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AFFIDAVIT OF BOBBY NARCISSE

I, Bobby Narcisse, of the City of Thunder Bay, in the Province of Ontario, MAKE
OATH AND SAY:



[ am the Director of Social Services of Nishnawbe Aski Nation (“NAN”) and as such have

knowledge of the information contained herein.

I am a member of Aroland First Nation, a NAN community located in the Thunder Bay
District of the Province of Ontario. I was an Aroland Band Councillor from 2011 to 2013.
Previous to my time as Band Councillor, I was a child and family services worker in Calgary,

Alberta, at the Aspen Community Network Society.

[ currently hold the position of Director of Social Services at NAN and have held that
position since March 2013. As Director of Social Services at NAN, T have communicated
extensively with NAN First Nattons communities and government stakeholders on a variety
of issues regarding child and family services, including the unique challenges of service

delivery in remote and northemn communities in Northwestern Ontario.

This affidavit is in support of NAN’s participation in the upcoming motions scheduled for
March 27-28, 2019, where the issue to be heard by the Canadian Human Rights Tribunal
(“the Tribunal”) concemns the definition of “First Nations children” for the purposes of
application of Jordan’s Principle. For clarity, it is NAN’s understanding that defining the
meaning of “First Nations children” is not meant to address the broader question of First
Nations identity. Instead, this issue concerns an operational definition for application of

Jordan’s Principle.

L. CANADA’S CURRENT DEFINITION OF FIRST NATIONS CHILDREN
UNDER JORDAN’S PRINCIPLE

Currently, Canada has defined “all First Nations children” under Jordan’s Principle to mean:

a) children with Indian Act status;



b) children who are eligible for fndian Act status; and,

¢) non-status children who are ordinarily resident on reserve.

Canada’s operating definition of a First Nations child under Jordan’s Principle relies on two
concepts: (1) ordinary residency on a reserve; and/or (2) Indian Acr status. This definition
creates a potential gap: children who are not deemed “ordinarily resident on reserve” and
who are not eligible for Indian Act status. These children are at risk being refused funding

for services under Jordan’s Principle.

This gap concerns NAN for two reasons: (1) Canada’s operational definition imposes a
definition of a First Nations child which is inconsistent with how NAN First Nations have
traditionally understood membership and belonging; and, (2) given regional mobility in
Northwestern Ontario (including due to various reasons related to inadequacies of service
provision and housing that can push people off reserve) and the many hurdles to obtaining
Indian Act status, there is a real risk that a group of children will be excluded under Jordan’s
Principle simply because they cannot meet the twin criteria of on-reserve and eligibility for
Indian Act status. NAN has consistently rejected both residency on reserve and/or fndian Act
status as appropriate proxies for membership and belonging within NAN communities, as

detailed below.

il. NAN’S POSITION ON RESERVE RESIDENCY AND INDIAN ACT STATUS
As I have raised in many previous affidavits submitted to this Tribunal, NAN has a Chief’s
Committee regarding Children, Youth and Families (“CCCYF™). The CCCYF met recently
on February 5-7, 2019, in Toronto. At this meeting, the Chiefs discussed this specific issue

of how to define a First Nations child for purposes of application of Jordan’s Principle. Three
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messages were consistently loud and clear; (1) The broader issue of membership within a
First Nation is up to the individual First Nation to decide; (2) First Nations have inherent
jurisdiction over their children, wherever they reside; (3) many of our people are classified
as non-status under the Indian Act — nevertheless, they remain our brothers, sisters, and

relatives.

In summary, NAN is not interested in participating in a definitional exercise that will exclude
those we recognize as our relations, especially given the potential consequences: that
children in need may be denied funding for services under Jordan’s Principle. NAN
recognizes that variations of this ‘definitional game’ have only served to disenfranchise our

people, have contributed to broken family ties, and have led to tangible harm.

