F IRST N ATIONS L EADERSHIP C OUNCIL
March 26, 2021
Premier John Horgan
Via Email: premier@gov.bc.ca
Minister Murray Rankin
Via Email: IRR.Minister@gov.bc.ca.
RE: Follow up to December 18, 2020 Letter re. Disagreement with
Métis Nation of British Columbia Report
Dear Premier Horgan and Minister Rankin,
We are writing to follow up to our December 18, 2020 letter to you, which
expressed our deep disagreement with the positions taken by the Métis
Nation of British Columbia (“MNBC”) in their report “A Tale of Two
Nations: Highlighting the Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC”
(the “Report”).
We have not received a response from your office and write to further
express our disagreement with the claims made in the Report and the
Province’s inclusion of MNBC and Métis peoples in the implementation of
the Declaration of Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (“DRIPA”). We
request a timely meeting with you to address the concerns raised in our
December 18, 2020 letter and this letter.
The FNLC continues to emphasize and raise to your attention the
distinction between MNBC and First Nations – the important distinction
being that First Nations hold Aboriginal title and rights in BC, while the
MNBC and Métis peoples are not, and have not established a credible
claim to be, Aboriginal rights or title holders in BC.
Metis Claim to Aboriginal Rights
Case law in R. v. Powley, 2003 SCC 43 (the “Powley Test”) requires a
Métis group to prove a historic Métis community with a distinctive
collective identity, who lived together in the same geographical area and
shared a common way of life. There must also be proof of a contemporary
Métis community in the area. To date, courts have found no evidence of a
historic or contemporary Métis community in various areas of BC and
MNBC is not considered a contemporary Métis community.
FNLC is not aware of any evidence sufficient to meet the Powley Test that
the Métis ever established communities or cultural practices in BC. We
think it is also unlikely that section 35 rights would be found where Métis
have relocated from their own traditional territories (or “homeland”) to the
traditional territories of First Nations. There is no basis for MNBC to
advance Aboriginal harvesting rights on behalf of Métis peoples in BC as

they have claimed in their Report. Without establishing a credible claim to
Aboriginal rights or title, BC does not owe Métis peoples a duty to consult.
DRIPA and Métis Rights
FNLC takes great issue with MNBC’s attempt to use DRIPA to establish
rights recognition for itself and its membership.
DRIPA is not intended to create new rights beyond what is presently
recognized in Section 35 or change how the Province consults with
Indigenous peoples.1 MNBC takes the position, though, that Métis peoples
in BC, being Indigenous peoples within the scope of UNDRIP, are entitled
to participation in the implementation of DRIPA (via MNBC as their
Indigenous Governing Body) and funding for self-governance initiatives.2
While Métis peoples are included in the definition of “Indigenous peoples”
under UNDRIP and DRIPA, MNBC does not meet the definition of an
Indigenous Governing Body. An Indigenous Governing Body only includes
entities that act on behalf of Indigenous people that hold recognized and
affirmed section 35 rights that can be exercised in BC.
DRIPA does not create new rights for Indigenous peoples or provide
funding to support self-governance. DRIPA cannot be used by MNBC or
Métis peoples as grounds for rights recognition. While the courts have
found that self-governance may fall within the scope of section 35,3 Métis
peoples would likely still have to meet the Powley Test (or a modified
Powley Test) to establish the right to self-governance. The courts will only
acknowledge a scope of Aboriginal self-government that is based on an
ancestral practice, custom or tradition. A broad right of self-government
does not, at this time, appear to be recognized by the courts as a right that
supports modern administration of government. Ultimately, MNBC’s
arguments around DRIPA may be better characterized as policy/political
arguments rather than legal arguments.
FNS, UBCIC, and BCAFN Resolutions
At their respective annual meetings in February and March of 2021, in
response to the Report, each of the First Nations Summit Chiefs in
Assembly, the UBCIC Chiefs Council, and the BCAFN Chiefs-in-Assembly
resolved to:
1. reject, as factually and legally inaccurate, the claims advanced
in the Report, which attempts to assert the existence of Métis
Aboriginal rights in BC, and claims that the MNBC holds
Hansard debates, available online at:
https://www.leg.bc.ca/content/hansard/41st4th/20191119am-Hansard-n291.pdf at p. 10521.
2 Ibid at p. 23.
3 Campbell v. British Columbia (Attorney General), 2000 BCSC 1123.
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Indigenous Governing Body status in British Columbia under
DRIPA;
2. call upon, and fully expect, the Province of British Columbia to
apply a principled and accurate assessment of these claims
made by the MNBC, and to uphold the distinctions-based
requirements of DRIPA, section 35 jurisprudence and the Draft
Principles that Guide the Province of British Columbia’s
Relationship with Indigenous Peoples, in order to prevent
unfounded assertions of Métis rights that would infringe or
interfere with the original, inherent Indigenous title and rights
holders in BC; and
3. continue to invite collaboration with Indigenous organizations,
including the MNBC, on matters such as anti-racism and social
and health improvement initiatives, where this collaboration is
properly grounded in historic reality and available evidence, and
respect for First Nation Title and Rights holders in British
Columbia.
Copies of the three resolutions are attached to this letter.
The FNLC remains committed and stands behind the intent of DRIPA and
to engaging other stakeholders to increase their understanding of the
intent of this legislation. We look forward to meeting and continuing to
work with you in this regard.
Sincerely,
FIRST NATIONS LEADERSHIP COUNCIL
On behalf of the FIRST NATIONS SUMMIT

