and that "Indians" have 

defined themselves for thousands of years before ―Canada‖ even existed‖.19  What‘s 

more, using names from other nations – be they Indigenous or otherwise – is 

problematic since many maintain derogatory undertones.20  Because of this, wherever 

possible the name that a nation calls itself in their language will be used in this paper, 

since using another name denies these nations their lineage and legitimacy.  Just as the 

terminology used to define and name Indigenous peoples has changed drastically over 

time, so have Indigenous rights in North America as a direct result of the colonization 

process. 

 

 

 

 

 

Contact and Colonization 

Colonial practices developed by explorers and conquistadors legitimatized their 

settling on land that was already occupied by Indigenous people. As Taiaiake Alfred 

explains, ―Canada and the United States have written self-serving histories of 

discovery, conquest, and settlement that wipe out any reference to the original 

                                                           
17 Francis, 4 
18 Dickason, Olive.  A Concise History of Canada’s First Nations. Toronto: Oxford University Press, 2006. x-xi  
19 Personal Communication, March 23 2011 
20 Dickason, x-xi. 
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relations between indigenous peoples and Europeans‖.21  These myths are important 

when recognizing how they impact Indigenous people in Canada in the present. Many 

Canadians have no idea of what it is like to face colonization or similar oppressive 

procedures in their day-to-day lives. First Nations must live according to the Indian 

Act, a nineteenth century piece of legislation created by the federal government 

without their consent or input. No other ethnic group in Canada is governed by 

ethnicity-specific policies, let alone one that is over 135 years old.  This piece of 

evidence suggests that colonialist mentalities are used by the Canadian government, in 

turn allowing them to exhibit schadenfreude towards First Nations.  The paternalistic 

and oppressive policies found within the Indian Act in combination with racism from 

the settler society have forced Indigenous people to become marginalized for 

hundreds of years.  

The use of rhetoric and discourse in the classroom states that Columbus 

―discovered‖ America, and similarly that John Cabot found what would become 

Canada, even though this negates the fact that the Vikings had landed on this 

continent some 400 years previous.  The very word ―discover‖ implies that the land 

was uninhabited, unused, and unoccupied, which is not the case at all: there is 

evidence of Indigenous peoples on this continent from at least 14,000 years ago.22  In 

―A Status Higher than States‖, Vine Deloria Jr and Clifford Lytle explain that the 

Doctrine of Discovery gave Christian European explorers the self-imposed ―right‖ to 

claim title on the land occupied by Indigenous people.23  In 1832, Chief Justice of the 

United States John Marshall observed that whichever country landed in a territory 

first would gain possession of it, a practice that was established so the settling nations 

would not compete and fight amongst themselves when creating new settlements.24   

Theoretically this would have removed conflict between European groups; however, 

this denies the fact that there were peoples already occupying North America before 

the arrival of settlers.  If it were not for Indigenous military allies and fur traders, 

                                                           
21 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Sovereignty‖. Sovereignty Matters: Locations of Contestation and Possibility in Indigenous Struggles for Self-
Determination.  Ed. Joanne Barker. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2005. 34 
22 Maugh, Thomas.  ―Chile village among Americas' oldest‖.  Los Angeles Times.  10 May 2008.  Accessed 28 January 2011 
from http://articles.latimes.com/2008/may/10/science/sci-seaweed10 
23 Deloria, Vine and Clifford Lytle. ―A Status Higher than States‖. The Nations Within: The Past and Future of American 
Indian Sovereignty. New York: Pantheon Books, 1984. 2   
24 Churchill, Ward.  ―The Tragedy and the Travesty: The Subversion of Indigenous Sovereignty in North America‖. 
Contemporary Native American Politics.  Ed. Troy R. Johnson.  Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications, 1999. 23   

http://articles.latimes.com/2008/may/10/science/sci-seaweed10
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colonists would not have survived their first few centuries on the continent.25 But 

when First Nations no longer posssed utilitarian purposes past approximately 1840, 

they began to be subjugated.26  

Part of the Discovery Doctrine established by European colonizers was the 

idea of territorium res nullius, where ―any uninhabited territory might be claimed outright 

by whomever first found it‖.27  Uninhabited in this case did not mean completely 

devoid of human life, but rather that the land could not be left in an untouched state; 

it needed to be cultivated or altered in some way, or otherwise it was considered 

vacant.28   What is meant by ―changed‖ or ―cultivated‖ was based on European ideals: 

many First Nations groups did noticeably alter their surroundings, but because they 

did not farm in the same way as Europeans, their subsistence methods were 

invalidated. Similarly, seeing how Indigenous people ―found‖ the land first − based 

on any of the theories of human habitation of the North American continent 

European or Indigenous − they would possess rights to this continent over those of 

Europeans. Nevertheless, North America was deemed vacant because it did not meet 

European usage standards.    