The foundational principle must be that all First Nations are entitled to define their own
membership according to their laws, customs and traditions. This principle is clearly stated
in A Declaration of Nishnawbe-Aski (The People and the Land) (“the Declaration”), issued
on July 6, 1977, to the then Ontario Premier William Davis and to the People of Canada. The
Declaration is an assertion of the inherent rights and jurisdiction possessed by the people of
NAN, stating “We declare that all laws, rules, regulations, orders-in-council and act [sic]
passed on or enacted by you and your federal, provincial, and territorial governments, which
interfere with our sovereignty, must be re-examined in the light of our position. The right to
make laws which govern our people must be returned to our people.” A true copy of the

Declaration is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “A”,

This foundational principle is at odds with how Canada currently defines eligibility under

Jordan’s Principle. NAN Chiefs have consistently rejected the concept of “residency” as a
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way of defining membership. This position is reflected in a number of resolutions, passed
by the NAN Chiefs, which state, in summary, that First Nations have inherent jurisdiction
over children and families wherever they may reside. On January 21, 2016, the NAN Chiefs-
in-Assembly passed “Resolution 16/14 First Nation Inherent Jurisdiction over Children
Wherever they Reside” (“Resolution 16/14”), which states that “First Nations have inherent
jurisdiction over the well-being and protection of their children regardless of residency” and
“that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly hereby confirm that Indigenous Peoples have inherent
jurisdiction for our children and families wherever they may be”. A true copy of Resolution

16/14 is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “B”,

This position was reiterated by the NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly on August 9, 2017, when the
Chiefs passed “Resolution 17/61 Inherent Rights and Responsibilities for our Children”
(“Resolution 17/61”). Resolution 17/61 refers to Resolution 16/14, and further states “First
Nations have inherent rights over the well-being and protection of our children regardless of
residency” and that “NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly hereby reaffirm that the Indigenous Peoples
of NAN have inherent rights to care for our children and families wherever they may be.” A

true copy of Resolution 17/61 is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “C”.

NAN has consistently rejected the use of residency on reserve as a metric of membership
due to the geographical realities of living in Northwestern Ontario: where most NAN
communities are remote; where mobility in the region is high; and, where members of these
communities must reside off-reserve in order to receive essential services or because the land
the community is based on is not safe to inhabit. An excerpt from a 2010 book, Treary No.
9: Making the Agreement to Share the Land in Far Northern Ontario in 1905, by John S.

Long, provides a chart demonstrating on-reserve and off-reserve numbers for NAN
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communities. The author specifies that the numbers come from publicly available data. The
percentage of off-reserve members for NAN communities ranged from as low as 3% in the
case of Wapekeka to as high as 100% in the case of Aroland {(my community). While these
precise figures are now out of date and may not reflect membership as determined by each
First Nation (i.e. may be limited to people with Indian Acr status), the fact that significant
numbers of NAN members reside off-reserve remains a reality to the present day. The

relevant excerpt from John S. Long’s 2010 book is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “D”.

The NAN Chiefs have also held a consistent position with respect to recognizing those
without Indian Act status as our relations. On August 25, 1982, the NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly
passed “Resolution 82/9 Recognizing Non-Status Indians” (“Resolution 82/9”’) which states

the following:

WHEREAS many of our people are non-status Indians; and,

WHEREAS many of these people that are classified as non-status Indians by the
Governments are our bothers, sisters, and relatives;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that all our communities on Nishnawbe-Aski
recognize non-status Indians as part of our communities; and,

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive Council of the
Nishnawbe-Aski take actions to ensure that the rights of these people are protected.

A copy of Resolution 82/9 is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “E”.

On March 3, 1983, the NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly passed “Resolution 83/15 Band Status”

(“Resolution 83/15) which states the following:

WHEREAS, the non-status Indians in our communities are our brothers and sisters;
and,

WHEREAS, we the Nishnawbe-Aski agreed to protect their rights as Indians of our
Nation.



THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that we the Nishnawbe-Aski make it clear at all
First Ministers® Conferences that the non-status Indians are an integral part of our
Nation;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we demand the First Ministers to recognize
the restoration of rights which the non-status Indians have been deprived.

17. A copy of Resolution 83/15 is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “F”.
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On August 11, 1983, the NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly passed “Resolution 83/11 Band Status™

{“Resolution 83/117) which states the following:

WHEREAS, the Nishnawbe-Aski Nation is made up of a number of communities;
and,

WHEREAS, not all of these communities are recognized (as real Indian
Communities) by the Department of Indian Affairs,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Executive Council actively lobby with
the Federal Government to aquire [sic] de facto band status for all unrecognized
communities within the Nishnawbe-Aski Nation

A copy of Resolution 83/11 is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit “G”.

The above resolutions demonstrate what the NAN CCCYF reiterated at our recent February
2019 meeting: (1) The broader issue of membership within a First Nation is up to the
individual First Nation to decide; (2) First Nations have inherent jurisdiction over their
children, wherever they reside; (3) many of our people are classified as non-status under the

Indian Act — nevertheless, they remain our brothers, sisters, and relatives.

Given the realitics of mobility (both forced and voluntary) of members of NAN
communities, and the historical and current day wrongs inflicted through control of Indian
Act status, NAN has never accepted residency and Indian Act status as helpful proxies for
membership and determining rights. NAN rejects Canada’s reliance on both concepts to

determine who is eligible to receive services under Jordan’s Principle.



22, Itis for this reason that NAN will support the Caring Society’s proposal, articulated at para.

31-33 of the Caring Society’s factum, reproduced below:

31. Recognizing the Tribunal’s acknowledgement of the key role of a Nation-to-
Nation relationship and acknowledging the scope of the complaint, the Caring
Society supports short-term (within 30 days of the Tribunal’s order) and medium-
term (by September 1, 2019) discussions between the parties regarding the
following expanded parameters (d-f) for Canada’s implementation of the
Tribunal’s orders regarding Jordan’s Principle, in addition to those already
acceptable to Canada {a-c):

a. A child, whether resident on or off reserve, with Indian Act status;

b. A child, whether resident on or off reserve, who is eligible for Indian Act
status;

c. A child, residing on or off reserve, covered under a First Nations self-
government agreement or arrangement;

d. Children, residing on or off reserve whom a First Nations group,
community or people recognizes as belonging to that group, community or
people, in accordance with the customs or traditions of that First Nations
group, community or people;

e. First Nations children, residing on or off reserve, who have lost their
connection to their First Nations communities due to the operation of the
Indian Residential Schools System, the Sixties Scoop, or discrimination
within the FNCFS Program; and

f. First Nations children, residing on or off reserve, who do not have ndian
Act status and who are not eligible for Indian Act status, but have a
parent/guardian with, or who is eligible for, Indian Act status.

32. Short-term discussions would focus on expanding the definition to include
children whom a First Nations group, community or people recognizes as belonging
to that group, community or people in accordance with the customs or traditions of
that group, community or people. If Canada brings convincing evidence regarding
concerns about a functional or procedural mechanism for identifying these children,
this is something that can be discussed amongst the parties.

33. Medium-term discussions would focus on a process for including children who
have lost their connection to their First Nations communities due to the operation
of the Indian Residential Schools System, the Sixties Scoop, or discrimination
within the FNCFS Program, with further deliberations by the Chiefs-in-Assembly
being required regarding First Nations children who do not have, and are not
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eligible for, Indian Act status but who have a parent/guardian with, or who is
eligible for, Indian Act status.

