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Court File No. CV-18-594281-0000 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

B E T W E E N: 

SIX NATIONS OF THE GRAND RIVER BAND OF INDIANS 

Plaintiff 

and  

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA and HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 
RIGHT OF ONTARIO 

 Defendants 

- and –

   THE HAUDENOSAUNEE DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE (AARON DETLOR AND 
BRIAN DOOLITTLE), AS APPOINTED BY THE HAUDENOSAUNEE 

CONFEDERACY CHIEFS COUNCIL, ON BEHALF OF THE HAUDENOSAUNEE 
CONFEDERACY  

       Moving Party 

AMENDED NOTICE OF MOTION 

The Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand River Territory will make a motion to a Judge 

of the Superior Court of Justice on date and time to be determined by the Case Management 

Judge, Justice Sanfilippo, or soon after that time as the motion can be heard, at the Courthouse, 

330 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario. 

PROPOSED METHOD OF HEARING: The motion is to be heard orally 
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THIS MOTION IS FOR:  

1.  An Order:  

a. granting leave to the Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand River Territory to intervene as 

an added party in this proceeding on HDI’s pending motion, pursuant to rule 13.01 of the 

Rules of Civil Procedure; and 

b. granting leave to the Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand River Territory to intervene as 

a friend of the court in this proceeding, only if HDI is granted leave to be added as a 

party, pursuant to rule 13.02 of the Rules of Civil Procedure; or 

c. granting an invitation of the presiding judge to the Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand 

River Territory to intervene as a friend of the court in this proceeding, only if HDI is 

granted leave to be added as a party, pursuant to rule 13.02 of the Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 

 

THE GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION ARE:  

A. Overview  

2. The Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand River Territory (“The Men’s Fire”) objects to 

the request of HDI and HDI’s position that they are lawfully authorized to represent the plaintiffs 

in this proceeding. These non-parties as well do accept HDI’s position that the land claim issue 

of the plaintiffs must be determined by a proper representative of the Haudenosaunee, as 

established by Haudenosaunee law. However, HDI is not a properly authorized representative of 

the Haudenosaunee people.  

3. The Men’s Fire objects to the HDI’s claim that they have been selected, according to 

traditional Haudenosaunee law, as the official representative of the Haudenosaunee People to 

advance the interests of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy and its citizens in litigation. The basis 

for this objection is twofold, stemming from questions arising from an ongoing legal dispute 
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regarding the legitimacy of HDI as an organization and delegate of the Haudenosaunee people 

and from the misrepresentation of traditional Haudenosaunee law by HDI.  

4. The parties believe that land claim issues should be determined under Haudenosaunee 

law. These parties have consulted with one of North America’s leading experts on 

Haudenosaunee law, Paul Delaronde. Paul Delaronde has testified on Haudenosaunee land claim 

issues in courts in the following jurisdictions: Ontario, Quebec, The United States of America. 

He has also been deemed an expert by an Ontario court. It is fundamental to these parties that the 

rights of the people are not trampled upon by determinations outside of Haudenosaunee law. 

5. The Men’s Fire seeks representation status in order that they may act in the best interest 

of the plaintiffs as a lawful representative under the Gayanashagowa.  

B. Basis for Intervention in Haudenosaunee Law  

5.  The Men’s Fire seeks to intervene in this matter in order to correct the misrepresentation 

of Haudenosaunee law by the HDI and the exploitation of that misrepresentation by the HDI in 

their attempts to intervene as representatives of the Haudenosaunee people and their interests 

with respect to this proceeding.  

6. The basis for the intervention of The Men’s Fire is derived from Haudenosaunee Law 

itself, specifically the Constitution of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy, more commonly referred 

to as the Great Law of Peace or Gayanashagowa.  

7. Paragraph 98 of the Gayanashagowa, under the section “Rights of the People of the Five 

Nations,” states that: 

“If either a nephew or a niece see an irregularity in the performance of 
the functions of the Great Peace and its laws, in the Confederate Council 
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or in the conferring of Lordship titles in an improper way, through their 
War Chief they may demand that such actions become subject to 
correction and that the matter conform to the ways prescribed by the laws 
of the Great Peace.” 

By way of this right to intervene where the performance of the laws laid out in the 

Haudenosaunee Constitution is an “irregularity” and improperly carried out, The 

Men’s Fire seeks to object to the actions taken by the HDI and assert that future 

actions in this proceeding be performed according to the proper functions of the 

Great Peace and its laws.  

8.          The authority of the Men’s Fire to make this intervention is established by 

the Haudenosaunee Constitution, the Gayanashagowa, under the rights of the people 

of the five nations. Paragraph 94 of the Gayanashagowa establishes that each clan of 

the five nations shall have a council fire responsible for discussing the welfare of the 

clans. Paragraph 95 of the Gayanashagowa establishes that when it is deemed 

necessary for the interest of the people the men or women of a clan’s council fire 

may hold a council to promote their decisions and recommendations to the Council 

of Lords for consideration. The decisions and recommendations of the Men’s Fire are 

reported to the Confederate Council by the War Chief. The War Chief, empowered 

by the Men’s Fire, can demand, as established in paragraph 98, that the actions of the 

Confederate Council be subject to correction in order to conform to the ways 

prescribed by the laws of the Great Peace.   

9. The Men’s Fire have identified the irregular and improper performance of the 

Great Peace and its laws in the actions of HDI where HDI has sought to, through 
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irregular means, improperly establish itself as the legitimate delegate representing the 

Haudenosaunee Confederacy and its people in these proceedings. 

C. Unresolved Legal Issues Involving the Haudenosaunee Development Institute  

10. The plaintiffs in an ongoing dispute (CV-16-58391) proceeding under the Class 

Proceedings Act, 1992, S.O 1992, c.6, claim that HDI is operating in breach of trust and 

fiduciary duty.  

11. Moreover, the plaintiffs claim that HDI has acted negligently and/or fraudulently in 

representing themselves as caretakers for the Haudenosaunee people. HDI is also alleged to have 

misrepresented themselves as an organization that would report back to the HCCC and 

Haudenosaunee people, failing to provide them a full account of both its funds and the status of 

its work involving ongoing projects and land claims.  

12. The plaintiffs demonstrate the fraudulent nature of the HDI claim to legitimately 

represent the HCCC and the Haudenosaunee people by providing evidence that the Declaration 

of Trust signed to establish HDI names a number of Chiefs who were deceased at the time of 

signing or were no longer serving as Chiefs of the HCCC.  

13. The plaintiffs also demonstrate that the vast majority of Chiefs named by the HDI as 

authorities which bestowed upon them the status of delegate have not seen or read the 

Declaration of Trust, nor have they received any monies supposedly held by HDI and 

purportedly obtained for their benefit. The plaintiffs allege that HDI has been using such funds 

for their personal benefit and contrary to their stated duties and obligations. 

14. The members of HDI are also alleged to have failed to consult and obtain approval from 

the Haudenosaunee People with respect to the Land Lease Agreements to ensure that local 
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stakeholders were aware of and supportive of their projects with respect to the Land Lease 

Agreements. 

D. Misrepresentation of Traditional Haudenosaunee Law by HDI  

15. The HDI claims to have been established pursuant to the authorization of the HCCC and 

also made to be a delegate of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy in respect to their lands and 

represent their interests in these proceedings and elsewhere. Both of these claims are backed by 

sparse supporting evidence which suggests that certain members of the HCCC, but not all if its 

members and representatives, were consulted to confer legitimacy upon HDI as a representative 

of the people.  

16. HDI claims, as evidenced in the affidavit of Brian Doolittle, that the HCCC met on April 

2, 2022 to resolve to authorize the HDI to intervene in this litigation and represent the interests of 

the Haudenosaunee Confederacy and its people. Doolittle states in his affidavit that this meeting 

was carried out properly according to Haudenosaunee law.  However, Doolittle fails both to 

provide substantial evidence that this meeting took place or that it was properly carried out 

according to the conditions laid out in Haudenosaunee law.  