Lastly, there will be discussion in regards to the myth that Indigenous persons 

in Canada were conquered.   Being ―conquered‖ implies that Indigenous people 

ceased to exist, when this is untrue. There were two major ―wars‖ with First Nations 

during the colonial period, as Olive Dickason explains: the Iroquois War between the 

Haudenosaunee and the French from 1609 until 1701, and the Mi‘kmaq War from 

1613 until 1761 between the British and the Mi‘kmaq.29  None of the First Nations 

involved in these wars were wiped out and actually maintain sizable populations in the 

present. The devastating effects violence and disease had on Indigenous populations 

during the colonial period notwithstanding, First Nations populations overall have 

been increasing for nearly a century.  In 1915 the First Nations population in Canada 

was 103,750,30 but as of the 2006 census the population increased to 698,025.31  If 

First Nations had truly been vanquished their numbers would not be growing today.  
                                                           
25 Francis, 166 
26 Francis, 166. 
27 Churchill, 25  
28 Churchill, 25 
29 Dickason, 80 
30 Francis, 53 
31 ―Aboriginal Peoples‖.  Statistics Canada.  15 January 2008.  Accessed 20 March 2011 from 
http://www12.statcan.ca/census-recensement/2006/rt-td/ap-pa-eng.cfm 

http://www12.statcan.ca/census-recensement/2006/rt-td/ap-pa-eng.cfm
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Two other instances of violent conflicts in 

Canadian history were between settlers 

and the Métis in the Red River Rebellion 

and the Northwest Rebellion,32 but again 

the Métis were not eliminated, and as of 

the most recent data have a population of 

389 785.33  Moreover, the Inuit never 

entered into violent conflict with the 

settler population.  Thus, to assume that 

Indigenous people were defeated through 

means of war is the product of colonial 

rhetoric and discourse. Stating that 

Indigenous groups were conquered 

illustrates self-proclaimed settler 

superiority, and explains why this 

mythology still exists in the present.   

Related to the previous discussions 

of the Doctrine of Discovery, Terra Nullius 

and the Conquering Myth is the concept 

of Canadian sovereignty, and how it is 

legitimized by the state.  According to by Michael Byers:  

For international lawyers, sovereignty is the totality of different forms of 
exclusive jurisdiction exercised by a state within its boundaries.  From 
their perspective, sovereignty is closely related to statehood, which was 
famously defined [...] as requiring: (a) a permanent population; (b) 
defined territory; (c) government; and (d) capacity to enter into relations 
with other states.34   

 

Byers‘s definition of sovereignty fits Canada for all of these criteria. Even though 

Canadian territory can be contested based on the idea that Europeans did not actually 

                                                           
32 Churchill, 29 
33 ―Aboriginal Peoples‖.   
34 Byers, Michael.  ―Why Sovereignty Matters‖.  Who Owns the Arctic: Understanding Sovereignty Disputes in the North.  
Vancouver: Douglas and McIntyre, 2009. 5 
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have the rights to the land they claimed to does not matter.  This is because ―The only 

means by which the sovereignty of any nation can be legitimately diminished is in 

cases where the nation itself voluntarily relinquishes it‖.35  First Nations, Métis and 

Inuit populations in Canada never gave up their authority over their lands.  Rather, 

through the Doctrine of Discovery and terra nullius European settlers established their 

rights to territory in North America, and in turn they further legitimized with myths 

of Indigenous conquest.  To clarify further, ―Sovereignty, like property, can be usually 

thought of as a bundle of rights.  A homeowner is still a homeowner if her property is 

subject to an easement entitling a neighbour to share a driveway or to a covenant that 

prohibits the removal of trees‖.36   

To create another example using the aforementioned allegory:  Indigenous 

persons still have rights to any land not allotted to Canada in treaty agreements.  Thus, 

the colonies that eventually developed into the Dominion of Canada were established 

through illegitimate means, and the sovereignty claimed by the Canadian government 

and many of its politically active citizens is problematic.  At the same time, many First 

Nations groups recognized the importance of entering into treaties with the settler 

population, as a means to retain some of the autonomy they were rightfully owed as 

independent nations.   

 

The Treaty Process 

Treaties are important to all persons living within Canada regardless of their ethnicity 

because all persons within this country can be considered treaty people.  ―Treaty 

people‖ in this instance refers to someone whose life is impacted by a treaty or 

treaties.  Not only do treaties affect relations between Indigenous groups and settlers, 

but treaties between Canada and other countries impact the day-to-day lives of 

Canadians as well. During the eighteenth century, the relationship between the settler 

population and First Nations began to change with an increasingly large amount of 

immigrants coming from Europe to settle in North America. The development of the 

1763 Royal Proclamation became crucial for First Nations in what would become 

Canada, and remains important to them to this day. As JR Miller clarifies in Skyscrapers 

                                                           
35 Churchill, 19 
36 Byers, 6 
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Hide the Heavens: A History of Indian-White Relations in Canada, the sections of the Royal 

Proclamation ―that had the greatest impact to Indian peoples, both immediately and 

into the future was not the [new] boundary definition, but the provisions concerning 

Indian lands‖.37  There are three specific parts of the Proclamation that are relevant to 