III.  NAN POSITION ON BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILD

Throughout the materials filed by the other parties, there is consistent reference to the “best
interests of the child” (“BIC™) without critical reflection on the term. BIC has long been used
in ways that are incompatible with the human rights and well-being of First Nations children
and with First Nations” inherent rights. NAN understands that BIC is a commonly used term,
found in statute, United Nations declarations and caselaw, including decisions and orders
issued in this proceeding; however, NAN has consistently raised concerns regarding the use
of this term, in particular, at the Consultation Committee. In the Fall of 2018, turning its
mind to potential federal legislation regarding First Nations child welfare, the CCCYF

articulated the following regarding BIC, and discussed rejecting the term completely-

The federal government has utterly failed our children and families. In the

name of “best interests of the child™, first the Indian Residential Schools

system and then the child welfare system have ripped our children from their

families, communities, nations, and lands, inflicting great trauma. The effects

of these actions are ongoing and intergenerational. Canada and its provinces

have no credibility asserting a right or ability to act in our children’s best

interests.
As the CCCYF explained, many historical and current abuses against Indigenous children
have been conducted in the name of BIC. NAN wishes to raise again that this term is fraught
with a legacy that permitted the Indian Residential Schools System, the 60s Scoop and the
current-day high numbers of apprehended Indigenous children (what some call the
“Millennial Scoop”), all in the name of BIC. Whenever that term is used, we must ask

ourselves: who has the power to define the term and how has this term actually impacted

children, historically and to the present day? Is it possible to ensure the term is used in ways
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compatible with, rather than detrimental to, the human rights and well-being of First Nations

children and with First Nations” inherent rights and jurisdiction?

25. 1 make this affidavit for the purposes of NAN’s participation in the upcoming motion
scheduled for March 27-28, 2019, where the issue to be heard by the Tribunal concerns the
definition of “First Nations children™/ “First Natiens child” for the purposes of application

of Jordan’s Principle, and for no other or improper purpose.

AFFIRMED BEFORE ME this )

20th day of M 2019 )

m the Gity of/Thunder Bay )

in rovifice of (Intario. ~_ ) y
) /] ) —
) /
) Bobby Narcisse
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A Declaration of Nishnawbe-Auki
(The People and the Land)
By the Ojibwav-Cree Nation of Treaty #9 to Lthe Peaple of Canada
Dehvered by the Cligfs of Grand Cowneil Tivaty 9 (o Ondario Preraier Williun Davis und His Cabinet in the City of Toronto
Woednesday, Tuly 6, 1977,
Canada;

We will wse s second language fo speak to you, in recognition of vour inability to understand our language

Once again we want vou (o uiderstand us, For over 350 years you have failed 1o recognize tie unique lifestyle of the Nishuawhbe- Ak, [t is so

crucial that you understand today as wmorrow may be o lite,

W the people and the land declare owr nationhood. We. of the Cree and Ojibway nation who come from within vour boundaries of Ontario.
Manitoba and Quebee, and whe live in the Ontarie North a the heght of land knowa as the Arctic Wateeshed, declaze purselves 1o be a (ree

and sovercign nation. We brng e you a decluration of independence.

e sy 1o vow that we Tave the vight t govern oae ow spiritoal, coltural, sacial and seonomic affiire. We will describe foovod how we arae
20ing to secure owr sivereignty, We are also here becauSe we want your government 10 play a tols, inour return to sell-goveroment. W ask
that you become involved in our right te develop ourindividua! communities. e intend e make tham as viable ws they were before the white
maty carme, You ave the only peaple who have ever gquestiomed our sovereignty. Owe rights wd entithement to s Yand weee inherited from our
forefathers, LMlike v, we have no memary of an exiswence m other lands across the sea. We have prior rights w the custody of thug laml,

which precede and sapercede all of your claims.