Cheryl Casimer

Robert Phillips

Lydia Hwitsum

On behalf of the UNION OF BC INDIAN CHIEFS

Grand Chief Stewart Phillip

Chief Don Tom

Kukpi7 Judy Wilson
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On behalf of the BC ASSEMBLY OF FIRST NATIONS:

Regional Chief Terry Teegee

cc:

Minister Anne Kang (Via Email: AEST.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Lana Popham (Via Email: AGR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister David Eby (AG) (Via Email: AG.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Mitzi Dean (Via Email: MCF.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister of State Katrina Chen (Via Email: CC.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Lisa Beare (Via Email: CITZ.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Jennifer Whiteside (Via Email: EDUC.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Bruce Ralston (Via Email: EMPR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister George Heyman (Via Email: ENV.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Selina Robinson (Via Email: FIN.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Katrine Conroy (Via Email: FLNR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister of State Nathan Cullen (Via Email: FLNR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Adrian Dix (Via Email: HLTH.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Ravi Kahlon (Via Email: JTT.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister of State George Chow (Via Email: Minister.TRD@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Harry Bains (Via Email: LBR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Sheila Malcolmson (Via Email: MMHA.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Josie Osborne (Via Email: MAH.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Mike Farnworth (Via Email: PSSG.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Nicholas Simons (Via Email: SDPR.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Melanie Mark (Via Email: TAC.Minister@gov.bc.ca);
Minister Rob Fleming (Via Email: Minister.Transportation@gov.bc.ca);
Minister of State Bowinn Ma (Via Email: Minister.Transportation@gov.bc.ca);
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First Nations Summit
RESOLUTION #0221.14

SUBJECT:

REJECTION OF THE METIS NATION BC REPORT, A TALE OF
TWO NATIONS: HIGHLIGHTING THE INEQUITIES OF THE
TREATMENT OF THE METIS IN BC
_____________________________________________________________________
WHEREAS:
A. In October 2020, the Métis Nation British Columbia (MNBC) released a report
entitled, A Tale of Two Nations: Highlighting the Inequalities of the Treatment of
the Métis in BC (the “Report”).
B. The Report sets out MNBC’s position, amongst other matters, that Métis people
in BC have a credible claim to Aboriginal rights within BC as a “Nation” and that
they are entitled to increased recognition, equity with First Nations governments
and economic engagement. The Report makes the following general claims:
i. The BC government should recognize and accommodate Métis
Aboriginal rights in the province, including harvesting rights and other
rights relating to territory, without the consent of First Nations
governments;
ii. MNBC is an “Indigenous governing body” (“IGB”) under the Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (“DRIPA”) and should have
been part of discussions and negotiations around the drafting and
implementation of DRIPA;
iii. The continued failure of BC to recognize Métis rights in British Columbia
breaches DRIPA; and
iv. Funding opportunities for Métis people are inadequate and should be
equitable in all areas to funding provided to First Nations.
C. First Nations in BC are proper title and rights holders and have inherent rights
and title, inherent laws and legal systems and jurisdictions which we have
exercised prior to contact and which continue to exist. There is no legal
foundation for MNBC’s claim that Métis peoples have site-specific Aboriginal
rights as required to meet the test in R. v. Powley and the courts have confirmed
that there is no evidence within BC of a historic or contemporary Métis
community.
D. The Métis are an “Indigenous peoples” under the UN Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples, but the DRIPA appropriately adopts a distinctions-based
approach in acknowledgement that not all Indigenous peoples have the same
rights. Section 1(2) of DRIPA reads:
“For the purposes of implementing this Act, the government must consider
the diversity of the Indigenous peoples in British Columbia, particularly the
distinct languages, cultures, customs, practices, rights, legal traditions,
institutions, governance structures, relationships to territories and
knowledge systems of the Indigenous peoples in British Columbia.”
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RESOLUTION #0221.14
SUBJECT:
REJECTION OF THE METIS NATION BC REPORT, A TALE OF TWO NATIONS:
HIGHLIGHTING THE INEQUITIES OF THE TREATMENT OF THE METIS IN BC
E. The federal and provincial governments have adopted principles respecting their relationships
with Indigenous peoples, which also include the principle of a distinctions-based approach to
ensure that the unique rights, interests and circumstances of First Nations, Metis and Inuit are
acknowledged, affirmed and implemented.
F. MNBC is a contemporary charitable organization and not a Nation or people in British Columbia
with distinct territories, traditions and legal systems at the time of contact with Crown
representatives and colonial explorers. Furthermore, those who are Métis within the meaning of
section 35 have a familial connection to historic Manitoba Métis settlements. Therefore, Métis
cannot be considered to be a people with connection to the territories within British Columbia,
and the MNBC does not meet the definition of an Indigenous Governing Body authorized within
DRIPA to act behalf of an Indigenous peoples that hold recognized and affirmed section 35
rights that can be exercised in BC.
G. First Nations are committed to working alongside Métis people on issues of shared concern,
such as improvement of social, health, and economic outcomes, and elimination of racism and
discrimination. These collaborations must be founded on the recognition of the different
histories of First Nations and Métis people in what is now British Columbia and grounded in
appropriate data and evidence.
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
1. That the First Nations Summit Chiefs in Assembly reject, as factually and legally inaccurate,
the claims advanced in the Métis Nation British Columbia report, A Tale of Two Nations:
Highlighting the Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC, which attempts to assert
the existence of Métis Aboriginal rights in BC, and claims that the Métis Nation British
Columbia (MNBC) holds Indigenous Governing Body status in British Columbia under the
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (“DRIPA”).
2. That the First Nations Summit Chiefs in Assembly call upon, and fully expect, the Province
of British Columbia to apply a principled and accurate assessment of the claims made by
the MNBC, and to uphold the distinctions-based requirements of the DRIPA, section 35
jurisprudence and the Draft Principles that Guide the Province of British Columbia’s
Relationship with Indigenous Peoples, in order to prevent unfounded assertions of Métis
rights that would infringe or interfere with the original, inherent Indigenous title and rights
holders in BC.
3. That the First Nations Summit Chiefs in Assembly continue to invite collaboration with
Indigenous organizations, including the MNBC, on matters such as anti-racism and social
and health improvement initiatives, where this collaboration is properly grounded in historic
reality and available evidence, and respect for First Nation title and rights holders in British
Columbia.
MOVED BY:
SECONDED BY:
DATED:

Chief Troy Baptiste, ʔEsdilagh First Nation
Jayde Duranleau, McLeod Lake Indian Band
February 19, 2021