First Nation territories.  The first portion explains,  

And whereas it is just and reasonable, and essential to our Interest, and the 
Security of our Colonies that several Nations or Tribes of Indians with whom 
We are connected, and who live under our Protection, should not be 
molested or disturbed in the Possession of such Parts of our Dominions and 
Territories as, not having been ceded to or purchased by Us are reserved to 
them, or any of them, as their Hunting Grounds.38 

 

 This excerpt states two important points that First Nations have used in legal cases 

since 1951, when First Nations were once again permitted to hire a lawyer under the 

Indian Act.39  Firstly, that First Nations are considered nations, which harkens back to 

the point that during treaty negotiations First Nations believed they were done on a 

nation-to-nation, or equal basis. Secondly, the Crown clearly states that any land that 

has not as of yet been ceded to the Crown is considered Indigenous land. The 

document also uses the word ―Protection,‖ which at first glance could have 

paternalistic undertones.  However, considering that First Nations and Euro-

Canadians were considered fairly equal at this time as previously mentioned in this 

paper, it could be ascertained that ―Protection‖ in this case aligns with the belief that 

Britain saw First Nations as important allies.    

The second passage of the Proclamation to be examined relates to the occupation of 

―Indian‖ land.  It states,  

And We do hereby strictly forbid, on Pain of our Displeasures, all our loving 
Subjects from making any Purchases or Settlements whatever, or taking 

                                                           
37 Miller, JR. Skyscrapers Hide the Heavens: A History of Indian-White Relations in Canada.  Toronto: University of Toronto 
Press, 2001.  87-8 
38 ―Royal Proclamation of 1763‖.  Canadian Archives. Sessional Paper No. 18.  1918. King‘s Printer.  Indigenous Studies 3J03: 
Government and Politics of Indigenous People Custom Courseware.  Ed. Hayden King.  Hamilton: McMaster University 2009.  4 
39 ―Fact Sheet: British Columbia Treaty Negotiations‖.  Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.  10 February 2010.  
Accessed 26 March 2011 from http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ai/mr/is/trn-eng.asp 
 

http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/ai/mr/is/trn-eng.asp
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Possession  of any of the Lands above reserved, without our especial leave 
and Licence for that Purpose first obtained.40   

Thus, according to the Proclamation, settlers were not permitted to illegally settle (also 

known as ―squat‖) or purchase land from First Nations.  Moreover, in order for the 

settler population to be able to procure land legally – in the time period of the Royal 

Proclamation as well as in the present –  they must do so by entering into a treaty 

agreement with the First Nations whose historical territory was located on the desired 

land in question.  

The final selection from the Royal Proclamation mentioned in this paper 

references lands that First Nations no longer wish to inhabit.  Specifically:  

 

with the Advice of our Privy Council strictly enjoin and require, that no 
private Person do presume to make any Purchase from the said Indians of 
any Lands reserved to the said Indians, within those parts of our Colonies 
where We have thought proper to allow Settlement; but that, if at any Time 
any of the said Indians should be inclined to dispose of the said Lands, the 
same shall be Purchased only for Us in our Name at some public Meeting or 
Assembly of the said Indians...‖41 

According to the above quotation, the only way ―Indian‖ land could be purchased 

was if an Indigenous Nation decided that their land was no longer wanted or needed.  

Furthermore, this citation reiterates the fact that 

squatting on Indigenous land was not legal. Thus, 

the Royal Proclamation was a critical piece of 

legislation developed by the Crown in order to 

ensure that First Nations would not encounter 

problems when interacting with the settler 

population.  The Proclamation was also a significant 

document during what would become known as 

the Historic Treaty Period.  

A treaty is defined as ―A contract between 

two or more states, relating to peace, truce, alliance, 

commerce, or other international relation; also, the 

                                                           
40 ―Royal Proclamation of 1763‖.  4 
41 ―Royal Proclamation of 1763‖.  4  
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document embodying such contract‖.42  Treaties have been and continue to be a vital 

aspect of global governance, since they impact so many people.  It is important to 

recognize that ―a fundamental tenet of international affairs is that treaties are 

instruments reserved exclusively for the definition of relationships between nations‖.43  

The fact that a treaty is created between two nations is incredibly significant to First 

Nations, and how they viewed their sovereignty in the past as well as contemporarily 

present.   As Sharon Venne states, from 1876 until 1900, First Nations and the Crown 

―entered into a series of treaties‖, and ―it was understood by both parties that these 

treaties were being made between independent nations‖.44  By joining into a treaty 

with First Nations groups, Canadian state was able to use and occupy land legally, as 

per the regulations set out by the Royal Proclamation.  For the most part, these treaties 

were signed in Ontario, Quebec and the Prairie provinces, with the Douglas Treaties 

pertaining to British Columbia.  At the same time, the majority of British Columbia 

was never assigned to treaties in the period leading up to the Vancouver 2010 Winter 

Olympics.   