This custody must remain with us, (€ i our sacred duty 10 pass it an o aur unboun childven, We do nol accept the illegal seizares of sur land
by the Europeans, and their descendants. We will protect these cuscodian rights by whatever means necessarry,

Wo declace that all laws, Tules, regubations, orders-in-council and act passed o or enacwed by you and your federal, provincial, and territorial
governmuenis, which inlerfece with our sovergipgnty, must be resexamined in the Hght of pur positici The right to make laws which govern our

[wup]u: st e sefucogcd to our |)l,'0[ﬂ|_'

On having regained the ability 1o govern ourselves we will insist Uhat Treaty #9 be re-negatiated. ¥our governmene bad relused to live up to the
terios, and Lhe spirit of the Treaty. This treaty reads inpart, that "His Majesty the King hereby agrees with the said Indians thae they shall have
the right to pursue their usual vocations of hunting, tapping, and Gishing throughout she and”

We agreed 1w share We lived up to Lhe lerms of owr agrevment. We kept the peace. paid Lhe honour G the Furapean sovercign, allowed the
white man W seade and live aceording to his Lows, and permicted his religions and cultares te be mtroduced t our people

Youugreed to share, You said v vighis woald never be lost. You did not live up to the agreement. Yoo took most of ow kud, suthwed our
religious bedieds and practices, destroyed much of our animal lite ind forest, resiricted our muvements, stopped us (rony using e languages,
anel trigd o convinee vs that our nwsic, Jances, and arts were barbaric,

Despite these vwerwhelming odeds, we have sucvived the elements ol conguest.

Your culturil genocide 1s abnut o end. [ order to regain ouwr freedom we must establish onr own conunl, and retwen to our traditunal
philosophy of life, We weognire only one ruler over our aation = ¢he Creatar. He made us part of patwre. We are gne wiltlooawre, withoadl tha
the Creator had made around us. We have lived here since lime imovemorial, at peace with (he land, the lakes and che vivers, the animals, the
lish, the birds and all ot nature. We live today as part of yesterday and tomacrow in the great ovcle of life.

Untike vira, we have a sacced respect for the land. You have alienated life and lund, by the exploitation of the natural resowrges, As o resall of

your preeed there isaveal possibility that our enviroament will he destroyed. [f iUis, we alsa will be destroved because we are part of nature

In 1977, Chief Simeon MeKay stated: “Today, we are here realizing that there s somebody bere nn eacth thiat wants to destroy everything an
us. Remember what ewr grand fathers have wld us; we should try and eetain whot the Greal Spicit has provided for us. Waave teyving w keep
and! retain awe ancestars’ way before this means of livelihood i< desteoyed”

In1 vour rash fur materialisng gain, vou are tueatening matare's very mies. Now, it is our sacred duty to slow you down belore she s destroved

hitp./fwww.nar.on.ca/article/a-deciaration-of-nishnawbeaski-431.asp 1i2
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111 Chiet Emile Nakogee's statementof 1977, Jae wid, "Tam not against eniployment, it is s good thing, Bul the mose impartant thing we most

Lk inty consideration 1< the b avound us. [0S D50 our ivcome and woe e nol dostroy je0

A gl T sale!™ Wey

Wz are hive with anolher winalterable principle: "fisbnwlne-As nenther the legacy of Ol Joseph, as he spole to his
som Chied Josepliin 18710 " My son, my body 5 eelurning 1o my dother Farth, doo oy spieit is golng very soon ta s the Ceeat Spicil Cluel,

Wihew barm gove, tiink of yows coumy yomarg the chivd ofuiess: peaple. They ook W vou e gaide them. Alwavs remuemir that your [alher

never sold s country.Uhis country holds pour fithers Body, MNever sl the banes of your father and mother?”

Thisisa sad day, but we have been a sad people for many vears. However, weoar penple, wday is also an histirical doy. 1t iz ol often (hat a

natien makes a declavation of indeprendenee,
W are ot a new mation hke you

Sy afew dhiys oo we watched as vow celebeatenl your Caniada Day, and as we alil we theughowhac Camada Day meaut Lo os, To the Troaty
24 Cree and Qibrweay, LD years of vowr condederation have meant 11 vears of our disintegeation, While vou eeletwated, wy el anger.

frustration. regrel and wlerance,

W ran na longer periit the progaessive tape of our miodhes cactly, and it lile-giving forces. % have our childeen o save, The continued

st o {'IF B TIOE S

red mandale passed anto is by oue ancestors

“Today our relationship with you must change. W will snly accept vour meaningful invelvenent. e will e on our terms or not skl