17. In his affidavit, Brian Doolittle claims that the meeting was legitimate as a result of its 

having been attended by representatives from all three branches of the HCCC. However, 

Haudenosaunee law states that in matters of great concern to all five nations, the Haudenosaunee 

people as a whole must be consulted and represented in the decision-making process. This 

process, if carried out properly and in accordance with Haudenosaunee law, requires that 

representatives, both male and female, from all of the different groups which fall under the name 

of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy attend such a meeting. Haudenosaunee law establishes that it 
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is only through the unanimity of the 49 clans that the HCCC can operate, this is illustrated in 

Schedule “A” wherein a meeting of 49 representatives is pictured. This is supported textually by 

the Gayanashagowa and by the expert testimony provided by Paul Delaronde in his affidavit, to 

be filed.  

18. The actions taken by HDI in establishing themselves as delegates of the Haudenosaunee were 

irregular and improper insofar as approval from the HCCC was granted by a limited number of 

Chiefs, and not Chiefs and/or representatives of all 49 clans of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy. 

The Chiefs of the HCCC who provided authorization to HDI are themselves only empowered 

insofar as they act and function as representatives and delegates of their individual clans. In order 

for HDI to have properly sought authorization, they would have required unanimous assent from 

delegates and/or representatives of all 49 clans. The expert testimony provided in the affidavit of 

Paul Delaronde, to be filed, as well as the Schedule “A” illustration of Haudenosaunee 

government structure, confirms that the actions taken by HDI do not conform to the proper and 

regular established processes required by Haudenosaunee law. 

19. There is no evidence that there was any proper consultation or unanimity achieved in the 

process of appointing HDI to represent the Haudenosaunee people in this matter or otherwise. 

Moreover, The Men’s Fire provides contrary evidence which demonstrates the unlawful nature 

of the actions taken by HDI.  

E. The Proper Course of Action as Outlined by Haudenosaunee Law  

20. According to the Gayanashagowa and the information provided by the affidavit of Paul 

Delaronde, to be filed, the Haudenosaunee law provides that the Haudenosaunee people must be 

consulted on matters such as the delegation of authority involving land claims.  
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19. The information provided by Delaronde suggests that, as opposed to the course of action 

taken by HDI which was to consult with a limited group of individual representatives of the 

HCCC, the proper course of action would be to put a delegation together to present to the people 

in all of the Haudenosaunee territories. This delegation would travel, making arrangements with 

each group, meeting with the men and especially the women as they are the holders of the land 

and nothing can be done without their consultation. 

21. Thus the HCCC only has the authority to make a decision and delegate the powers that HDI 

sought when the people as a whole have expressed they understand the issue at hand and affirm 

the council’s decision.  

22. Following the people’s approval, the HCCC ought to have moved forward to contact the 

Governor General as a representative of the crown to remind them of their pledge to honour the 

Silver Covenant Chain, the basis of the nation-to-nation relationship between the British Crown 

and the nations of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy.  

23. The actions of HDI in consulting only a small circle of Chiefs and HCCC representatives 

does not qualify as involving the Haudenosaunee people as a whole and acquiring their collective 

approval. This circle, including the secretary of the HCCC and the members claimed by Doolittle 

to have attended the April 2, 2022 Zoom conference, lacks the authority to delegate 

representation to the HDI as they do not and cannot represent the whole of the Haudenosaunee 

Confederacy and its people.  
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THE FOLLOWING EVIDENCE will be used at the hearing of the motion: 

24. The affidavit of Paul Delaronde, to be filed.

25. Such further and other material as counsel may advise and as this Honorable Court deems

just.

DATED this 7th day of November, 2022 
6th day of February, 2023 JEFFREY KAUFMAN LAW 

Professional Corporation 
15 Prince Arthur Ave., Suite 200 
Toronto, ON M5R 1B2 

Jeffrey Kaufman (LSO# 21717N) 
Tel: 416-400-4158 
Fax: 416-964-6662 
Email: jeffkaufmanlaw@gmail.com 

Lawyers for the Moving Party, the 
Men’s Fire of the Six Nations Grand 
River Territory 
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Court File No. CV-18-594281 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE  

B E T W E E N: 

SIX NATIONS OF THE GRAND RIVER BAND OF INDIANS 

Plaintiff 

and 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA and HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 

RIGHT OF ONTARIO  

Defendants 

-and-

THE HAUDENOSAUNEE THE HAUDENOSAUNEE DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE 

(AARON DETLOR AND BRIAN DOOLITTLE), AS APPOINTED BY THE 

HAUDENOSAUNEE CONFEDERACY CHIEFS COUNCIL, ON BEHALF OF THE 

HAUDENOSAUNEE CONFEDERACY 

Moving Party 

AFFIDAVIT OF WILFRED DAVEY 

I, WILFRED DAVEY, of the community of Six Nations, Grand River Territory in 

Haldimand County, in the Province of Ontario, MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS:  

1. I am the secretary for the Hodiskeaghda, the Men’s Fire of the Grand River Territory

(“Men’s Fire), the party moving to intervene in this action. As such I have personal knowledge 

of the facts which I hereinafter depose. Where that knowledge is based on information and belief 

obtained from others, I have stated the source of the information. I believe everything set out in 

my affidavit to be true and accurate. 
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2. I am a an Aboriginal of Haudenosaunee descent and a member of the Haudenosaunee

community, commonly referred to as the Six Nations. 

A. Background

3. In this affidavit I address issues related to the creation of the Haudenosaunee

Development Institute (“HDI”). The legitimacy of HDI as an organization and as a delegated 

representative of the Haudenosaunee remains in question. I also discuss the issue of the trust in 

respect to the founding of HDI which remains involved in an ongoing legal dispute. 

4. The ongoing class action legal dispute between Davey et al. and Hazel Hill et al., in the

Superior Court of Ontario bearing action number 16-58391 concerns HDI operating in breach of 

trust and fiduciary duty. 

5. HDI is also alleged to have and continues to act negligently in representing themselves as

caretakers for the Haudenosaunee people. HDI has misrepresented themselves as an organization 

that would report back to the Haudenosaunee people both its funds and the status of its work 

involving ongoing projects and land claims. 

B. Foundation of HDI in Breach of Trust

6. In the declaration of trust, through which HDI was established, a number of the Chiefs

listed on the document are vacant titles. Names that appear on the document under the Cayuga 

Clan, the chief titles: Soyo:wis, Hagya;drohne, and Hadoda:he:ha titles have been vacant since 

2004, years before the signing of the declaration of trust. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 

“A” is a copy of the Grand Council in 2004. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “B” is a 

copy of the declaration of trust.  
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7. Furthermore, the chief title of Deyohowe:to found on the declaration trust was formerly

occupied by Manfred Miller who has been deceased for about a decade. 

8. On or about the 31st day of March 2017, I spoke with Sam General, a Chief of the Cayuga

Clan, and showed him the declaration of trust signed by Hazel Hill and the fact that his name 

appears at line 10 of the declaration of trust. 

9. I am advised by Sam General and do verily believe to be true that he was not aware that

Hazel Hill was a registered owner of shares in 2436543 Ontario Inc. (HDI), and this was done 

without his knowledge and consent. 

10. Further, on the 29th day of March 2017, I spoke with Steve Maracle, a chief of the

Cayuga Clan and informed him that a declaration of trust was signed by Hazel Hill and his name 

appears on the declaration of trust. 

11. I was advised by Steve Maracle and verily believe to be true that he was not aware that

Hazel Hill was a registered owner of share in HDI and this was done without his knowledge and 

consent. 

12. I am of the belief that there is an overwhelming amount of evidence to support the fact

that a number of Chiefs who are purported beneficial owners of the shares of HDI are deceased 

and not aware of their purported “beneficial ownership”. The circle wampum is a very important 

belt for the Haudenosaunee, Teiakotiokwenhaasta, and binds the people. Each of the 50 clan 

families in the wampum appoints a Chief. At the time of the declaration of trust, there were 29 

deceased Chiefs and 23 vacancies, including 10 from the Mohawk Nation, 3 from the Oneida 
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Nation, 4 from the Seneca Nation, 4 from the Cayuga Nation, 6 from the Onondaga Nation, and 

2 from the Tuscarora Nation.    