Treaties in British Columbia 

The Douglas Treaties are fourteen treaties signed over a four year period from 

1850-185445 on Vancouver Island, and encompass locations such as Victoria, 

Nanaimo and Fort Rupert.46  Ten years after Confederation, and six years after BC 

became part of the Dominion, relations between First Nations and government in 

regards to land ownership became tense. This is because First Nations rights to land 

in British Columbia aside from that which was part of the Douglas Treaties had never 

been extinguished.47  Despite this, British Columbia was being settled by European 

immigrants, creating numerous conflicts between the two groups.  With the signing of 

                                                           
42 ―Treaty‖.  The Oxford English Dictionary. Second Edition, 1989. OED Online.  Oxford University Press.  Accessed 29 
January 2011 from http://www.oed.com.proxy.library.carleton.ca/viewdictionaryentry/Entry/205395 
 
43 Churchill, 20 
44 Venne, Sharon.  ―Treaty-Making With the Crown‖.  Nation to Nation: Aboriginal Sovereignty and the Future of Canada.  Eds 
John Bird, Lorraine Land and Murray Macadam.  Toronto: Public Justice Resource Centre, 2002. 44 
45 ―Douglas Treaties: 1850-1854‖.  Ministry of Aboriginal Relations and Reconciliation.  Government of British Columbia.  
2011.  Accessed 30 January 2011 from http://www.gov.bc.ca/arr/treaty/landmark/douglas/default.html 
46 Miller, 187 
47 Miller,  316 
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Treaty 8 in 1899, the north-eastern quarter of BC was ceded;48 however despite this, 

the majority of British Columbia was still not part of a treaty or treaties.    

It was not until the Nisga‘a Final Agreement – also known as the first modern-

day treaty in British Columbia –was passed on 13 April 200049 that another treaty was 

signed in the province.  Despite this, most of BC was still unceded land. On February 

5th 2010 the Yale First Nation, the federal government and the BC government signed 

a final agreement.50  The date this final agreement was signed is specific for two 

reasons.  First, because the Yale Final Agreement was the third to be signed since the 

Nisga‘a Final Agreement, with the Maa-nulth First Nations and the Tsawwassen First 

Nation in 2007 and 2009 respectively.51  Second, February 5th was exactly one week 

before the Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics‘ opening ceremonies, suggesting that the 

federal and provincial governments wanted the Agreement to happen in order to 

avoid bad press during the Games. Therefore, as of the first day of the 2010 Olympics 

in Vancouver, the majority of British Columbia was still considered unceded by First 

Nations as per the rightful acquirement of land through the Royal Proclamation .52 

Because the majority of the province was settled illegally, many First Nations have 

entered into land claims with the government of British Columbia and the Canadian 

federal government in order to get retribution for lands settled contrary to what was 

laid out in the Royal Proclamation.   

 

Land Claims in British Columbia 

The history of land claims in British Columbia is imperative when considering the 

relationship between the Canadian government and First Nations in the present.  

Since many Canadians do not understand the ways early settlers proved their rights to 

―owning‖ the continent as well as the importance of the Royal Proclamation to 

                                                           
48 Madil, Dennis F. K.  ―British Columbia Indian Treaties in Historical Perspective‖.  1981.  Indian and Northern Affairs 
Canada. 2 February 2009.  Accessed 30 January 2011 from http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/al/hts/tgu/pubs/C-B/treC-B-
eng.asp#chp9 
49 ―Nisga‘a Final Agreement‖.   Ministry of Aboriginal Relations and Reconciliation.  Government of British Columbia.  2011.  
Accessed 30 January 2011 from http://www.gov.bc.ca/arr/firstnation/nisgaa/default.html 
50 ―Current Treaties‖.  BC Treaty Commission.  2011.  Accessed 30 January 2011 from 
http://www.treaties.gov.bc.ca/treaties.html 
51 ―Current Treaties‖.   
 
52 ―Frequently Asked Questions‖.  BC Treaty Commission. 2009.  Accessed 24 March 2011 from 
http://www.bctreaty.net/files/faqs.php  

http://www.treaties.gov.bc.ca/treaties_maa-nulth.html
http://www.treaties.gov.bc.ca/treaties_tsawwassen.html
http://www.treaties.gov.bc.ca/treaties_tsawwassen.html
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http://www.gov.bc.ca/arr/firstnation/nisgaa/default.html
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Indigenous people, the non-Native population is generally unaware of why First 

Nations file land claims. Moreover, the settler population does not realize how long 

the process takes – the average being nine years but they can take up to twenty once 

they are formally filed.53 Perhaps what is most frustrating for First Nations is that 

many claims are hundreds of years old, and the 

ability to pursue claims was impeded for due to 

legislation in the Indian Act.   Since the majority of 

settled areas in British Columbia are on unceded 

land, the First Nations whose land was unlawfully 

occupied have entered into land claims with the 

provincial and federal governments.   

A land claim consists of ―addressing the legal 

inconsistency of Crown or state title on indigenous 

lands,‖54 wherein the state recognizes two specific 

types; comprehensive land claims or specific land 

claims.  A comprehensive land claim occurs ―in 

areas where rights of traditional use and occupancy 

have not been extinguished by treaty or suspended 

by law,‖55  whereas a specific land claim relates to 

―an outstanding legal obligation on the part of the 

government, such as non-fulfillment of a treaty, breach of an obligation under the 

Indian Act, or improper actions in connection with acquisition or disposition of land 

by government agents or employees‖.56  These claims are filed using a multi-step 

process that can vary between provinces or territories.     

