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OF THE UNITED NATIONS WORKING GROUP ON INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS. G eneva. S w itz e r la n d . 

A ugust 5 . 1987 -  A ugust 7 .  1987 .

MADAME CHAIRPERSON o f  th e  W orking Group on In d ig e n o u s  P o p u la t io n s ,  I  am 
SOL TERRY, P r e s id e n t  o f  th e  U nion  o f  B r i t i s h  Colum bia I n d ia n  C h ie f s .  I  b r in g  
to  y ou  Madame C h a irp e rs o n  and  members o f  th e  W orking Group g r e e t i n g s  from  
th e  member n a t io n s  o f  th e  U nion .

The U nion o f  B r i t i s h  Colum bia In d ia n  Chie f s  h as  been  p r iv i l e d g e d  t o  c o n t r ib u te  
to  th e  e f f o r t s  o f  th e  W orking Group on In d ig e n o u s  P o p u la t io n s  o v e r  th e  l a s t  
s e v e r a l  y e a r s .  I t  i s  o u r  w ish  t o  c o n tin u e  t o  a s s i s t  th e  W ork ing  Group a s  i t  
p u r s u e s  i t s  c o m p lic a te d  and im p o r ta n t  t a s k s .

We a d d re s s  th e  W orking Group on agenda i te m  num ber 5 w i th  s p e c i a l  em p h as is  
on th e  s e t t i n g  o f  s ta n d a r d s  i n  c o n n e c t io n  w ith  th e  r i g h t  o f  In d ig e n o u s  N a tio n s  
t o  e x e r c i s e  th e  n a t u r a l  r i g h t  o f  s e l f - d e t e r m in a t io n .  We a g re e  t h a t  th e  m e e tin g s  
o f  th e  W orking  Group sh o u ld  n o t  be u sed  s o l l e y  t o  make c o m p la in ts .  T h e r e f o r e ,  we 
would have th e  W ork ing  Group n o te  t b a t  we w i l l  p r e s e n t  exam ples  o f  c irc u m s ta n c e s  
betw een  In d ia n  N a tio n s  i n  B r i t i s h  Colum bia and  th e  s t a t e  o f  C anada. W ith  th e s e  
e x am p les , we hope t o  a s s i s t  members o f  th e  W orking Group in  t h e i r  b e t t e r  u n d e r­
s ta n d in g  o f  o u r  recom m endations f o r  s ta n d a rd s  r e l a t i n g  t o  s e l f - d e t e r m in a t io n .

SELF-DETERMINATION i s  f o r  I n d ia n  N a tio n s  th e  p r o c e s s  o f  e x e r c i s i n g  s e l f -  
g o v e rn an ce  w i th o u t  e x t e r n a l  i n t e r f e r e n c e .  T h is  i s  a  n a tu r a l  r i g h t  f lo w in g  from  
o u r  p o s i t i o n  a s  th e  f i r s t  n a t io n s  t o  r i s e  upon th e  s o i l .  Our n a t io n s  w ere  n o t 
c r e a te d  o r  e s t a b l i s h e d  by f o r c e  o r  c o e rc io n ,  n o r  w ere th e y  o r e a te d  w i th  th e  
s ig n in g  o f  a  law  on  a  p ie c e  o f  p ap e r*  Oar n a t io n s  w ere c r e a te d  from  n a tu r a l  
law s .

From tim e  im m em orial, th e  f i r s t  n a t io n s  p r a c t i c e d  u n c o n te s te d ,  suprem e and 
a b s o lu te  pow er o v e r  o u r  t e r r i t o r i e s ,  o u r  r e s o u r c e s  and  o u r  l i v e s  w ith  th e  r i g h t  
to  g o v e rn , t o  make and  e n fo rc e  la w s , t o  d e c id e  c i t i z e n s h i p ,  t o  wage w ar o r  to  
make p e a ce  and t o  m anage o u r  l a n d s ,  r e s o u r c e s  and  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  A b o r ig in a l  
T i t l e  and  R ig h ts  a r e  th e  te rm s  we u se  t o  d e s c r ib e  th e s e  fu n d a m e n ta l r e a l i t i e s  
o f  o u r  n a t i o n s .