13. Accordingly, the 50 Chiefs of the Grand Council required by the processes laid out in the

Great Law to give powers to a delegate and to authorize HDI never signed the declaration of 

trust. 

C. HDI in Breach of Fiduciary Duty

14. I am informed and do verily believe that funds have been wrongly misappropriated

and/or converted by HDI and will continue to be used, thereby precluding the recovery of the 

funds properly belonging to the HCCC and the Haudenosaunee people. 

15. The monies held by HDI and purportedly obtained for the benefit of the aforementioned

Chiefs are alleged to have been misused. Funds meant to be used for the benefit of the 

Haudenosaunee community and people have been misappropriated and self-interestedly used for 

personal benefit and for the commercial interests of HDI contrary to HDI’s stated duties and 

obligations. 

16. HDI has also failed to consult and obtain approval form the Haudenosaunee people with

respect to land lease agreements and to ensure that local stakeholders are aware of and 

supportive of their projects. 

17. Despite the duties and obligations of HDI, the Haudenosaunee community has no

knowledge of what funds have been paid and to whom payments have been made from the 

various projects that HDI has taken on. Little to no information involving these projects has been 

made available by HDI, including the names of the projects or any details of the funds being 
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derived from such projects. HDI’s dealings with the Haudenosaunee community with respect to 

their management of land lease agreements and other projects have been characterized by a 

distinct lack of transparency. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “C” is a table containing 

the limited available information regarding the management of project funds.  

18. I verily believe that HDI is seeking to be a representative and intervene in this proceeding

in order to divert funds for their own personal benefit and deprive the Haudenosaunee people of 

the benefits to which they are entitled. In particular, HDI has provided no accountability to the 

people of the following projects they were involved in allegedly on the people’s behalf: Burch 

Restoration Project 350 acres, Solar Farm SRE GRS Holdings (Samsung) 800 acres of solar 

panels, Grand Renewable Energy (GRSLP), Enbridge Line 9 extension, Windmill Project 

Nanticoke to Sarnia, Nextra Energy Canada, Red Hill Valley extension Hamilton, Seneca 

Township Empire Homes, DCE Caledonia 350 acres of home development, Empire Homes in 

Hagersville 250 acres, and numerous quarries in southern Ontario. There very well could be 

other projects but due to HDI’s lack of transparency the people remain in the dark about all HDI 

projects where they hold funds on behalf of the people.  

D. Improper Authorization of HDI by HCCC

19. HDI claims to have been created pursuant to the authorization of the HCCC and also

made to be a delegate of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy with respect to their lands and 

represent their interests in legal proceedings related to these lands. 

20. I am informed by Janace Henry, of the Community of Hagersville in Haldimand County,

a Condoled Cayuga Ball Deer Clan Mother of the Haudenosaunee people at Six Nations reserve, 

and do verily believe that the letters and other evidence produced by HDI which purport that the 
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Clan Mothers and HCCC had given their support for the authorization of HDI is not true and that 

the Clan mothers and Chiefs were never in unanimous agreement on the matter. Attached hereto 

and marked Exhibit “D” is the affidavit of Janace Henry.  

21. I am informed by Janace Henry and do verily believe that Aaron Detlor sought to hijack

the meetings of HCCC and announce without the support of the Clan Mothers, who certainly did 

not unanimously agree to anything, that documents were passed by the council in support of the 

authorization of HDI as a legitimate actor on behalf of and representative of the Haudenosaunee 

Confederacy. 

22. I am informed by Janace Henry and verily believe to be true that Shirley, another Clan

Mother, travelled to the HDI offices to request to see the documents mentioned above. However, 

Shirley was denied access and ultimately did not receive the requested documents. HDI failed to 

live up to basic standards of accountability and transparency to the people it claimed to represent 

when forcing its own authorization through the HCCC without proper unanimous support of the 

Clan Mothers who are responsible for matters pertaining to the land. 

23. HDI claims, as evidenced in the affidavit of Brian Doolittle, that the HCCC met on April

2, 2022, to resolve to authorize the HDI to intervene in this litigation and represent the interests 

of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy and its people. Doolittle states in his affidavit that this 

meeting was carried out properly according to Haudenosaunee law. However, there is no 

substantial evidence that this meeting took place and was carried out according to the traditional 

Haudenosaunee laws of governance. This meeting was improperly carried out and does not 

comply with the requirements laid out in the Great Law for decisions that involve matters 
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affecting the entirety of the confederacy and its people. There is no evidence of the requisite 

decision making from the Chiefs or the Clan Mothers at all. 

24. I reviewed the decision-making process in section “E” of the affidavit of Paul Delaronde

and I can confirm the following as the secretary for the Hodiskeaghda, the Men’s Fire. 

25. I am informed and do verily believe that there never was a proper meeting of the 50

Chiefs of the Grand Council to authorize HDI. Moreover, the people as a whole and the women 

and Clan Mothers of the Haudenosaunee were not consulted as is required by the processes laid 

out in the Great Law.  

E. Lack of Broad Support for HDI Among Six Nations

26. Regarding the Oneida, I have spoken to Daryl Chrisjohn in or about October, 2022 and I

was informed and do verily believe that there is no record of a letter published in support of HDI 

or any alleged support of HDI was brought to the council. Attached as Exhibit “E” is a copy of a 

letter of concern received from Oneida regarding HDI.  

27. Regarding the Mohawk Nation Council of Chiefs (“MNCC”), on about November 14 I

spoke with one of the chiefs of the Mohawk Nation Council of Chiefs, and he has again never 

heard or seen or been made aware of any such letter sent on behalf of the MNCC. And would 

never have approved of any letter supporting HDI. 

28. I also on the same day contacted the MNCC office, and spoke with x who informed me

and I do verily believe that no such letter or the issues raised in the letter were on any agenda for 

the meeting or discussed at any meeting, which is a requirement of the MNCC in effect of any 
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such issues. The MNCC ne32eds to have a full vote of all of the chiefs to adopt any such 

positions 
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D E C L A R A T IO N  O F T R U ST

IN  C O N SID E R A T IO N  o f the sum of $1.00 now paid to the undersigned and for other good and  
valuable consideration (the receipt and sufficiency of which is acknowledged), the undersigned 
declares that 50 common shares (the "S hares”) in the capital o f 2438543 O n ta r io  In c . (the 
"C o rp o ra tio n ”) registered in  the name o f  the undersigned, in trust, on the books of the Corporation, 
and ail monies, shares or other property which may be payable in respect o f the Shares, whether by 
way of dividends or capital distributions or otherwise howsoever, and all o f the benefits pertaining to 
the Shares are held by the undersigned in trust for the W hiskniyonw enstake R otion ison li 
(H audenosaunee C onfederacy  C hiefs C ouncil a t  G ra n d  R iver), as set out in Schedule "A ” attached 
(the "B eneficiary”) and that the undersigned will convey, transfer, deal with or other-wise dispose of 
the Shares and any income or capital paid in  respect o f them, and any other benefits pertaining to them 
in such manner as the Beneficiary shall from time to time direct. The provisions o f this Declaration 
are binding on the undersigned, and the successors and assigns o f the undersigned, and enure to the 
benefit o f the Beneficiary and the heirs, legal personal representatives, successors and assigns o f the 
Beneficiary.

D A TE D  as o f the 20th day of October, 2014.

