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On behalf of the Commissioners and staff of the Indian Claims Commission, I am 
pleased to present the fust issue of theIndian Ckzims Commission Proceedings. 
This reporting series will be published from time to time and will include copies 
of the Commission's decisions, together with judicial references and commen- 
tary relating to the area of aboriginal specific claims. In this first volume the 
Orders in Council establishing the Commission are also provided. They follow a 
description of the Commission itself. 

Most significantly, we present in this issue the first set of Reports produced 
by the Commission following its inquiries into the Primrose Lake Air Weapons 
Range claims of the Cold IakeFmt Nations and the Canoe Lake Cree Nation. 1 would 
like to thank everyone involved in the conduct of those inquiries for the assis- 
tance given to the Commission and the professionalrsm that prevailed through- 
out. I would also like to express our thanks to the people of those communities 
for the gracious reception we were given and the hospitality extended to us. 

Also included in this volume is our Interim Ruling on the Athabasca Denesuline 
Treaty Hamesting Rights Inquiry. 

In the second section of the Proceedings, we reprint two significant background 
documents which relate to the work and mandate of the Commission. The first, 
entitled Outstanding Business, is the 1982 Department of Indian and Northern 
Affairs' policy on specific claims. The second set of documents, the 1 9 0  First 
Nations Subm* on Claims (and the Response of the national Chiefs Committee), 
contributed to the development of the new specific claims initiative under the 
former government's "Native Agenda" In this second section of our Proceedings, 
we will in the future include any pertinent information to help keep readers 
abreast of what is happening in the specific claims field and in the negotiations 
and settlement of claims. 

Harry S. LaForme 
Chief Commissioner 





The Indian Claims Commission was established in 1991 as an independent body 
to inquire into and report on disputes between F i t  Nations and the Government 
of Canada relating to claims based on treaties, agreements, or administrative 
actions. The Commission conducts impartial inquiries where a F i t  Nation dis- 
putes the government's rejection of its specific claim and where a First Nation 
disagrees with the compensation criteria used by the government in negotiating 
settlement of a claim. In either of these situations, the Commission may deter- 
mine that it is necessary to conduct hearings in order to complete its report and 
recommendations. The Commission can also provide mediation services to assist 
the parties in reaching agreement about any matter relating to a specific claim. 

BACKGROUND: THE CLAIMS PROCESS 

Long before Confederation, aboriginal nations and European powers entered 
into treaties which created mutual obligations. Since that time, governments have 
undertaken similar commitments which F i t  Nations believe have not been hon- 
oured. For nearly two decades, the Government of Canada has attempted, through 
negotiation, to settle grievances arising from violations of treaties and other aborig- 
inal rights. Fist Nations have also preferred to settle claims through negotiation 
rather than litigation. 

Government policy divides claims into two categories: specific and compre- 
hensive. Specific claims arise from government obligations, whether under treaties, 
agreements, or statutes. Specific claims may also arise from government conduct 
or the actions of government officials. Comprehensive claims are based on unextin- 
guished aboriginal title to land where there is, for example, no treaty. The present 
mandate of the Indian Claims Commission addresses disputes arising out of the 
specific claims process. 

Under the government's current policy, First Nations must research and sub: 
mit specific claims to the government, which then decides whether to accept the 
claims as valid. Validated claims proceed to the negotiation stage. Negotiation of 
validated claims may result in compensation for First Nations, but compensation 
at present is restricted by government criteria that First Nations believe are unfair. 

Before the creation of the Indian Claims Commission, First Nations were not 
able to challenge government decisions about spedfic claims without going to court 
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Even after long and costly court cases, First Nations have not been satisfied that 
the rulings have been just Few settlements have been reached. Negotiations have 
been slow and difficult, and the backlog of unresolved claims is growing. After 
nearly two decades under the current policy, it is time to try a new approach. 

CREATION OF THE INDIAN CLAIMS COMMlSSlON 

In the fall of 1990, the federal government asked First Nations' chiefs for rec- 
ommendations to improve the claims process. After several meetings and sub- 
missions from across Canada, the Chiefs Committee produced the Fist Nations 
Submission on Claims, which received the support of a special assembly of the 
Assembly of First Nations in December of that year.l 

Among its 27 recommendations, the Chiefs Committee proposed that an "inde- 
pendent and impartial body (or bodies) with authority to ensure expeditious reso- 
lution of claims" be established. This body would assist the negotiation process 
by bringing the parties together and recommending solutions to contentious issues. 