ABORIGINAL TITLE AND RIGHTS m eans we a s  I n d ia n  p e o p le  h o ld  T i t l e  and  have 
th e  r i g h t  t o  m a in ta in  o u r  s a c re d  c o n n e c t io n  t o  M other E a r th  by g o v e rn in g  o u r  
t e r r i t o r i e s  th ro u g h  o u r  own fo rm s o f  govern m en t. O ar N a tio n s  have a  n a tu r a l  and  
r i g h t f u l  p la c e  w i th in  th e  f a m ily  o f  N a tio n s  o f  th e  W orld . Our p o l i t i c a l ,  l e g a l  
s o c i a l  and  econom ic sy s te m s  d e v e lo p e d  in  a c c o rd a n c e  w i th  th e  law s o f  th e  C re a to r  
s in c e  tim e  im m em orial and  c o n tin u e  t o  t h i s  d a y .

Our pow er to  g o v e rn  r e s t s  w i th  th e  p e o p le  a n d , l i k e  o u r  A b o r ig in a l  T i t l e  and 
R ig h ts ,  i t  comes from  w i th in  th e  p e o p le  and c a n n o t be ta k e n  aw ay. As w i th  o u r  
pow er t o  g o v e rn , we p o s s e s s  th e  n a tu r a l  r i g h t  t o  d e te rm in e  o u r  own f u t u r e .

WHILE WE SAT t h a t  we, l i k e  a l l  human b e in g s ,  have th e  n a t u r a l  r i g h t  to  
d e c id e  o u r  own way o f  l i f e  in d e p e n d e n t o f  e x t e r n a l  i n t e r v e n t i o n ,  t o  have th e  
r i g h t  i s  n o t  th e  same a s  e x e r c i s i n g  th e  r i g h t .  Our n a t i o n s  may choose  t o  e x e r c is e  
th e  r i g h t ,  b u t  t h e r e  a r e  co m p e tin g  f o r c e s  i n  th e  w o rld  who s e e k  t o  deny u s  how 
we w i l l  d e c id e  o u r  p o l i t i c a l  f u t u r e ,  how we d e c id e  t o  u se  and d is p o s e  o f  o u r  n a tu r a l  
r e s o u r c e s  and  even  how we d e c id e  t o  p r a c t i c e  o u r  s o c i a l  and c u l t u r a l  l i f e .
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To illustrate this point I would like to briefly describe our efforts to 
exorcise political self-determination in our relations with tbe state of Canada.
The State of Canada vas only recently established in 1962 under its own constitution. 
Prior to 1982, Indian Nations in our part of the World strongly urged the emerging 
state of Canada to enter into a dialogue where our nations might join the new 
state of Canada in political confederation. Oar proposal was that our nations and 
the people of Canada would share in political power to govern a fully confederated 
state of Canada. For many years before 1982, our nations sought to exercise our 
natural right to determine'*1 our own political status by seeking to negotiate a 
power sharing arrangement that would be mutually advantages to Indian Nat ions « and 
to the people of Canada. Despite our greatest efforts* the leaders of Canada 
rejected all'of our proposals. Instead of renewing efforts to enter into dialogue 
with our nations, the Canadian leadership chose to enter into subtrifuge and manip­
ulations. Instead of entering into mutually defined negotiations, the Canadian 
leaders chose to deny our nations an equal place at the negotiating table.

Canadian leaders rejected any discussion of our sharing of political power 
in the government of Canada. Our nations were advised that the new state of Canada 
had no place for our nations. On April 17, 1982 tbe new state of Canada was 
proclaimed as constituted, but no Indian nation would share in the political 
powers of governance in the federal system of governments. Our nation were, 
by the decision of the Canadian people, placed outside of the Canadian political 
system of governments.