HAU DENOSAUN EE DEVELOPM EN T 
INSTITUTE, in trust

Per; h L j - Â ___
Name; E *  (4u-<_
Title: о \

S:\i03U03776\03 - Corpor<ite\Organiza!ion_2438543 .Onuirio_Jjic.doc
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“S chedule A,:

C avuga
C lan C hief T itle

1 . Bear H aga'e.yok
2. B ear Gada:gwa:se:
3. Bear Soyo;wi;s
4. Bear Desgahe
5. D eer G aji’nodawehe
6 . H eron Hadoda:iie:ha’
7. Snipe Deyohowedo:
8. Turtle Hagya;drohne
9. W olf Deyotowehgoh
10. W olf Dyoliyo:goh
Oneh[la
11. Bear Atahu?ta:y
12. Bear Lauyatashat
13. B ear Owatsa?t tha
14. Turtle Shonuhses
15. Turtle Thanahak tha
16. Turtle Atya?tan tha
17. W olf Otatshehte
18. W olf Kanukwe?nyo;tu
19. W olf Teyohakw t
M ohaw k
20. B ear Dehharagereneli
21. Bear Rastawehserondah
22. Bear Sosskoharowaneli
23. Turtle Ayonwatha
24. Turtle Tehkarihoken
25. Turtle Sadekariwadeh
26. W olf Sahrehowaneii
27. W olf Qrenrehgowah

1 28. W olf Deyonhehgiveh
I S eneca

29. Bear Sadyenawat
30. H aw k Sagfjonva:
31. Snipe G anohgi’datwi:
32. Snipe Mishayene<nha
33. Snipe T sa’degaohyes
34. T urtle G a’riogae:
35. Turtle Sganyadeae:yo:
36. W olf D yoninho’g a’w e'
O n o n d a g a
37. Beaver Dehatgahdos
38. Deer S.e,:ha:wi:
39. jDeer Halii.'hoh

S:\i03\103776\03 - Corj>omtc\0rganm(ion_2438543_0!i!ar{o_bic,doc
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40. Deer Gawe1ne,se):doh
4 L Eel Sagogejie:
42. Eel Sodegwa:se,:
43. Eel Hoyo:ny>nih
44. E d Tadodahoh
45. Turtle Sganawadih
46. Turtle Dehayatgvvae
47. W olf Houovviyehdi
48. W olf A w e’gejiyat
49. W olf H onya’dajliwafc
50. W olf Gane’serhe:

:\103\i03776\03 - Cori^ratelOrgaiiization j2438543_Oncario_iiîc.cîoc
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Court File No. 16-58391

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

B E T W E E N :

WILFRED DAVEY and BILL MOUNTURE

Plaintiffs

and

HAZEL HILL, BRIAN DOOLITTLE, ARRON DETLER, 
HAUDENOSAUNEE DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE, 2438543 INC., 

OGWAWIHSTA INC., EL VERA CARLOW

Defendants

_______________________ AFFIDAVIT OF JANACE HENRY_______________________

I, JANACE HENRY, of the Community of Hagersville in Haldimand County, in the 

Province of Ontario, MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chief Council (hereinafter referred to as the "HCCC")

represents the legal interests of approximately 25,000 aboriginals made up of the

Mohawks, Oneidas, Onondagas, Cayugas and Senecas. The sixth nation, the Tuscaroras

joined the confederacy in the early eighteenth century.

2. The Tuscarosras, Mohawks, Oneidas, Onondagas, Cayugas and Senecas (are hereinafter

referred to as the "Haudenosaunee People").

3. I am a Condoled Cayuga Ball Deer Clan mother of the Iroquois Confederacy

Haudenosaunee People at Six Nations Reserve, and as such 1 have knowledge of the
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matters hereinafter deposed to. Where my knowledge is based on information provided 

by third-party, I have identified that party and I believe the information to be true.

4. I am 59 years old and lived within the Six Nations Reserve my entire life. I have raised

seven (7) children within the Reserve, with my husband of 42 years.

5. Asa Clan Mother, we live by “The Great Law”, which is Peace, Power and

Righteousness. A Clan Mother’s job is to listen to all other Clan members, so that any

issues that may arise in the community, or issues that come in to council may be

addressed and brought to the attention of the Chiefs.

6. The Chief s job is to listen to the Clan Mother, who in turn listens to the People of the

Clans, and discuss the issues at council meetings with the other Chiefs. The Chiefs will

debate issues and return to Clan members or other Clan families to obtain further

information, if necessary to obtain a consensus amongst the HCCC.

7. In order for anything to be passed by council, all Clan Mothers and Chiefs must be in

100% agreeance. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “A” to this my affidavit is a

copy of a list of the Clan Mothers and Chiefs.

ONEIDA NEGOTIATIONS

8. When the Douglas Creek Estate had the uprising in or around 2006, there were

occurrences in which I disagreed with at the site. When the people gathered at the site,

there were Chiefs and Clan mothers present, and it was my belief that the Clan mothers

should not have been present due to the dangers of the site. I believed it was a job for the

young men of the Clan. This occurrence is what initiated the negotiations with respect to

the Douglas Creek Estate.
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9. The negotiations came to the Oneida complex in or around two months of the

commencement of the Douglas Creek Estate uprising, and I believe that they carried on 

for approximately two (2) years.

10.1 am a caterer by trade, and Negotiations, which were meetings held to discuss the land 

claim of the Douglas Creek Estate, hired me to cater the meals for all negotiations. I was 

aware of all the meetings that took place as I catered the meals, and I observed Mr. Aaron 

Detlor, a named Defendant in this proceeding, (hereinafter referred to as “Detlor”) was 

present at the meetings, however, I never knew what was discussed at the meetings as I 

did not attend the meeting room due to my role as a caterer.

11. The negotiations meetings were Chiefs business, and the Chiefs were to inform the Clan 

mothers of the issues that were discussed at each meeting. I observed my Chief, Steve 

Maracle sit in on a few meetings, but he never informed me of what was discussed during 

the meetings. Further, Detlor never informed me of what had taken place during the 

meetings, despite being present at all the meetings.

12.1 believe that significant changes were discussed within these negotiation meetings 

between the Chiefs and Clan mothers who were present, however, I am not certain of the 

extent of the changes due to the fact that no one informed me of what was discussed 

during the meetings.

ONONDAGA LONGHOUSE

13.1 returned to carry on the duties of my title within the Onondaga Longhouse, also known 

as the HCCC in January 2016, after taking a number of years off due to not being 

properly informed of what was taking place within the community. The first council 

meeting held after my return was January 2, 2016, which I attended.
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14. I noticed upon my return, and during the first initial meeting, that Detlor seemed to be in

charge of the meetings. Various committees had been created, and I was often uncertain

of what was going on within the meeting.

15. Myself and another Clan Mother were often in disagreement of what was taking place

throughout the meetings, and upon discussing our disagreements with each other, felt that

we were not able to voice our opinions as the Chiefs were very dismissive towards us and

seemed to consider us as “trouble makers”.

16. The next council meeting was held the following month in, February, 2016. During this

meeting, I was shocked to see Detlor stand up with papers in hand, announce that the

Chiefs and Clan Mothers had agreed on documents that were passed within the

Haudenosaunee Development Institute (hereinafter referred to as “HDI”). The other

Clan Mother and I looked at one another and asked one another if we agreed to anything,

and we both said we did not agree to anything.

17. The day following the February, 2016 council meeting, a group consisting of myself and

approximately 8-10 other group members met to discuss the recent occurrences that took

place in council, and to ensure everyone was informed of the new committees being

created.

18. The same 8-10 group members would often meet following the monthly council meetings

and discuss issues that the members had with Detlor, and his business within the council.

HAUDENOSAUNEE DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE

19. On or about May 7. 2016. Detlor and the secretary, Leroy Hill informed council that that

any title holder (meaning any Chief or Clan Mother) could go up to the HDI offices to get

documents, including, any agreements, job descriptions, salaries and employee names.
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20. On or about May 27, 2016,1 was informed by Shirley, another Clan Mother, (hereinafter 

referred to as “Shirley”) and verily believe to be true, that she went to the HDI offices 

and requested the documents mentioned above, which she ultimately did not receive. She 

informed me that Detlor told her the requested documents were sent to her email, 

however she never received the documents as her e-mail crashed, and was inaccessible 

two (2) days after she requested the documents.

21. Approximately one (1) week later, the Shirley and myself returned to the HDI offices to 

inquire as to the location of the documents, and were informed that the HDI offices did 

not have the information requested. Upon being informed of this, we left the HDI 

offices.