The land claims process in British Columbia is composed of six steps, which 

will be discussed briefly below:   

1) The Statement of Intent to Negotiate, which mentions the governing body 

responsible and the geographic area in question;  

                                                           
53 ―Land claims board urged‖.  Toronto Star.  8 May 2007.  Accessed 28 March 2011 from 
http://www.thestar.com/News/article/211616 
54 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Sovereignty‖. 43 
55 Dickason, 305 
56 Dickason, 312 
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2) Readiness to Negotiate, where members of the First Nation, federal and provincial 

governments discuss their desire to negotiate, find a negotiator, develop a 

mandate and negotiations process;  

3) Negotiations of Framework Agreement, which finds the three groups trying to agree 

on what will be discussed and for how long;  

4) Negotiation of an Agreement in Principle, which is when the three groups examine 

the framework they created and develop what will become the major components 

of the treaty;  

5) Negotiation to Finalize a Treaty, where the embodiment of what was determined in 

the Agreement in Principle is established; and  

6) Implementation of the Treaty, where a long-term implementation plan is developed 

and the plans to put the treaty into effect are finalized.57   

The aforementioned progression is a long one, due to the speed of negotiations and 

how quickly the three groups can come to agreements on each part of the process.   

As of September 30th 2009, there are 623 outstanding specific land claims in Canada, 

of which 46% or 287 are in British Columbia.58 The number of comprehensive claims 

in Canada is much lower, with research conducted in 2000 indicating the number to 

be fifty-one.59  Considering the amount of land claims that have been filed, and that 

―more than half of about 200 First Nations or two-thirds of all Aboriginal people in 

British Columbia are represented at one of the 47 on-going negotiations in the treaty 

process,‖60 it will take at the very least several decades for the First Nations, provincial 

and federal governments to rectify nearly 250 years of illegal settlement on First 

Nations land in British Columbia.    

According to ―A Profile of Aboriginal People, First Nations, and Indian 

Reserves in Greater Vancouver,‖ 21.7% of British Columbia‘s Indigenous population 

lives in the Greater Vancouver Area.61  In addition, ten First Nations – Katzie, 

Kwantlen, Matsqui, Musqueam, Squamish, Tsawwassen, Tseil-Waututh, Kwikwetlem, 

Qayqact, and Semihamoo – as well as twenty-two reserves are found within the city‘s 
                                                           
57 ―Six Stages:  Policies and Procedures‖.  BC Treaty Commission.  2009.  Accessed 9 March 2011 from: 
http://www.bctreaty.net/files/sixstages.php 
 
58 ―Location of Specific Claims Across Canada‖.  Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.  17 November 2009.  Accessed 9 
March 2011 from http://www.ainc-inac.gc.ca/al/ldc/spc/pubs/rpts/lgd-eng.asp 
59 Dickason, 289 
60 ―Current Treaties‖.   
61 ―A Profile of Aboriginal People, First Nations, and Indian Reserves in Greater Vancouver‖.  Greater Vancouver Regional 
District.  June 2003.  Accessed 10 March 2011 from 
http://www.metrovancouver.org/region/aboriginal/Aboriginal%20Affairs%20documents/aboriginal-profile.pdf 

http://www.bctreaty.net/files/sixstages.php
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limits.62  Of these ten first nations, three were among the Four Host First nations of 

the Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics; the Musqueam, Squamish and Tseil-Waututh 

First Nations. The Lil‘wat First Nation was also one of the Four Host First Nations, 

but Whistler is part of its traditional territory and not the Greater Vancouver Area like 

the others.63  Although the Lil‘wat, Musqueam, Squamish and Tseil-Waututh First 

Nations were the Four Host First Nations of the Vancouver Olympics, the other 

seven First Nations with historic claims to the area were not formally involved in the 

Games, and nor did they concede to having the Olympics on what they consider to be 

their land. Commenting on their participation in Vancouver 2010, the Lil‘wat Nation 

believes that ―we like to think we have developed a new model that can help Canada 

comes to grips with longstanding, vexatious problems [in regards to Indigenous 

issues]. Together, we can solve them‖.64  Even through the Lil‘wat Nation may have 

had admirable goals in participating in the Vancouver 2010 Olympics, the messages of 

Canada portrayed by the Vancouver Organizing Committee failed to mention the 

crimes committed against Indigenous people in the past, and nor did they expose any 

of the current tensions regarding land.   