In July 1991 the government responded by establishing the Indian Claims 
Commission, sometimes called the Indian Specific Claims Commission, under 
the Inquiries Act to deal with validation and compensation disagreements and 
to provide mediation services. At present the Commission has no mandate to 
deal with comprehensive claims i s~ues .~  

In August 1991, Harry S. LaForme was appointed Chief Commissioner. Six 
additional Commissioners appointed in July 1992 provide representation from 
the regions of Canada. The government and the Assembly of First Nations have 
also established a Joint First Nations/Government Working Group to undertake 
a thorough review of current claims policy. This group can request the assistance 
and advice of the Commission. 

I Reprinted at 187. 
- Orden council and other documents relating to the Comn,ission mandate we reprinted at nii. 
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HOW THE COMMISSION WORKS 

Mediation 
In order to advance negotiations, mediation can rake place at any point during 
the specific claim process with the consent of both parties. From the perspective 
of the Commission, mediation is intended to facilitate negotiations in the man- 
ner the parties deem appropriate. It is therefore not possible to define and thus 
predetermine the specific nature of mediation activities. Rather, the Commission 
views mediation as a process that responds to the local conditions of a specific 
negotiation. Appropriate forms of mediation are regarded as those that are 
(1) bicultural, (2) informal, (3) non-threatening, and (4) flexible. Any mediation 
service offered by the Commission is based on these four conditions 

Inquiry 
A First Nation can request a formal inquiry if its claim has been rejected by gov- 
ernment or if the First Nation wishes to challenge the criteria used by government 
to determine compensation. 

If the Commissioners agree to conduct an inquiry, the Commission will pro- 
vide an opportunity for First Nations and the government to present evidence 
and argument relating to the issues in dispute. If community information is to 
be presented, sessions for that purpose will usually be held in the First Nation's 
community or an acceptable nearby location. 

The Commission, usually working in panels of three Commissioners, will con- 
sider the full record of the inquiry and will issue a report of its findings and rec- 
ommendations. Guided by Commission reports, it is hoped that First Nations and 
government wiH he able to resolve their disputes. 

Funding for Appeals to the Commission 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada has indicated that funds are available to 
First Nations to bring issues to the Indian Claims Commission. Applications for 
such funding should be directed to: 

Chief, Research Funding Division 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
10 Wellington Street, Room 1655 
Terrasses de la Chaudikre 
Hull, Quebec K1A OH4 
Telephone: (819) 997-01 15 



For More Information 
The Commission has offices in Ottawa and Toronto. For more information about 
the Indian Claims Commission or to submit a request for mediation or an inquiry 
mite  to: 

Director of Research 
Indian Claims Commission 
P. 0. Box 1750, Station B 
Ottawa, Ontario KIP 1A2 
Telephone: (613) 943-2737 
F a :  (613) 943-01 57 

Collect calls will he accepted 
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OFFICE CONSOLIDATION 

MANDATE TO THE COMMISSIONERS 

Pursuant to Order-in-Council P.C. 1991-1329, a Commission issued to the 
Chief Commissioner under Part I of the Inquiries Act. That Commirsion 
war subsequently amended by P.C. 1992-1730, and furlher Commissions 
were authorized ro rrddirwttal named Commissioners. The recitals to the 
mending Order-in-Council me as follows: 

WHEREAS a Joint First NationdGovernment Working Group 
will review and recommend changes to the Government of Canada's 
Specific Claim Policy and process to the Minister of Indian Affairs 
and Northern Development and to the Assembly of First Nations; and 

WHEREAS the Government of Canada and the First Nations 
agree that an interim process to review the application by the 
Government of Canada of the Specific Claims Poticy to individual 
ckims is desirable; 

The operative provisions of the new Commissions are the following: 

ANU WE DO HEREBY advise that our Commissioners.on the . 
basis of Canada's Specific Claims Policy published in 1982 and 
subsequent formal amendments or additions as announced by the 
Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development (hereinafter "the 
Minister"), by considering only those matters at issue when the dispute 
was initially submitted to the Commission, inquire into and report on! 

a) whether a claimant has a valid chi& for negotiation under 
the Policy where that claim has already been rejected by the Minister; 
and 

b) which compensation criteria apply in negotiation of a 
settlement, where a claimant disagrees with the Minister's 
determination of the applicable criteria. 