22. Approximately six (6) weeks later, Shirley and I attended the HDI offices again in search 

of the requested documents. When we were leaving the premises, we were verbally 

attacked by Brian Doolittle, another named Defendant in this matter (hereinafter referred 

to as “Doolittle”) stated “you walk around like a couple of Queens”. Detlor was also 

present during the verbal attack, and did nothing to interfere, or reprimand Doolittle.

23. During the attack, Doolittle stated that the Clan Mothers should be working with HDI, 

not against him, however the Clan Mothers were his boss. Shirley and myself, informed 

Doolittle and Detlor that all we requested was accountability and transparency as to 

where the funds were going.

24. On or about Tuesday, April 26, 2016, Detlor was taken out of his office, and asked to 

leave forever by the Men’s Fire. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “B” to this my 

Affidavit is a copy of the news article with respect to the removal of Detlor from Six 

Nations.

25. The local Six Nations paper, Turtle Island News, when asked who gave permission for 

Detlor to be removed from him position, named myself. Upon finding this out, I
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informed Men’s Fire that we, as Clan Mothers, did not condone violence, as this was not 

the way of our people.

26. At a council meeting on July 2, 2016, a letter came into council for review from the

Energy Board, which demanded a letter be sent out on July 4th, 2016 confirming that HDI 

was still supported 100% by the HCCC. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “C” to 

this my Affidavit is a copy of the letter that came in to council for review.

27 .1 requested that my Chief not agree with the letter as we needed the consensus of the Clan 

prior to making a decision, which council had not been actively doing for at least the time 

in which I returned to council in January, 2016.

28. On July 23, 2016,1 was shocked to learn that some of the Chiefs had in fact sent out the 

letter that was opposed at the council meeting. The letter stated that HDI had the full 

support of the people, which was a lie as it was never in 100% agreement. Further, 

having the letter sent out when it was opposed is in strict violation of what the council 

stands for, and further disrespects the families of council.

29. It pains me to go against my Clan members and close friends in writing this Affidavit, as 

this is not something we should ever partake in, however I believe it is the only way in 

which to solve the issues at hand.

30. The Great Law states that “we are to stay in each other’s boat and only work side by side, 

taking care of our own issues and them (the white man) taking care of theirs.

FINANCIAL PROPERTY

31. According to the records of the HCCC, the following are the details of HDI’s last known 

bank account:
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Haudenosaunee Development Institute 

Bank of Montreal 

Transit # 3752 

Account # 1100-241

32. Given the Plaintiffs investigations to date, I am concerned that funds have been wrongly

misappropriated and/or converted by the Defendants and will continue to be used,

thereby precluding recovery of the funds properly belonging to the PICCC and the

Haudenosaunee people.

33.1 am likewise concerned that, the Defendants will dissipate their assets, thereby 

precluding recovery of the funds believed by PICCC to have been wrongly 

misappropriated and/or converted by the Defendants.

34 .1 verily believe that the Defendants are likely to have documents pertaining to the 

allegations as contained in the Statement of Claim in this herein action; and, in addition 

or in the alternative, documents allowing the Plaintiffs and/or the Haudenosaunee people 

to trace misappropriated funds. I verily believe that it is reasonable to believe that any 

computers or other data devices would contain relevant evidence, as they are likely to 

contain banking and accounting information that will be relevant to tracing funds, 

determining further particulars of the alleged misappropriation, and identifying other 

persons who may have received misappropriated funds.

35. Based on all of the foregoing, I verily believe that the following court orders are justified:

a. A Mcireva injunction, which 1 understand to be an Order that will, at least

temporarily, freeze the assets of the Defendants, so that they cannot be

dissipated to defeat the claims of the Plainti ffs;

b. A Norwich order, which I understand to be an Order directing the financial

institutions of the Defendants, including the Bank of Montreal to produce to
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the Plaintiffs their financial records with respect to any bank accounts of the 

Defendants, including the accounts described above;

c. An Order directing the Defendants to forthwith deliver up, or make available

for a computer forensic company to be retained by the Plaintiffs, any and all

computers, smart phones and tablets in their possession, control or power,

such that a mirror image of such devices may be produced to obtain or

preserve evidence, as it is my belief that such computers will contain evidence

of the Defendants misappropriation, including but not limited to the

application of such misappropriated funds;

d. An Order permitting the legal and/or equitable tracing of the Funds;

36. I verily believe that if such Orders are not granted by the Court, in light of the

information known to date, as well as the lack of information and documentation

available to the Defendants without such Orders, the Plaintiffs and the Haudenosaunee

People will suffer irreparable harm.

37.1 verily believe that the Defendant’s computers and other electronic devices are likely to 

contain banking and accounting information for the Defendants, which information will 

be relevant to tracing the Defendant’s funds and determining further particulars of the 

Plaintiffs claims.

38. If granted these orders I am prepared to undertake to be responsible for any reasonable

damages that may befall the Defendants, if such damages are ultimately proven, and to

undertake to compensate the banking institution, including the Bank of Montreal for any

reasonable costs incurred in complying with the Orders sought herein.

39. I understand that, given the nature of the injunctive relief sought form the Court, such

injunction may only be valid for a maximum often (10) day. unless thereafter extended

by the Court upon a motion to extend.
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40 .1 make this Affidavit for the purpose of the within motion for injunctive relief, and for no 

improper purpose.

SWORN BEFORE ME at the City of 
Hamilton, Province of Ontario this 28th day of 
October, 2016
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HAZEL HILL et al.

Defendants

Court File No. 16-58391

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

PROCEEDING COMMENCED AT 
HAMILTON

AFFIDAVIT OF JANACE HENRY

BURNS ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors 
21 King Street West, Suite 305 
Hamilton, Ontario 
L8P 4W7

JAMES A. BROWN (60941Q)

Tel : 905-522-1381 
Fax: 905-522-0855

Lawyer for the Plaintiff,
Bill Monture
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THIS IS EXHIBIT * Г Т 1’TO THE AFFIDAVIT
o f ^  V iQ o /g -  H e n r o  ____ SWORN
BEFORE ME, THIS

Û  p r o b e r  j
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Grand River Authorization Map ( May 2012)

Seneca

Approver:
Clan Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)

Bear Linda Logan Sadyenawat Darren Jimerson

Hawk Janine Huff Sag,’jo:wa: Stuart Jaimeson

Snipe Janet Hill Ganohgi’da:wi: Roger Hill

Snipe -Vacant- Nishayene<nha -Vacant-

Snipe -Vacant- Tsa’degaohyes -Vacant-
Turtle Grace Buck Ga’nogae: -Vacant-

Turtle Darlene Jonathan Sganyadeae:yo: Kervin Jonathan

Wolf Evelyn Jonathan Dyoninho’ga’we’ Kenny Jonathan

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Seneca Citizens on Grand River Enrollment

Cayuga

Approver:
Clan Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)
Bear Kathy Smoke Haga’e,yok -Vacant- (Son -  Benchwarmer)
Bear -Vacant- Gada:gwa:se: Andrew Warner
Bear Inez Jimerson Soyo:wi:s Samuel George
Bear Carol Jacobs Desgahe Steve Jacobs
Deer Janace Henry Gaji’nodawehe Steve Maracle
Heron Bernadette Hill Hadoda:he:ha’ William C. Jacobs
Snipe Mina Keye Deyohowe:to: Manfred Miller
Turtle Julie Bomberry Hagya;drohne Blake Bomberry

j Wolf Lori Froman Deyotowehgoh Cleveland General
| Wolf -Vacant- Dyohyo:goh Samuel General

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Cayuga Citizens on Grand River Enrollment
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Tuscarora

Approver:
Clan Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)
Beaver -Vacant-
All Clans Leo Henry

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Tuscarora Citizens on Grand River Enrollment