Passed by consensus.
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RESOLUTION #0221.14
SUBJECT:
REJECTION OF THE METIS NATION BC REPORT, A TALE OF TWO NATIONS:
HIGHLIGHTING THE INEQUITIES OF THE TREATMENT OF THE METIS IN BC

ENDORSED BY:

_______________________________________
Cheryl Casimer

_______________________________________
Robert Phillips

_______________________________________
Lydia Hwitsum

UNION OF B.C. INDIAN CHIEFS
CHIEFS COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 24TH-25TH, 2021
VIRTUAL MEETING
Resolution no. 2021-25
RE: Rejection of Métis Assertion of Rights Outlined in the Métis Nation British Columbia Report: A
Tale of Two Nations: Highlighting the Inequities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC
WHEREAS in October 2020, the Métis Nation British Columbia (MNBC) released a report entitled, A Tale of
Two Nations: Highlighting the Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC (the “Report”);
WHEREAS the Report sets out MNBC’s position, amongst other matters, that Métis people in B.C. have a
credible claim to Aboriginal rights within B.C. as a “Nation” and that they are entitled to increased recognition,
equity with First Nations governments and economic engagement. The Report makes the following general
claims:
1.
The B.C. government should recognize and accommodate Métis Aboriginal rights in the province,
including harvesting rights and other rights relating to territory, without the consent of First Nations
governments.
2.
MNBC is an “Indigenous governing body” (“IGB”) under the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples Act (“DRIPA”) and should have been part of discussions and negotiations around the drafting
and implementation of DRIPA.
3.
The continued failure of B.C. to recognize Métis rights in British Columbia breaches DRIPA.
4.
Funding opportunities for Métis people are inadequate and should be equitable in all areas to funding
provided to First Nations;
WHEREAS the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which the government of
Canada has adopted without qualification, and has, alongside the government of B.C., committed to implement,
affirms:
Article 19: States shall consult and cooperate in good faith with the indigenous peoples concerned
through their own representative institutions in order to obtain their free, prior and informed consent
before adopting and implementing legislative or administrative measures that may affect them.
Article 26(1): Indigenous peoples have the right to the lands, territories and resources which they have
traditionally owned, occupied or otherwise used or acquired.
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(2): Indigenous peoples have the right to own, use, develop and control the lands, territories and resources
that they possess by reason of traditional ownership or other traditional occupation or use, as well as those
which they have otherwise acquired.
(3): States shall give legal recognition and protection to these lands, territories and resources. Such
recognition shall be conducted with due respect to the customs, traditions and land tenure systems of the
indigenous peoples concerned;
WHEREAS First Nations in B.C. are proper title and rights holders and have inherent rights and title, inherent
laws and legal systems and jurisdictions which we have exercised prior to contact and which continue to exist.
There is no legal foundation for MNBC’s claim that Métis peoples have site-specific Aboriginal rights as required
to meet the test in R. v. Powley and the courts have confirmed that there is no evidence within B.C. of a historic or
contemporary Métis community;
WHEREAS the Métis are an “Indigenous peoples” under the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples, but DRIPA appropriately adopts a distinctions based approach in acknowledgement that not all
Indigenous peoples have the same rights. Section 1 (2) of DRIPA reads: “For the purposes of implementing this
Act, the government must consider the diversity of the Indigenous peoples in British Columbia, particularly the
distinct languages, cultures, customs, practices, rights, legal traditions, institutions, governance structures,
relationships to territories and knowledge systems of the Indigenous peoples in British Columbia.”
WHEREAS The federal and provincial governments have adopted principles respecting their relationships with
Indigenous peoples, which also include the principle of a distinctions-based approach to ensure that the unique
rights, interests and circumstances of First Nations, Métis and Inuit are acknowledged, affirmed and implemented;
WHEREAS MNBC is a contemporary charitable organization and not a Nation or people in British Columbia
with distinct territories, traditions and legal systems at the time of contact with Crown representatives and colonial
explorers. Furthermore, those who are Métis within the meaning of section 35 have a familial connection to
historic Manitoba Métis settlements. Therefore, Métis cannot be considered to be a people with connection to the
territories within British Columbia, and the MNBC does not meet the definition of an Indigenous Governing Body
authorized within DRIPA to act on the behalf of an Indigenous peoples that hold recognized and affirmed section
35 rights that can be exercised in B.C.; and
WHEREAS First Nations are committed to working alongside Métis people on issues of shared concern, such as
improvement of social, health, and economic outcomes, and elimination of racism and discrimination. These
collaborations must be founded on the recognition of the different histories of First Nations and Métis people in
what is now British Columbia and be grounded in appropriate data and evidence.
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED the UBIC Chiefs Council rejects as factually and legally inaccurate the
claims advanced in the Métis Nation British Columbia report, A Tale of Two Nations: Highlighting the
Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC which attempts to assert the existence of Métis Aboriginal rights
in B.C., and claims that the Métis Nation British Columbia (MNBC) holds Indigenous Governing Body status in
British Columbia under the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (DRIPA);
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the UBCIC Chiefs Council call upon and fully expects the
Province of British Columbia to apply a principled and accurate assessment of these claims made by the MNBC,
and to uphold the distinctions based requirements of DRIPA, section 35 jurisprudence and the Draft Principles
that Guide the Province of British Columbia’s Relationship with Indigenous Peoples, in order to prevent
unfounded assertions of Métis rights that would infringe or interfere with the original, inherent Indigenous title
and rights holders in B.C.;
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THEREFORE BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED the UBCIC Chiefs Council continues to invite collaboration
with Indigenous organizations, including the MNBC, on matters such as anti-racism and social and health
improvement initiatives, where this collaboration is properly grounded in historic reality and available evidence,
and respect for First Nation Title and Rights holders in British Columbia.
Moved:
Seconded:
Disposition:
Date:

Chief Byron Louis, Okanagan Indian Band
George Lampreau, Simpcw First Nation (Proxy)
Carried
February 25, 2021
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BC ASSEMBLY OF FIRST NATIONS

1004 Landooz Road
Prince George, BC V2K 5S3
Website: www.bcafn.ca

BCAFN 17th ANNUAL SPECIAL CHIEFS MEETING
March 3 & 4, 2021
Online via Zoom

Resolution 12/2021

SUBJECT:

REJECTION OF MÉTIS ASSERTION OF RIGHTS OUTLINED IN THE MÉTIS NATION
BRITISH COLUMBIA REPORT: A TALE OF TWO NATIONS: HIGHLIGHTING THE
INEQUITIES OF THE TREATMENT OF THE MÉTIS IN BC

MOVED BY:

KUKPI7 WAYNE CHRISTIAN, SPLATSIN

SECONDED BY:

CHIEF KEITH CROW, LOWER SIMILKAMEEN INDIAN BAND

DECISION:

CARRIED

WHEREAS:
A.

in October 2020, the Métis Nation British Columbia (MNBC) released a report entitled, A
Tale of Two Nations: Highlighting the Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC (the
“Report”);

B.

the Report sets out MNBC’s position, amongst other matters, that Métis people in BC have a
credible claim to Aboriginal rights within BC as a “Nation” and that they are entitled to
increased recognition, equity with First Nations governments and economic engagement.
The Report makes the following general claims:
1.
The BC government should recognize and accommodate Métis Aboriginal rights in
the province, including harvesting rights and other rights relating to territory,
without the consent of First Nations governments.
2.
MNBC is an “Indigenous governing body” (“IGB”) under the Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (“DRIPA”) and should have been part of discussions
and negotiations around the drafting and implementation of DRIPA.

Certified copy of a resolution adopted on the 4th day of March 2021

Terry Teegee, BC Regional Chief

3.
4.