 

The Vancouver Olympics Promoting an Imagined Canada  

The Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics were constructed in such a way by the 

Vancouver Organizing Committee (VANOC) that Canadians and people worldwide 

believed that Canada has maintained a harmonious relationship with Indigenous 

people since contact through to the present.  In reality, the rapport between the 

Indigenous and settler communities has been and continues to be wrought with 

problems.  Due to the colonialist mentality of the Canadian state, it is not the majority 

of citizens that face issues, but instead it is Indigenous people that must try and 

negotiate an invented society.  Benedict Anderson defines an imagined community as 

a nation where its members ―will never know most of their fellow-members, meet 

them, or even hear of them, yet in the minds of each lives the image of their 

                                                           
62 ―A Profile of Aboriginal People, First Nations, and Indian Reserves in Greater Vancouver‖.   
63 ―We are the Lil‘Wat‖.  Lil‘wat First Nation.  2011.  Accessed 27 March 2011 from http://www.lilwat.ca/index.cfm 
 
64  ―2010 Olympic Games‖. Lil’wat Nation.  2010.  Accessed 26 March 2011 from 
http://www.lilwat.ca/community/2010-olympic-games/2010-olympic-games.cfm 
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communion‖.65  This is certainly true in respect to Indigenous people; which, as 

Taiaiake Alfred insinuates, are usually an afterthought to the settler population.66  In 

particular, Alfred declares that many Canadians do not know the names of the Native 

persons that live in their territory, and nor do they acknowledge the fact that 

Indigenous people have lived on and occupied this land for thousands of years.67 This 

is because, as Alfred notes:  

The vast majority of Canadians have little direct experience with Indigenous 
people either in their personal lives or as communities. Most people in 
Canada understand very little of the realities of Indigenous peoples‘ lives, the 
challenges they face, or the history of interaction between Indigenous 
peoples‘ ancestors and their own ancestors that have created these realities... 
But that‘s it – as if Indigenous peoples are a part of the past and the history 
of this country but not its [sic] present!68  

The narrative that Alfred alludes to is one that represses the rights of Indigenous 

people, which is in direct opposition to the values expressed by the Canadian 

government in regards to difference and culture.  

 

                                                           
65 Anderson, Benedict.  ―Introduction‖. Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism.  London: 
Versa, 2006. 
66 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Canadian Colonialism‖. National Film Board of Canada: Aboriginal Perspectives. 2011.   Accessed 25 
March 2011 from 
http://www3.onf.ca/enclasse/doclens/visau/index.php?mode=theme&language=english&theme=30662&film=16933
&excerpt=612109&submode=about&expmode=1 
67 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Canadian Colonialism‖.  
 
68 Alfred, Taiaiake.  ―Canadian Colonialism‖.  
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The federal government promotes the idea that ―The Canadian experience has shown 

that multiculturalism encourages racial and ethnic harmony and cross-cultural 

understanding‖.69  However, there have been several instances where the 

multiculturalism of Canada expressed through the Canada Act and the Multiculturalism 

Act have caused First Nations ―warriorism‖ to occur, in an  effort to protect 

themselves, their culture and their land from colonial interference.70  An example of 

this is the Secwepemc occupation of Ts‘Peten Sundance lands (more commonly 

known as the Gustafsen Lake Standoff) in British Columbia during the summer of 

1995. Thus, according to Anderson‘s definition, Canada is an imagined community 

because the majority of its inhabitants – that is the settler population – are either 

misinformed or choose to ignore the history of colonization in this country and the 

effect it has and continues to maintain on Indigenous people.  For these individuals, 

the problems that transpire in Indian Country are so outside their consciousness that 

                                                           
69 ―Canadian Multiculturalism: An Exclusive Citizenship‖. Citizenship and Immigration Canada.  24 October 2008.  Accessed 
25 March 2011 http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/multiculturalism/citizenship.asp 
70Alfred and Lowe.  
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it is as if they do not exist. This lack of knowledge made the Vancouver 2010 

Olympics a unifying event for Canadians while simultaneously confirming Canadian 

identity.   

National identities are formed by a combination of cultural relativism – where 

the idea that different cultures, groups and ideas can be considered equal71 – and an 

amalgamation ―of single sovereign identities characterized by an imperative to 

safeguard and even extend their sovereignty if necessary‖.72  Thus it is the 

consolidation between the equality of individuals within a nation as one culture, 

versus equivalencies between persons from a different nation that creates a national 

identity.  In ―Landscapes, Memory, Monuments, and Commemoration: Putting 

Identity in its Place,‖ Brian Osborne discusses how Canada constructs a national 

identity through place since geography, history, ethnicity and class causes separations73 

between the settler and Indigenous populations.  Osborne mentions how ―Peoples‘ 

identification of particular places‖ is essential for what he calls ―an a-where-ness of 

national identity: that is nationalizing-states occupy imagined terrains that serve as 

mnemonic devices‖.74  Although the Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics took place in 

multiple venues throughout the Greater Vancouver area as well as Whistler, it 

nevertheless still functions as a single ―place‖. The ways in which VANOC 

constructed ―Canada‖ functions as a mnemonic device that reminds and reinforces 

the idea that the Katzie, Kwantlen, Matsqui, Tsawwassen, Kwikwetlem, Qayqact, and 

Semihamoo land claims to the Greater Vancouver Area are unimportant.  Instead, the 