Onondaga

Approver:
Clan Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)
Beaver Crystal Laforme Dehatgahdos Arnold General
Deer -Vacant- Se,:ha:wi: -Vacant-
Deer Gloria Thomas Hahhhoh Butch Clause
Deer Jayne Burning Gawe,ne,se,:doh Peter Sky
Eel Karen Webster Sagogejhe: Vince Johnson
Eel Virginia Abrams Sodegwa:se,: -Vacant-
Eel Francine Bush Hoyo:ny,nih Jake Edwards
Eel NA Tadodahoh Sidney Hill
Turtle Eileen Jacobs Sganawadih Arnold Jacobs
Turtle -Vacant- Dehayatgwae -Vacant-
Wolf Rose Doctor Honowiyehdi Alson Gibson
Wolf Lucille Jamieson Awe’ge,hyat Andrew Williams (Toby)
Wolf Ruby Williams Honya’daji:wak Perry Williams (Yogi)
Wolf Sharon Williams Gane’se:he: Kervin Williams

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Onondaga Citizens on Grand River Enrollment

Oneida
Approver:
Clan Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)
Bear Edna Doxtator Atahu?ta:y Robert Brown
Bear Andrea Chrisjohn Lanyatashat Luke Doxtator
Bear Mary Sandy Owatsa?t tha -Vacant-
Turtle Marlene Green Shonuhses Alfred Day

2
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Turtle Marla Summers Thanahak tha Robert Antone (Benchwarmer)
Turtle Deanna Chrisjohn Atya?tan tha Arnold Hill
Wolf Beatrice Nicholas Otatshehte Howard Elijah
Wolf Joanne Summers Kanukwe?ny о :tu Robert Ninham Sr.
Wolf Dawn Chrisjohn Teyohakw t -Vacant-

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Oneida Citizens on Grand River Enrollment

Mohawk

Approver:
Bear Clan Mother Chief Title Chief (English Name)
Bear Louise McDonald- 

Heme
Dehharagereneh Curtis Nelson

Bear -Vacant- Rastawehs erondah -Vacant-
Bear -Vacant- Sosskoharowaneh -Vacant-
Turtle Shirley Hill Ayonwatha Joe Skye
Turtle -Vacant- Tehkarihoken Allen MacNaughton
Turtle -Vacant- Sadekariwadeh -Vacant-
Wolf Angela Elijah Sahrehowaneh Ernest David
Wolf Kawisenhawe

Thompson
Orenrehgowah Howard Thomson

Wolf -Vacant- Deyonhehgiveh -Vacant-

Registrar: Sue Jacobs, Linda Froman

Domain: All Mohawk Citizens on Grand River Enrollment

3
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THIS IS EXHIBIT •Ъ >  -
of <JgpÆ Lûei f e a o i  
BEFORE ME, THIS i3 6 x t> -

Q o r k ^ b e r /

TO THE AFFIDAVIT 
SWORN 
DAV
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NEWS BRANTFORD-BRANT

Lawyer is forced out on Six Nations
By Michael-Allan Marion, Brantford Expositor 
Tuesday, April 26, 2016 7:54:27 EDT PM

Lawyer Aaron Detlor is evicted Tuesday morning from the HDI office in the GREAT building on Six Nations. An HDI official says the actio 
was staged for the media. (Photo courtesy of Two Row Times

OHSWEKEN - A lawyer working for the Haudenosaunee Development Institute was forced out of its offices Tuesday morning by a group 
from an organization called Six Nations Men's Fire.

The incident was captured on video and in photographs by local media, actions described by an official of the HDI as being staged for the 
media.

Video footage from the Two Row Times weekly newspaper, posted on its website, shows several males - some of them Men's Fire membe 
led by Bill Monture - confronting Mohawk lawyer Aaron Detlor in the office in the Grand River Education and Training building on Sunrise 
Court, Ohsweken, shortly after 10 a.m.

Detlor was told to leave Six Nations.

When he refused, the video and photographs show he was physically removed from the office, his belongings and his briefcase w ere  
handed to him and he was escorted out of the building.

After speaking to Six Nations police officers, Detlor got into his car and drove away, the video footage shows.
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"I was assaulted today by a number of males who did not have a reason to do it," Detlor said in a telephone interview.

"It is now in the hands of the police. Since it is subject to investigation, I have no further comment at this time."

The HDI is the planning arm of the Haudenasaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council. It evaluates planning applications for development.

HDI director Hazel Hill posted a message on Facebook relating what she witnessed Tuesday morning.

"The men carried Detlor outside demanding he leave the community saying they were acting on behalf of a Cayuga clan mother," her 
posting said.

"That's nonsense. The so-called 'Men's Fire,' in collusion with the Two Row Times, staged a violent assault upon Mohawk lawyer Aaron 
Detlor, a legal adviser to the HCCC, today in a mob-styled assault with no explanation for why they attacked him.

'The only clanmother at the scene was a Cayuga clanmother who denied any knowledge of their claims to have been directed by Cayuga 
clanmothers. The Six Nations police were on site after I called them to attend to keep the peace and protect Mr. Detlor and our staff as the 
men's behaviour was both intimidating and threatening."

The post was published with a story and photos on the website of the Turtle Island News newspaper.

Two Row Times publisher Jonathan Garlow rejected the claim that the newspaper participated in a staged event.

"We didn't know about it until this morning when we got a tip," he said. "We went out and covered it like any news story. We’re a news agen 
We don't make the news, we report on it."

Six Nations police issued a short news release relating to their involvement in the incident.

"Upon their arrival, police learned that a meeting had been disrupted by members of the Men's Fire that were demanding that an attorney i 
attendance at the meeting leave the territory," the release said.

"The Six Nations police officers were able to obtain the co-operation of the parties involved and kept the situation from escalating."

The incident remains under investigation and police "will be speaking to a number of witnesses," the release continues.

Anyone with information is asked to contact police at 519-445-2811.

The Men's Fire and the HDI have differing explanations concerning what caused Detlor's removal.

Monture said in an interview that the group was asked by members of the community to have Detlor removed over complaints that the HDI 
operations and finances were being run in a way that the organization "is not accountable" to the community.

'They were handpicking people to sit on a board dealing with finances," he said.

"Being traditional we don't hide things from our people. We are open. The concept of (the HDI) is good but they have the wrong people 
working there."

Monture said he is happy to speak with police about the incident because he believes Tuesday's actions were not violent.

MMarion@postmedia.com

Twitter.com/EXPMarion

Recording 
Audio Piug-lns
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Since the various reports in local & outside papers, the HOI has been asked by various 
developers for an updated tetter from this council that verify* that HOUs still functioning and 
has thefuS support of thb coundl.

Dedsion required; That this council authodtt Hohahes to draft and provide a letter to the 
HOI and that It be made available to HDt for Monday July A. 2W6.

Grand Valley Wind Farm Prefect

The Ontario Crown requires a letter confirming that Haudenosaune* Confederacy Chiefs 
Council ГКССС1 still owns a 10X Indirect Interest In Grand Valley 2 Limited Partnership. 
According to the partnership agreements HCCC Witi receive 40% of the incremental benefit of 
the Aboriglnai Price Adder.

Decision Required: That this councfl authoriro Hohahes to draft and provide a letter to the 
HOI end that it be made a v a ila b le  to HOI for Monday Ju ly  4,7016
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SIX NATIONS OF THE GRAND RIVER BAND OF INDIANS -and- THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA et al. 
Plaintiff Defendants 

            Court File No. CV-18-594281 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

PROCEEDING COMMENCED AT 
TORONTO 

AFFIDAVIT OF WILFRED DAVEY
 

JEFFREY KAUFMAN LAW   
Professional Corporation 
15 Prince Arthur Ave., Suite 200 
Toronto, ON M5R 1B2 

Jeffrey Kaufman (LSO #21717N) 
Tel: 416-400-4158 
Fax: 416-964-6662 

Lawyers for the Moving Party, the Men’s Fire of the Six 
Nations Grand River Territory 
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Court File No. CV-18-594281 

ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE  

B E T W E E N: 

SIX NATIONS OF THE GRAND RIVER BAND OF INDIANS 

Plaintiff 

and 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA and HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 

RIGHT OF ONTARIO  

Defendants 

-and-

THE HAUDENOSAUNEE THE HAUDENOSAUNEE DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE 

(AARON DETLOR AND BRIAN DOOLITTLE), AS APPOINTED BY THE 

HAUDENOSAUNEE CONFEDERACY CHIEFS COUNCIL, ON BEHALF OF THE 

HAUDENOSAUNEE CONFEDERACY 

Moving Party 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAUL DELARONDE 

I, PAUL DELARONDE, of the community of Six Nations, Grand River Territory in 

Haldimand County, in the Province of Ontario, MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS:  

A. Introduction

1. In this affidavit, I describe in detail the processes and laws of the Haudenosaunee

Confederacy found in the Great Law of Peace (“Gayanashagowa”), the oral constitution of the 

Haudenosaunee, found in the following link: 

https://web.pdx.edu/~caskeym/iroquois_web/html/greatlaw.html. 
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I appeal to the Great Law to demonstrate the insufficiency of The Haudenosaunee Development 

Institute’s (“HDI”) claim to intervene in this action as a representative of the Haudenosaunee 

Confederacy and an advocate for the interests of the Haudenosaunee people, the true collective 

rights-holders in this action.  

