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WHAT 1S BILL S-3 & THE
COLLABORATIVE PROCESS?

* BILL S-3 BECAME LAW IN DECEMBER 2017 and is being
implemented in two parts: immediate impacts (effective
December 2017) and delayed impacts (consultation with
First Nations was written into the bill).

* THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IS LOOKING TO REMOVE IT-
SELF FROM THE INDIAN REGISTRATION PROCESS, it is en-
gaging First Nations across the country on what that should
look like through the Collaborative Process on Indian Regis-
tration, Band Membership and First Nation Citizenship
(Collaborative Process).

* BILL S-3 IS AN AMENDMENT TO THE INDIAN ACT and at-
tempts to address all sex-based inequities within the Act. It
is the result of the Decheneaux court case, where the Su-
preme court of Quebec rendered the Indian Act and how it
transmits status inoperable due to the sex-based inequities
present within the Act, violating individual human rights un-
der the Charter of Human Rights.

*In accordance with Western concepts, TRANSMIS-
SION OF STATUS TO DESCENDANTS EXCLUSIVELY FA-
VOURS THE MALE LINE OF GENEOLOGY, and has created
inequities in transmission of status through female lines.

* THE COLLABORATIVE PROCESS IS A PART OF THE DELAYED
IMPACTS and involves consulting First Nations across the
country on how the 1951-Cut off will be implemented and
what resources are required for implementation.

* [T IS IMPORTANT FOR OUR VOICES TO BE HEARD
THROUGHOUT THIS PROCESS

Contact the Coordinator!

+  Attend the Community Workshop!

«  Visit the Cowichan Tribes website!

«  Visit the Cowichan Tribes facebook page!




WHAT IS THE 1951 CUT-OFF?

HOW DOES IT AFFECT
COWICHAN TRIBES?

*IN 1992, COWICHAN TRIBES CON-
SULTS MEMBERSHIP OFTHE DAY AND
CREATES COWICHAN INDIAN BAND
MEMBERSHIP RULES. Cowichan Tribes
was able to create its own membership rules
in response to Bill C-31’s amendments to
the Indian Act in 1985 that created a Status/

Membership divide.

= INDIAN ACT =
REGISTRATION

= COWICHAN INDIAN BAND
MEMBERSHIP RULES =
MEMBERSHIP

* A PERSON MUST BE REGISTERED
then has to apply for Membership of Cowi-
chan Tribes by meeting the criteria of the
Cowichan Indian Band Membership Rules.

* The Collaborative Process will mean that
COWICHAN TRIBES CAN HAVE DIRECT IN-
PUT INTO THE NEW REGISTRATION PRO-
CESS.

*IT IS IMPORTANT FOR COWICHAN
TO EXPLORETHE ISSUES RAISED IN
THE COLLABORATE PROCESS IN
ORDERTO PLAN FOR OUR FUTURE

*

THE 1951 CUT-OFF WAS INTRODUCED THROUGH BILL
C-3IN 2011, AND IS AN ARBITRARY MEANS TO DETER-
MINE THE CALCULATION OF ENTITLEMENT.

ELIMINATING THE 1951 CUT-OFF would entitle all de-
scendants to Status born prior April 17, 1985 of wom-
en who were removed from band lists or not consid-
ered Status because of their marriage to a non-Status
man prior to 1951.

THIS ALSO INCLUDES RECALCULATING / REASSESSING THE
CALCULATION OF ENTITLEMENT OF MANY STATUS
HOLDERS IN ORDER TO SECURE THE TRANSMISSION OF
STATUS AND ENTITLEMENT TO THEIR DESCENDANTS

Key Considerations

Under PM Trudeau:

« Canada, for the first time evas,committed to a
Nation to Nation relationship between itself and the
First Nations across the country.

o ALL LAWS REGRADING FIRST NATIONS ARE TO CON-
FORM TO THE UNITED NATIONS DECLARATION ON THE
RIGHTS OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES

« Our inherent rights as First Nations people are pro-
tected in s. 35 of the Constitution (1982) which are
to be defined and have a legal framework for imple-
mentation. Until now, the definition of “aboriginal
rights and title” have been defined on a case to
case basis in each individual provincial court case.