Our national identities and our national existence aâ peoples were not to 
beeome aopart of the new state of Canada. Since 1982, our nations have been 
outside of the state of Canada in search of a political status. But, Hádame 
Chairperson of the Working Group, we must note that dispite the fact that the 
leaders of Canada denied our choice to become a part of the State of Canada as 
an expression of our own self-determination, the state of Canada has worked 
very hard during the last five years to frustrate the exercise of self-determination 
by our nations. Since Canada rejected our desire to become a part of Canada as 
co-equal partners in the political governance of Canada, the government of Canada 
haB worked to dismember our nations and confiscate our lands and resources.

The government of Canada has said to the Working Group that it has worked 
to include our nations in its constitutional prooess. This is not true. Indeed, 
the government of Canada has worked to divide our nations in an effort to create 
the appearance that we have participated. Now Canadian government representatives 
say to this working Group that “there is not yet a consensus" among Indian Nations 
on the Canadian Constitution. Madame Chairperson, Bow can there be a consensus 
among Indian Nations, or how can there even be a process of negotiations at this 
late date when five years ago the leaders of Canada demonstrated their distain 
for our nations by .rejecting all of pur proposals and then the; established a 
constitution for Canada without us. Madame Chairperson, I would suggest to this 
body and to the world that you have all been a victim of a sham, a fiction perpetuated 
by the government of Canada. There are no negotiations now on the constituion of 
Canada involving Indian nations. What is actually occurring is a public fiction 
oovering effortB by the state of Canada to breakup Indian nations and confiscate our 
lands and resources. The fiction now being perpetuated in the international 
community is aimed at denying our nations the right to decide our own political 
future without Canadian interferrenoe.

Self-determination of our nations now rests solley with our own choices, but 
Canada must stop its attempts at interferring with our decisions. Canada's 
uncompromising rejeotion of legitimate Indian national aspirations for self- 
determination make a lie of its reports of coopération with Indian nations.
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Our nations and our peoples are outside o f Canada now. We have y e t  to determine 
a d if fe r e n t  p o l i t i c a l  course w iich  may include o r may not include the s ta te  o f 
Canada. Our nations did not choose to be separate and d is t in c t  p o l i t i c a l l y  from 
Canada, i t  was Canada which pushed our nations out and re je c te d  our f u l l  p a r t ic ip a tio n .

THE UNION OF BRITISH COLUMBIA INDIAN CHIEFS RECCMMEND th a t the Working Group 
on Indigenous Populations consider these p r in c ip le s  as the foundation fo r  the 
r ig h t o f  se lf-d eterm in a tio n  o f indigenous n ation s.

. . .  We are the o r ig in a l people o f  these lands and have the r ig h t  to 
su rvive  as d is t in c t  Peoples into  the fu tu re ;

. . .  Each F ir s t  Nation c o l le c t iv e ly  m aintains T it le  to  the lands in  i t s  
re sp e ctiv e  t r a d t i t io n a l  te r r ito r y ;

. . .  We have the r ig h t to choose and determine the a u th o ritz  we wish to e x erc ise  
through our Indian governments;

. . .  We have the r ig h t to  e x e rc ise  ju r is d ic t io n  w ith in  our tr a d it io n a l
t e r r i t o r i e s  to m aintain our sacred connection to  Mother Earth through 
prudent management and conservation o f the resources fo r  the economic 
su rv iv a l and w e ll-b e in g  o f  our c it iz e n s  ;

. . .  Only through a process o f  informed consent ma? our governing powers or 
our land be shared.

MADAME CHAIRPERSON, and members o f  the Working Group, we have attached to 
my o ra l remarks a document o f long standing among our nations which d escrib es 
in  g re a te r  d e t a i l  the elements and measures o f  A boriginal T i t le  and R igh ts. I submit 
th is  added inform ation as a p art o f  119 remarks since time does not permit th e ir  
f u l l  read in g.

ON BEHALF OF THE UNION OF BRITISH COLUMBIA INDIAN CHIEFS, I  thank the Working 
Group on Indigenous Populations fo r  th is  opportunity to d iscu ss  our view s concerning 
the r ig h t o f  Self-D eterm ination