B. Background

2. I am an elder from Kahnawake, and an expert in Traditional Haudenosaunee Governance

and the Great Law. I was raised and educated in the Haudenosaunee ways by my grandparents 

who taught me the traditional language and ways from a young age. My grandfather sat on the 

council in the longhouse as Bear Clan Chief and my grandmother was utilized by the Bear clan 

family to be an acting clanmother. I sat in council as a Sub-Chief for almost three years and have 

been invited around the world to speak at various lectures and conventions as a spokesperson for 

the Haudenosaunee and an expert on topics pertaining to the Great Law. I have been deemed an 

expert witness in Haudenosaunee Land Governance in Canadian court by Honorable Justice 

Boruque and have been previously qualified as an expert in Traditional Indian Governance in 

court proceedings in New York. I have acquired much of my expert knowledge directly from 

elders and leaders from the Grand River community and have previously testified on matters 

regarding the role and responsibility of the men, women, chiefs, and clan mothers in the 

confederacy.  

3. I am a member of the Mohawk Nation, fluent in the Mohawk language, and an interpreter

of the Great Law in both Mohawk and English. As such, I have knowledge of the matters in this 

affidavit. 

C. The Haudenosaunee Confederacy and the Six Nations of the Grand River Territory
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4. The Haudenosaunee Confederacy, meaning people of the long house, formerly and

unofficially referred to as the Iroquois Confederacy, is a union of Indigenous nations made up of 

the Mohawks, Oneidas, Onondagas, Cayugas, Senecas, and later the Tuscarora located on 

traditional territories across what is now Canada and the United States. The Confederacy was 

brought about as a result of the Great Law of Peace, intended to unite the nations and create a 

peaceful means of decision-making. Traditional governance within the Haudenosaunee 

Confederacy is primarily carried out by each nation independently. Each nation maintains its 

own council with Chiefs chosen by the Clan Mother and deals with its own internal affairs. 

However, in broader matters and affairs affecting the nations of the confederacy authority is 

granted to the Grand Council. 

5. Upon confederation each of the nations took on a role within the metaphorical longhouse

which symbolizes the Haudenosaunee. The Onondaga act as the Keepers of the Fire. The 

Mohawk, Seneca, and Onondaga act as the Elder Brothers of the confederacy while the Cayuga 

and Oneida act as the Younger Brothers within the Grand Council.  

6. The Six Nations of the Grand River is a community of Haudenosaunee people made up

of peoples from the Six Nations of the confederacy who settled on a tract of land granted by the 

Haldimand Proclamation of 1784 and confirmed by the Simcoe Patent of 1793. The reserve on 

the Haldimand Tract was granted by the Crown to the Six Nations of the Grand River. The 

reserve created by the Crown only accounts for a small percentage of the original land area that 

was granted to the Six Nations of the Grand River by the Haldimand Proclamation. This action, 

and the motions to intervene, are concerned with compensation and an accounting of what 

happened to the property, money, and other assets within the Haldimand Tract.  

D. The Great Law of Peace
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7. Among the Haudenosaunee the Great Law of Peace, also known as the Gayanashagowa,

is the oral constitution of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy. According to Haudenosaunee 

tradition, the confederacy has been in place since time immemorial. The Peacemaker, sent by the 

Creator, taught the Great Law of Peace to the Haudenosaunee wit the help of Aiionwatha, 

commonly known as Hiawatha. Travelling from community to community they both persuaded 

the Chiefs of each nation to form a confederacy of nations, known as the Great League of Peace.  

8. The Peacemaker asked the Clan Mothers of each tribe to present their Chiefs and placed

deer antlers on the heads of the Chiefs to symbolize their authority to the nations. The Mohawks 

had nine Chiefs of the bear, wolf, and turtle clans. The Oneida also had nine of the bear, wolf, 

and turtle clans. The Onondaga had 14 of the turtle, snipe, bear, hawk, deer, wolf, eel, and beaver 

clans. The Cayuga had 10 from the heron, deer, turtle, bear and snipe clans. The Seneca had 8 

from the bear, snipe, turtle, wolf, and hawk clans. The nations accepted the longhouse as a 

symbol of their unity. 

9. In in the Onondaga community the Peacemaker planted a tree which it called the “Great

Tree of Peace”. He instructed the Chiefs of the council to sit beneath the shade of the tree and 

watch the council fire of the confederacy. He directed the Chiefs to discuss and deliberate all 

issues concerning the confederacy under this tree.  

10. The Peacemaker took an arrow from each of the five nations and bound them together.

Through this act the nations were united in their powers and the union was made complete. Each 

nation retained their own council with Chiefs chosen by Clan Mothers of families holding 

hereditary rights. The rights and duties of Chiefs are explained to them as they stand up to act as 

Chiefs and it is the Clan Mother who maintains the moral obligations of the Chiefs and keeps 

them on a straight path.  
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11. The Great Law was written on wampum belts and was recorded and transmitted not in

written language but by means of wampum symbols which conveyed various meanings. Later 

translated into English and other languages, including several Mohawk language versions, the 

constitution is made up of 117 articles which form the base of the Haudenosaunee legal tradition. 

Each nation plays a delineated role in the conduct of Haudenosaunee governance which is 

prescribed by the Great Law. The Great Law extends beyond the purpose of providing a 

constitution of laws, it also provides ceremonies for social organization and a narrative which 

binds together the history of the Haudenosaunee peoples. 

E. The Governance Structure of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy and the Decision-

Making Process of the Grand Council as Described in the Great Law of Peace  

12. The Haudenosaunee has since time immemorial maintained a governance structure

comprised of Clan Mothers and Chiefs which is described in the Great Law. 

13. The Chiefs of each clan are nominated to step up as Chief by a Clan Mother. The Chief

then goes on to represent that clan in the Grand Council. A Chief sits as a member of the Grand 

Council for life once confirmed, lest they are removed by their Clan Mother for not fulfilling 

their duties. 

14. The Grand Council is the collective council wherein all of the Haudenosaunee

Confederacy’s Chiefs meet to make determinations which affect the entirety of the 

Haudenosaunee peoples and their interests. This Grand Council and its operations are described 

in the Great Law and has functioned for centuries, before European contact, and is the ultimate 

governing authority for the Haudenosaunee people. All articles of the Great Law referenced 

herein are attached under Exhibit “A”.     
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15. According to article 28 of the Great Law, it is the duty of the Grand Council to make its

deliberations on the basis of both the warnings of past generations and the welfare of future 

generations yet to come.  

16. The Grand Council is made up of a wampum circle in which the 50 Chiefs of the various

clans sit. It is only through the unanimity of the 50 clans and their Clan Mother appointed Chiefs 

who serve as their representatives that the Grand Council can pass a final decision. The circle 

wampum of the 50 clans as well as other facets described herein of traditional Haudenosaunee 

governance, including a list of previous participants at Grand Council, are illustrated visually in 

diagrams and tables attached at Exhibit “B”. 

17. Debates before the Grand Council Fire of the Haudenosaunee are conducted in the

following manner. The Chiefs of the Onondaga Nation serve as the Council’s Firekeepers and 

are responsible for hearing the matters of the Haudenosaunee, who sit between the Elder 

Brothers and Younger Brothers. The Firekeepers shall then propose an issue for discussion. Each 

issue must be unanimously agreed upon by the Grand Council. 