To ensure owr swrvival on the landd we way that pur abariginal hunting and fishing rights will never be taken away. W do oot vecognize the fish
and game laws which have eroded vur way of lite. We encouwrage and sapport aur people: (a) 1o bt and Gislein any part of Trealy 39 for their
e cunsaipion dueiig aoy seasen; U] e wap anyshere e Treary #4 avea; and (c) o trap withowt the infringements of lax regtlations. 1

necessary, we will eacourage our peaple w Al vour courtrooms in oue fight for our aboriginal vighes,

W will defend vwe right U sell-determination. However, we realize that this sell-derermirstion may take many different forms. Thersfong, we

are apen to new, and innavative directions, Duly on Lthis contest are we prepared to extablish Uhe legistative foundation of logal RO ETIINENG

The suceess of oue futwre will depend on our leaders of Lommarraw, These vauag peaple are adjusting ta new frms of knowledge. Car
experience will also strenglhen their involvemeont. We expect ihag yow in tarn will encoarage your voung people o understand our lifestyle

Taduay, we are here dodell you who we are. W, e Nishnawhe-Aski have inalienable rights. They are:

the right to sell-government.

the right to receive compensation far our expleited natoeal resources.

]

the vight to recelve compensation fur the destraction and abrogation al o huading and fishing rights.

&

Lthe right Lo re-nepaoliate our tresty,

the right us negntiate with the elecfed gosermaents of rour saciety through appropriabe levels of representation.

B the right Le appraach the jodicial. governmental and bosiness instiolions of yvour society i owr quest For sell determination and local

conteol

-3

. the right of our elected chiels to deal wilh vour sociely's eeeted cabinets on an equal basis,

]

the right to approaciother world wations todurthee dhe aimz of the Cree and Gjibeay mations of Troaty #9.

=

{he right to use every neressacy allernative o further the cause of our people,

- thie ight o e all that Uhe coeator bias given us to help all of mankind.

The solweians W aur prablems musteome (rotn within owe local communitics, The right to deal with those problems muyst oest wich aur

people. We will vegain oar incependence only through legislation that recognizes and supparts eur form of local governmgnt,

Our nastiosshooud el is zacred and catinet be negotiated. However, we are ready o stark negatizting the impletnentation of this nationhood.
Fur anny asation L exisd, it mausl have legislation that enbances ics seli-reliance and its local eonteol,

W will now deal wilh the mechanics and processes of our sovervigney. Our primary nhjective i the alinment ol spiritusl, callural. social

and coononic independence.

Click Here for Remainder of Document

IR Nishnwwbe Aski ?

ation, All rights teserved, g Sencia

Tiwmder Bay Web Desigm
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RESOLUTION: 16/14
FIRST NATION INHERENT JURISDICTION OVER CHILDREN WHEREVER THEY RESIDE

WHEREAS Nishnawbe Aski Nation (NAN) Chiefs are committed to ensuring the safety and
well-being of all of our children, including the protection of cultura safety, as directed by the
Creator and based on our traditional values;

WHEREAS First Nations have inherent jurisdiction over the well-being and protection of
their children regardiess of residency;

WHEREAS current provincial legislation and service delivery do not coincide with our
inherent jurisdiction over our children;

WHEREAS First Nations have the right to establish laws programs, agencies and services to
support their families and protect their children;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly hereby confirm that
Indigenous Peaples have inherent jurisdiction for our children and families wherever they
may be:

FINALLY BE IT RESOLVED that the NAN Executive Council is mandated to work on the
develapment of First Nations laws and governance mechanisms for the overall well-being of
our children and families.

DATED AT THUNDER BAY, ONTARIO THIS 212 DAY OF JANUARY 2016.