―Canada‖ that was created featured only the Four Host First Nations – Lil‘wat, 

Musqueam, Squamish and Tseil-Waututh – and used them to illustrate how 

―Aboriginal culture is an important part of Canada's past, present and future, and is an 

important part of the Vancouver 2010 Olympic and Paralympic Winter Games‖.75  

Although they are located in close proximity to each other geographically, these four 

                                                           
71 O‘Brien and Szeman, 311. 
72 O‘Brien and Szeman, 217. 
73 Osborne, Brian.  ―Landscapes, Memory, Monuments and Commemoration: Putting Identity in Its Place‖.  
Commissioned by the Department of Canadian Heritage for the Ethnocultural, Racial, Religious, and Linguistic 
Diversity and Identity Seminar, Halifax, Nova Scotia, November 1-2, 2001.  Accessed 27 March 2011 from 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download;jsessionid=F20291C4C6742675BACF4912BF9394F0?doi=10.1.1.138.8
516&rep=rep1&type=pdf  
74 Osborne  
 
75 ―Cultural Involvement‖.  Four Host First Nations.  2009.  Accessed 25 March 2011 from 
http://www.fourhostfirstnations.com/cultural-involvement/ 

http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download;jsessionid=F20291C4C6742675BACF4912BF9394F0?doi=10.1.1.138.8516&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download;jsessionid=F20291C4C6742675BACF4912BF9394F0?doi=10.1.1.138.8516&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://www.fourhostfirstnations.com/cultural-involvement/


Capstone Seminar Series, Issue 1- Volume 1, Number 1, Spring 2011. 

Capital Issues:  Missing Narratives from Canada's National Capital 

 

Nations have distinct cultures from each another, and are also very different from the 

other seven First Nations in the Greater Vancouver Area.   

When the Four Host First Nations are compared to the other approximately 

620 First Nations found with Canadian borders, the diversity between First Nations 

becomes even more pronounced.  The realities regarding tensions over land – both 

past and present – did not feature in VANOC‘s Olympic narrative.  Instead, including 

a small representation of all of the Indigenous groups in Canada within the Games 

only reinforced the idea to the Canadian and international public that the histories of 

atrocities committed by the Canadian government against Indigenous people were 

unimportant.  This is echoed in one of Canadian government‘s goals for the Games, 

which was to ―achieve unprecedented Aboriginal participation in all aspects of the 

Games. It is working to ensure the 2010 Winter Games leave a legacy of economic 

and social benefits for all of Canada’s Aboriginal peoples [emphasis added]‖.76   

Four Nations cannot accurately represent the more than 620 other First 

Nations in addition to all of the Métis and Inuit people that live in Canada.  The 

―Canada‖ shown in the Olympics had nothing to do with past or current land claims 

on the Greater Vancouver Area, and this ―Canada‖ also conveniently forgets one of 

the most shocking urban areas in Canada. The treatment of Indigenous people in 

Downtown Eastside of Vancouver directly opposes the narratives of inclusion and 

tolerance towards Indigenous persons that was promoted by VANOC.  

 

 

Case Study: Vancouver Olympics and the Vancouver Downtown Eastside  

The Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics was a major event for Canada during a two 

week period in February 2010, since Canadians and the entire world were watching. 

Not only could other nations see the different manifestations of sport in and around 

Vancouver and Whistler, but they were also viewing the ―show‖ being put on by 

Canada, as a nation that the government suggests respects its Indigenous population.  

Vancouver‘s Downtown Eastside (henceforth known as VDES) has been labelled as 

                                                           
76 ―Canada‘s Goals‖.  Government of Canada: Canada’s Games.  3 February 2010.  Accessed 25 March 2011 from 
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the poorest Canadian postal code.77  The poverty of this urban area is not in itself the 

only problem; what is most disturbing is the fact that many of the inhabitants of 

VDES are simultaneously Indigenous and impoverished.  Schatz quotes Dara 

Culhane, who states that  

One ‗cannot help but SEE in a literal sense, the concentration of Aboriginal 
people here. For most urban Canadians, and visitors from elsewhere, this is 
an unusual and often surprising visual experience on which they feel 
compelled to remark‘ (Culhane, 2003, p 593). This visibility contrasts with the 
historical attempts of assimilation and erasure promulgated by the Canadian 
state.78 

These residents face social issues that are the consequence of their poverty, such as 

violence, substance use and sexual abuse.  Unsafe 

sexual practices are a common issue, which 

according to a 2008 study revealed that 25.1% of 

Indigenous participants surveyed in the Greater 

Vancouver Area identified as HIV-positive.79  Of 

these individuals, 5.7% are on methadone, 36.8% 

inject heroin daily, 36.5% inject cocaine daily, 

26.7% share syringes and a staggering 61.9% 

reported unsafe sexual intercourse.80  Although 

these results are from the entire City of Vancouver, 

66.5% of respondents were from VDES.81  Things 

are so bad in VDES that the main intersection of 

the neighbourhood is referred to by the nickname 

―Pain and Wastings‖ rather than the actual Main 

                                                           
77 Schatz, Donna.  ―Unsettling the Politics of Exclusion: Aboriginal Activism and the Vancouver Downtown East Side‖.  
Paper prepared for the Annual Meeting of the Canadian Political Science Association (2010), Session M10(b) Beyond 
Statistics: Urban Indigenous Politics. Concordia University, Montreal, QC. June 3, 2010.  Accessed 10 March 2011 from 
http://www.cpsa-acsp.ca/papers-2010/Schatz.pdf   
78 Schatz  
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80 Wood et. al.  517 
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and Hastings.82  The violence that occurs in this neighbourhood is not limited to 

substance abuse: violent crime as well as physical and sexual abuse is prevalent, 

especially among Indigenous peoples.   