18. Once an issue of particular importance is agreed upon for discussion, the Elder Brother

Chiefs of the Seneca and Mohawk Nation shall introduce the issue to the Council. They shall 

then pass the issue to Younger Brother Chiefs of the Oneida and Cayuga Nation (including the 

Chiefs of the Tuscarora Nation who speak through the Oneidas in Council). 

19. The Younger Brothers shall then discuss the standing issue. After deliberating upon the

standing issue, the Chiefs of the Younger Brothers will then either support the resolution or ask 

the Elder Brother Chiefs to reconsider their position with the recommendations of the Younger 
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Brothers in mind. If both sides of the house become of one mind, the Elder Brothers shall then 

pass the standing issue to the Firekeepers of the Onondaga Nation to further discuss the matter. 

20. After deliberating upon the standing issue, the Firekeepers will then either confirm the

resolution or ask the Elder Brothers and Younger Brothers to reconsider their position with the 

recommendations of the Firekeepers in mind. The Council shall continue to deliberate in this 

fashion until they come to one mind through consensus building. 

21. The process of consultation which is required by the Great Law to reach such unanimity

among the clans and their representatives is comprehensive. The process is described in articles 

93 through 98 under a section entitled the “Rights of the People of the Five Nations”. 

22. These rights concern a meeting of the Grand Council in which a “specially important

matter” which “affects the entire body of the Five Nations” is being deliberated. Under these 

circumstances, the Chiefs must “submit the matter to the decision of their people”. The ultimate 

decision of the Grand Council “shall be a confirmation of the voice of the people.”  

23. Articles 94 and 95 state that both the men and women of every clan shall each have a

council fire wherein if “in their opinion it seems necessary for the interest of the people they 

shall hold a council and their decisions and recommendations shall be introduced” before the 

Chiefs of the Grand Council.   

24. The final article under the Rights of the People of the Five Nations is key for considering

the traditional justification for the intervention of the Men’s Fire of the Grand River Territory 

(“Men’s Fire”) to oppose the appointing of the HDI as a delegate of the Haudenosaunee 

Confederacy Chiefs Council (“HCCC”). Article 98 states: 
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“If either a nephew or a niece see an irregularity in the performance of the functions 
of the Great Peace and its laws, in the Confederate Council or in the conferring of 
Lordship titles in an improper way, through their War Chief they may demand that 
such actions become subject to correction and that the matter conform to the ways 
prescribed by the laws of the Great Peace.” 

25. Article 98 provides the traditional Haudenosaunee legal basis for an intervention to

oppose the appointment of HDI on the basis it has, through irregular means, sought to 

improperly establish itself as the legitimate delegate of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy and its 

people. The appointment of HDI by the HCCC constitutes an irregular and improper 

performance of the Great Law, and will be elaborated upon below.  

26. It is also vital to examine the articles of the Great Law which concern the land and its

ownership, which is undoubtedly a crucial matter both in this action, the intervening motions, 

and in the eyes of the decisionmakers of the Grand Council who would naturally defer any 

decisions involving land claims to the people, the collective rights-holders.  

27. Article 44 of the Great Law states that “women shall be considered the progenitors of the

nation. They shall own the land and the soil. Men and women shall follow the status of the 

mother.” This article establishes that women, above all else, have ownership over and 

responsibility for the land and should in turn be a critical part of any decision-making process 

which involves land claims or disputes.  

28. Article 73 of the Great Law states that “the soil of the earth from one end of the land to

the other is the property of the people who inhabit it. By birthright the Ongwehonweh (original 

beings) are the owners of the soil which they own and occupy and none other may hold it. The 

same law has been held from the oldest times.” This article further clarifies that the land itself 

belongs to the people. Decisions regarding the lands identified in the Haldimand Proclamation 

and any compensation related to those lands should be made not only by the Chiefs at the Grand 
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Council but also through consultation of the people, and the Clan Mothers, who are by traditional 

rights the owners of the land.  

F. The Appointment of HDI by HCCC was not in accordance with the Great Law

29. I was consulted by the Men’s Fire with respect to the appointment of HDI by the HCCC

and have reviewed and do verily believe that the HCCC, the council of hereditary Chiefs of the 

Haudenosaunee, failed to operate according to the traditional guidelines of governance set forth 

in the Great Law and outlined above. And as a result, have no authority to represent the 

Haudenosaunee people in this matter. 

30. The HCCC, which claims to and intends to represent the people, appointed HDI as its

representative without the knowledge and consent of the people. The 50 clans, their families, 

women, and Clan Mothers, were not consulted and involved in a collective decision-making 

process which is prescribed in the Great Law of Peace when dealing with matters of critical 

importance to the nations of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy such as land related disputes.  

31. Failure to consult the people, and especially the women, of the Haudenosaunee on an

issue regarding the land is particularly glaring considering the emphasis placed on collective 

ownership of the land in the Great Law. It is not the right of the HCCC alone, or the limited 

number of Chiefs who were present at the meeting in which HDI was appointed, to make 

decisions over land which ought to be made collectively and unanimously as a confirmation of 

the voice of the people in accordance Haudenosaunee traditions as outlined in the Great Law.  

32. Article 6 of the Great Law states that:

“I, Dekanawidah (Great Peacemaker), appoint the Mohawk Lords the heads and the
leaders of the Five Nations Confederacy.  The Mohawk Lords are the foundation of
the Great Peace and it shall, therefore, be against the Great Binding Law to pass
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measures in the Confederate Council after the Mohawk Lords have protested against 
them. No council of the Confederate Lords shall be legal unless all the Mohawk 
Lords are present.” 

33. The Mohawks have nine clans who ought to be represented at the Grand Council to

provide unanimous assent in the decision-making process prescribed by the Great Law. 

However, only 1 representative of the Mohawk was present at the HCCC to determine whether 

or not HDI should be appointed. Moreover, the Majority of the population of the Six Nations of 

the Grand River are Mohawk and the Great Law states explicitly that any council of Chiefs 

(Confederate Lords) shall be legal unless all of the Mohawk Chiefs are present. 

34. It is equally important to note that HDI cannot function as a legitimate representative of

the Haudenosaunee people and confederacy as it has left the wampum circle and no longer has 

any jurisdiction in traditional Haudenosaunee legal contexts as a result of being an incorporated 

entity in Ontario.  

35. As a provincially incorporated entity, HDI has left the circle of the 50 clan families which

makes up the circle wampum in which ultimate decision-making authority rests for the 

Haudenosaunee people. This principle is explained in article 58 of the Great Law which states: 

“There are now the Five Nations Confederate Lords standing with joined hands in a 
circle. This signifies and provides that should any one of the Confederate Lords leave 
the council and this Confederacy his crown of deer’s horns, the emblem of his 
Lordship title, together with his birthright, shall lodge on the arms of the Union 
Lords whose hands are so joined. He forfeits his title and the crown falls from his 
brow but it shall remain in the Confederacy.” 

“A further meaning of this is that if any time any one of the Confederate Lords 
choose to submit to the law of a foreign people he is no longer in but out of the 
Confederacy, and persons of this class shall be called “They have alienated 
themselves.” Likewise, such persons who submit to laws of foreign nations shall 
forfeit all birthrights and claims on the Five Nations Confederacy and territory. You, 
the Five Nations Confederate Lords, be firm so that if a tree falls on your joined arms 
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it shall not separate or weaken your hold. So shall the strength of the union be 
preserved.” 

36. By incorporating under Ontario laws, HDI has alienated themselves from the wampum

circle and have forfeited their claims to authority within the Haudenosaunee Confederacy. 

37. The Men’s Fire brings its motion on the authority delegated to it by the Great Law to

intervene wherein there has been improper and irregular performance of the law. The Men’s Fire 

does so to represent the interests of the Haudenosaunee people who are not represented and 

whose voice is not heard by the HCCC and its appointed representative HDI.  

38. I affirm this affidavit in connection with the Men’s Fire motion for intervention and for

no other or improper purpose 
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