MOVED BY: Proxy Earl Cheechoo
Moose Cree First Nation

SECONDED BY: Chief Andrew Solomon
Fort Albany First Nation

CARRIED
J/XZ ededa,
Crand Chi&T Alvin Fiddler Deputy Grand Chief

www.nan.on.ca






This is Exhibit “C” referred to in the
Affidavit of Bobby Narcisse, sworn

before me, on this 20® day of March
2019,

Acommiss)‘mer for fAking affidavits



RESOLUTION 17/61: INHERENT RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES FOR OUR
CHILDREN

WHEREAS Nishnawbe Aski Nation (NAN) Chiefs passed Resolution 16/14 First Nation
Jurisdiction over Children Wherever They Reside;

WHEREAS NAN Chiefs are committed to ensuring the safety and well-being of all of our
children, including the protection of cultural safety, as directed by the Creator and based on
our traditional values;

WHEREAS First Nations have inherent rights over the well-being and protection of our
children regardless of residency;

WHEREAS our responsibility to care for our children is an exercise of our inherent rights
and is not directed to asserting territorial jurisdiction outside of NAN's territory;

WHEREAS the provision of services to the children and families who live in Thunder Bay,
but are members of First Nations served by Tikinagan Child and Family Services (Tikinagan),
has been an issue since at least 2¢00;

WHEREAS Dilico Anishinabek Family Care {Dilico} has commenced a legal action against
Tikinagan to prohibit Tikinagan from providing any services to any children in Thunder Bay;

WHEREAS Dilico's position is contrary to the repeatedly stated position of the NAN and
Tikinagan area First Nations;

WHEREAS current provincial legislation and service delivery do not coincide with our
inherent rights over our children;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly hereby reaffirm that the
Indigenous Peoples of NAN have inherent rights to care for our children and families
wherever they may be;

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly support the First Nations thatare
represented by Tikinagan in their struggle to serve their children and families wherever
they live and to practice their form of Mamow Obiki-ahwahsoowin (Mamow} Customary
Care;



RESOLUTION 17/61: INHERENT RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES FOR OUR CHILDREN

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED that the NAN Executive Council shall continue to:

a. vigorously advocate with the Minister of Children and Youth Services (MCYS) to
recognize the inherent right of NAN First Nations to serve their children and families
in Thunder Bay through the agency of their choice;

b. direct NAN staff to continue to strongly advocate this position in all of their dealings
with MCYS officials;

c. initiate a process to lobby the Robinson Superior Chiefs to solicit their support for
Tikinagan's position;

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly encourage all Tikinagan First
Nations to pass Band Council Resolutions {BCRs) or send letters to Dilico and the MCYS
stating their support of Tikinagan, and their opposition to the position taken by Dilico;

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED that NAN Chiefs-in-Assembly urge all First Nations to recognize
the Tikinagan Area First Nation's Mamow Care Agreements and to refuse to sign Dilico’s
Mikinaak Agreements for the care of their children;

FINALLY BE IT RESOLVED that MCYS must recognize that Tikinagan First Nations do not
want to be served by Dilico and must designate Tikinagan as a Children's Aid Society with
full authority to serve its children and families in the City and District of Thunder Bay.

DATED AT LAC SEUL FIRST NATION THIS 9TH DAY OF AUGUST 2017.
MOVED BY: Chief Bart Meekis, Sandy Lake First Nation
SECONDED BY: Chief Lorraine Crane, Slate Falls First Nation

DECISION: CARRIED
ABSTENTION: Chief Dean Owen, Pikangikum First Nation

Lol G

Grand Chief Alvin Fiddler Deputy Grand Chief







This is Exhibit “D” referred to in the
Affidavit of Bobby Narcisse, sworn
before me, on this 20™ day of March
2019.
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Table 6.1 (continued}
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Whitewater (Y]

93

SUBTOTAL 18,282 13,904
FREATY NO- 3
Deer Lake
Keewaywin
Kgocheching
North Spirit Lake
Pikangikum
Poplar Hill
Sandy Lake

