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            Erik the Norseman [email] [bio]

            Canada was amongst the most critical of South Africa’s former 

            apartheid policies, especially the one-drop rule to designate 

            coloured status. Yet, in Canada, the fractional-drop rule, based on 

            racial heritage (as long as it’s Native heritage), reigns supreme. 

            Ever since male progenitor, in the case of racially mixed marriages, 

            as the sole basis of Aboriginal Status was ruled unconstitutional 

            the situation has become more complicated and all sorts of claimants 

            (children of Native women with non Native men) to Aboriginal Status 

            have been crawling out of the woodwork. The only requirement for a 

            Status card is being born to or fathered by a Status Indian or to 

            someone entitled (even unknowingly) to such Status.

            A recent news article serves to illustrate this. A child born to a 

            Native mother (herself only part Indian) and a white father was 

            adopted out at birth. A family of Mediterranean heritage adopted and 

            raised him so his somewhat olive complexion raised no comment. He 

            had no suspicion as to his true heritage until, now in his early 

            forties, he succeeded in a quest to find his birth parents. 

            Although, raised and educated as white, and no more (at most) than 

            one-quarter Indian, he was promptly issued a Status card.

            Another example; on the West Coast many Scandinavians settled in 

            fishing villages. Miscegenation was common and the issue of these 

            mixed marriages would marry whites, whose children would marry 

            whites and whose children in turn would marry whites etc. As a 

            result, we see Status Indians, tall, blue eyed, blond and full 

            bearded who look more Norwegian than many of the Norwegians who 

            originally settled in these fishing communities! Yet, they are 

            Status Indians. Many have only a one-sixteenth, thirty-second, 

            sixty-fourth, one hundred and twenty-eighth part or less Indian 

            blood. 

            Not even the most finicky stockbreeder or horticulturist would 

            concern him or herself with such a minute genetic contaminant. After 

            so many generations they would declare the strain pure WHITE. But 

            government policies do not concern themselves with scientific facts, 

            only political expediency. It is expedient to recognize, solely on 

            the barest trace of a racial inheritance, a growing group of 

            Canadians as Status Indians who are therefore automatically entitled 

            to certain special privileges not afforded other Canadians. 

            If, in addition to these special privileges, we also recognize the 

            autonomy of Reserve Lands with their own laws and courts etc., are 

            we not creating, in effect, homelands? Is this not the definition of 

            apartheid? Further, by recognizing as Status Indians, those who are 

            to all intents and purposes white, are we not denying them their 

            true heritage? And Canada has the unmitigated gall to criticize 

            South Africa! 
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