The continued failure of BC to recognize Métis rights in British Columbia breaches
DRIPA.
Funding opportunities for Métis people are inadequate and should be equitable in
all areas to funding provided to First Nations;

C.

the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which the government
of Canada has adopted without qualification, and has, alongside the government of BC,
committed to implement, affirms:
Article 19: States shall consult and cooperate in good faith with the indigenous
peoples concerned through their own representative institutions in order to obtain
their free, prior and informed consent before adopting and implementing legislative
or administrative measures that may affect them.
Article 26 (1): Indigenous peoples have the right to the lands, territories and
resources which they have traditionally owned, occupied or otherwise used or
acquired.
(2): Indigenous peoples have the right to own, use, develop and control the lands,
territories and resources that they possess by reason of traditional ownership or
other traditional occupation or use, as well as those which they have otherwise
acquired.
(3): States shall give legal recognition and protection to these lands, territories and
resources. Such recognition shall be conducted with due respect to the customs,
traditions and land tenure systems of the indigenous peoples concerned;

D.

First Nations in BC are proper title and rights holders and have inherent rights and title,
inherent laws and legal systems and jurisdictions which we have exercised prior to contact
and which continue to exist. There is no legal foundation for MNBC’s claim that Métis
peoples have site-specific Aboriginal rights as required to meet the test in R. v. Powley and
the courts have confirmed that there is no evidence within BC of a historic or contemporary
Métis community which was later confirmed in R v. Willison, 2006 BCSC 985;

E.

the Métis are an “Indigenous peoples” under the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples, but DRIPA appropriately adopts a distinctions based approach in acknowledgement
that not all Indigenous peoples have the same rights. Section 1 (2) of DRIPA reads: “For the
purposes of implementing this Act, the government must consider the diversity of the
Indigenous peoples in British Columbia, particularly the distinct languages, cultures,
customs, practices, rights, legal traditions, institutions, governance structures, relationships
to territories and knowledge systems of the Indigenous peoples in British Columbia.”

Certified copy of a resolution adopted on the 4th day of March 2021

Terry Teegee, BC Regional Chief

F.

The federal and provincial governments have adopted principles respecting their
relationships with Indigenous peoples, which also include the principle of a distinctionsbased approach to ensure that the unique rights, interests and circumstances of First
Nations, Métis and Inuit are acknowledged, affirmed and implemented;

G.

MNBC is a contemporary charitable organization and not a Nation or people in British
Columbia with distinct territories, traditions and legal systems at the time of contact with
Crown representatives and colonial explorers. Furthermore, those who are Métis within the
meaning of section 35 have a familial connection to historic Manitoba Métis settlements.
Therefore, Métis cannot be considered to be a people with connection to the territories
within British Columbia, and the MNBC does not meet the definition of an Indigenous
Governing Body authorized within DRIPA to act on the behalf of an Indigenous peoples that
hold recognized and affirmed section 35 rights that can be exercised in BC; and

H.

First Nations are committed to working alongside Métis people on issues of shared concern,
such as improvement of social, health, and economic outcomes, and elimination of racism
and discrimination. These collaborations must be founded on the recognition of the
different histories of First Nations and Métis people in what is now British Columbia and be
grounded in appropriate data and evidence.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
1.

the BCAFN Chiefs-in-Assembly rejects as factually and legally inaccurate the claims
advanced in the Métis Nation British Columbia report, A Tale of Two Nations: Highlighting
the Inequalities of the Treatment of the Métis in BC which attempts to assert the existence
of Métis Aboriginal rights in BC, and claims that the Métis Nation British Columbia (MNBC)
holds Indigenous Governing Body status in British Columbia under the Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (DRIPA);

2.

the BCAFN Chiefs-in-Assembly call upon and fully expects the Province of British Columbia
to apply a principled and accurate assessment of these claims made by the MNBC, and to
uphold the distinctions based requirements of DRIPA, section 35 jurisprudence and the
Draft Principles that Guide the Province of British Columbia’s Relationship with Indigenous
Peoples, in order to prevent unfounded assertions of Métis rights that would infringe or
interfere with the original, inherent Indigenous title and rights holders in BC; and

3.

the BCAFN Chiefs-in-Assembly continues to invite collaboration with Indigenous
organizations, including the MNBC, on matters such as anti-racism and social and health
improvement initiatives, where this collaboration is properly grounded in historic reality and
available evidence, and respect for First Nation Title and Rights holders in British Columbia.

Certified copy of a resolution adopted on the 4th day of March 2021

Terry Teegee, BC Regional Chief