976
351
4
423
2,169
467
2,327
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310
30
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16
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SUBTOTAL

25,053

963
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and off-reserve)

150
614 15

43

1,139
672
70
463
2,253
483
2,627

16

43
[}
4
3

11

7,707 i3

36

4

an First Mations.

fons







This is Exhibit “E” refetred to in the
Affidavit of Bobby Narcisse, sworn
before me, on this 20" day of March
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NISHNAWBE-ASKI  NATION vy AT
GRAND COUNCIL TREATY NO.- 9 o )
\{CV

11 Third Avenue
Timmins Oniario
P4N 1C2

Vel {705) 267-79M RECOGNIZING NON-STATUS INDIANS
Telew O0G67-81595

RESOLUTION 82/9

WHEREAS many of our people are non-status Indians; and,

WHEREAS many of these people that are classified as non-—
status Indians by the Governments are our brothers,
sisters, and relatives;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that all our communities on
Nishnawbe-Aski recognize non-status Indians as part
of our communities; and,

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive
Council of the Nishnawbe-Aski take actions to ensure
that the rights of these people are protected.

DATED THIS 25TH DAY OF AUGUST, 1982,

MOVED BY: Chief Ennis Crowe
Fort Sewvern
SECONDED BY: Chief Victor Chapais
Longlac #77
CARRIED.

S e e S ] et
4 Deéﬁty Grénd—Chief‘/lfj

rExecut.i.ve Director

“Association of Treaty K9 Chiefs”






This is Exhibit “F" referred to in the
Affidavit of Bobby Narcisse, sworn

before me, on this 20" day of March
2019.
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NISHNAWBE-ASK! NATICN

CRAND COUNCIL TREATY NO. 9 & /\ >
s Ontanin ﬁ{/(

PAN 1C2 W
Tal |70%) 267 7911

Teiex DE7-81535 NON-STATUS INDIAN

Thnd Avonuo

RESOLUTIONM 83/15

WHEREAS, the non-status Indiamns in our communities are our brothers
and sisters; and,

WHEREAS, we the Nishnawbe-Aski agreed to protect theivr right as Indians
of our Nation.

THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED that we the Nishnawbe-Aski make it clear at
all First Ministers' Conferences that the non-status Indians are
an integral part of our Nation;

BE IT FURTHER RESQOLVED that we demand the First Ministers to recognize
the vrestoration of rights which the non-status Indians have been
deprived.

DATED THIS 3RD DAY OF MARCH, ]983.:

MOVED BY: Chief Reg Louttit
Attawapiskat Band

SECONDED BY: <C{hief Edward Machimity
Savyznt Lake Band

CARRIED.
~
C@Z@%- _gd’m— :)_‘YVZM—-
~Grand tiriet- — « .txecutive Director

“Assocriation of Troaty 2 Shiefs™ v






This is Exhibit “G” referred to in the
Affidavit of Bobby Narcisse, sworn
before me, on this 20" day of March
2019.
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NISHNAWBE-ASKI NATION AT
GRAND COUNCIL TREATY NO. 9 ComD
@/

Third Avenue
Timmins Ontario
PaN 1C2

Tel (705} 267-791%
Teten 06781595
BAND STATUS

RESOLUTION 83/11

WHEREAS, the Nishnawbe-Aski Nation is made up of a number of communities; and,

WHEREAS, not all of these communities are recognized (as real Indian Commun-
ities) by the Department of Indian Affairs,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Executive Council actively lobby with
the Federal Government to aquire de facto band status for all unrecog-
nized communities within the Nishnawbe-Aski Nation.

DATED THIS 11TH DAY OF AUGUST, 1983

MOVED BY: Chief Doreen Cachagee
Chapleau Cree Band

SECONDED B8Y: Chief Leonard Crane
Slate Falls Band

CARRIED.

2,

Execute Director

“Association of Treaty #9 Chiefs””