Prostitution is another prominent issue related to unsafe sexual practices in VDES.  

The aforementioned study concluded that 36% of participants were sex workers.83  In 

a study completed by the Prostitution Alternatives Counselling and Education 

(PACE) Society, of the women surveyed, about 40% entered the sex trade due to 

financial reasons.84  Additionally, the PACE Society study determined that more than 

30% of the respondents were Indigenous.85  The VDES continues to be a site of 

sexualized and racialized violence for Indigenous women86 since crimes against sex 

workers happen regularly there.  A well-known example of this is Robert Pickton, 

who was charged with first murder of twenty-six women and second degree murder 

of six women from VDES,87 of whom sixteen are Indigenous.88  The drug use and 

violence that happen in the VDES daily illustrates that the "Canada" and "Vancouver" 

displayed to the public during the Vancouver Olympics was not representative of the 

day-to-day living conditions Indigenous peoples confront. Culhane notes,  

 
Recognition of the burden of social suffering carried by Aboriginal people in 
this neighbourhood—and in Canada as a whole—elicits profound discomfort 
within a liberal, democratic nationstate like Canada, evidencing as it does the 
continuing effects of settler colonialism, its ideological and material 
foundations, and its ongoing reproduction.89 

 
If these sobering statistics cultivated by years of neglect and violence can happen 

literally a few blocks away from the Vancouver 2010 Winter Olympics, it implies that 

                                                           
82 Culhane, Dara.  ―Their Spirits Live within Us Aboriginal Women in Downtown Eastside Vancouver Emerging into 
Visibility‖.  The American Indian Quarterly. 27.3&4 (2003) 593 
83 Wood et. al.  517 
84 ―Stolen Sisters: Discrimination and Violence Against Indigenous Women in Canada‖.  RESOLVE 
SASKATCHEWAN.  2011.  Accessed 25 March 2011 from 
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the rights, well-being and lives of Indigenous people do not matter to the majority of 

Canadians.   

 

Conclusion 

For Canadian athletes, the 2010 Olympics were successful: Team Canada finished 

third overall in the medal count, with fourteen gold, seven silver, and five bronze.90  

For VANOC, even though the Vancouver Olympics surpassed its proposed budget 

and cost $1.88 billion, the Games still broke even.91  For Canadians, Vancouver 2010 

reaffirmed Canadian nationalism and identity in addition to the idea that hockey is 

―Canada‘s game‖. But for Indigenous people, the Vancouver 2010 Olympics were a 

sobering reminder of how little the government and the rest of the nation care about 

                                                           
90 ―Medal Count: Top 10 Medal Winners‖.  Canadian Results.  Vancouver Now: February 12 to 28, Vancouver, British 
Columbia.  2010.  Accessed 26 March 2011 from http://www.cbc.ca/olympics/content/results/canada/full-results.html 
91 ―2010 Winter Olympic Games break even with $1.88 billion bottom line‖.  Canadian Press.  2011. CP24.  Accessed 26 
March 2011 from 
http://www.cp24.com/servlet/an/local/CTVNews/20101217/101217_oly_impact/20101217/?hub=CP24Sports 
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Indigenous concerns.  Nowhere was there mention of how European settlers 

fabricated their own rights to legitimize their settlement in North America. Missing 

was the implications of the Royal Proclamation on the treaty process and how these 

were not upheld in British Columbia. Omitted was number of land claims in 

negotiation as well as how many Final Agreements have been finalized in BC since 

2000. Hidden was any critical commentary on how the Games created an ―imagined 

Canada‖.  Absent were the stories from downtrodden and impoverished Indigenous 

people of Vancouver‘s Downtown Eastside.  For an Olympics that had the goal of 

―ensur[ing] the 2010 Winter Games leave a legacy of economic and social benefits for 

all of Canada‘s Aboriginal peoples‖92 these Games did not ―Own the Podium‖ as they 

intended, but rather finished last. The fact that the Vancouver 2010 narrative negated 

Canada‘s history as well as the Indigenous reality in this nation suggests that 

colonialism did not end with the Constitution Act; on the contrary, it is alive and well in 

Canada. As John Ralston Saul notes in ―The Colonial Mind,‖ ―Canada‘s leaders hate 

to hear any suggestion that they still suffer from colonial reflexes. They are convinced 

of their sophisticated worldliness‖.93  Canada‘s government fails to recognize their 

failures, and in turn continually subjects Indigenous people to colonization.  It is not 

―Our home and native land‖ that is celebrated, but instead the fact that that Canada is 

―Our home on Native land‖. 
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