M A N D . ~ T E  O F  T H E  C O M M I S S I ~ N  

- 2 - 
AND WE DO HEREBY 

a) authorize our Commissioners 

(i) to adopt such methods, subject to subparagraph (iii), 
as they may consider expedient for the conduct of the inquiry and to sit 
at such times and in such places as they may decide, 

(i) that they may provide such advice and information as 
may be requested from time to time by the Joint First 
Nations/Government Working Group, 

(iii) to provide or arrange, at  the request of the parties, 
such mediation senlees as may in their opinion assist the Government 
of Canada and an Indian band to reach an agreement in respect of any 
matter relating to an Indian specific claim, 

(iv) to rent such space and facilities as may be required 
for the purposes of the inquiry, in accordance with Treasury Board 
policies, and 

(v) to engage the services of such experts and other 
persons as are refered to in section 11 of the Inquiries Act at such rates 
of remuneration and reimbursement as may be approved by the 
Treasury Board; and 

b) direct our Commissioners 

(i) to submit their findings and recommendations to the 
parties involved in a specific elaim where the Commissioners have 
conducted an inquiry and to submit to the Governor in Council in both 
ofticial languages an annual report and any other reports from time to 
time that the Commissioners consider required in respect of the 
Commission's activities and the activities of the Government of Canada 
and the Indian bands relating to specific claims, and 

(ii) to file their papers and records with the Cierk of the 
Privy Council as soon as reasonably may be after the conclusion of the 
inquiry. 

xvi 



P.C. 1991-1329 

C a r i f i  ro be a mms copy of a Minuw of a Mming of die Comminss of Ule 

Privy Council, lppmved by His Excclie.ocy the Governor General 
c...". 

onthe 15th day of July, 1991. 
V I M -  

The Committee of the Privy CDuncll, on the 
recommendation oE the Prime Minister and the Minister 
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, advise that 
a Commisrion do issue under. Part L of tha Inquiries Act 
and under the Great Seal of Canada appeinting, 
effective August 5, 1991: 

Harry LaForme 

to be a Cmission*r and Chairman to inquire into and 
report on whather an Indian band has established that 
it has an Indian spcific claim in situations where an 
Indian band dioaqrass with the Mlnister of Indian 
Affairs and Northern Development's (the Minister) 
rejection of a claim for. negotiation by examining in 
paxticular any band alleged. 

1.1 non fulfilment of a treaty or agreement 
between Indians and the Crown: 

L . 2  Sreach of an oo:iqa?Lsn arlsiny fr3n rhe 
Ind-an Acr r any \1:\er S C ~ C U C ~ S  coc.cern~nq 
Indians or the :t:gulacions =hereunder: 

1.3 breach of an obligation arising from the 
Government o f  Canada's administration of 
Indian funds or other assets; 

1.4 illegal disposition of Indian land; 

1.5 failure to provide compensation for reserve 
lands taken or damaged by the Government of 
Canada or any of its agmcies: and 

1.6 traud i n  connection with the acquisition or 
disposition of Indian reserve land by 
cmDlovces or aqents oE the Government of - - -  . 
c&adi, in cas& where such a fraud can be 
clearly demonstrated; and 

uhere an Indian band disagrees with the Minister's 
determination as to which compensation criteria apply. 
in the negotiation of a settlement, the Commiseioners 
shall inquire into and make recommendations on which of 
the following criteria ahould apply. 



M A N D A T E  OF T H E  C O M M I S S I O N  

P.C. 1991-1329 

2.1 as a genaral rule, a claimant band shall be 
compensated for the losses it has incurred 
and the damages ft haa suffered as a 
conseqwance of any action taken by the 
Government of Canada as met out in 1.1 to 1.6 
above, basad onlegal principles: 

2.2 where a claimant band can artablish that 
certain of its reserve land. were taken or 
damaged pursuant to legal authority, but that 
no Compensation was ever paid, tho band ehall 
be compensated by the paylwnt of the value of 
these lands at the time of the taking or the 
amount of the damage done, whichever is the 
case; 

2.3 ( a )  where a claimant band can establish that 
certain of ita reserve lands were never 
lavfu!.ly surrendered, or otherwise taken 
under legal authority. the band shall be 
conpensated whether by the return of 
these lands or by payment of the 
currant, unimproved value of the lands, 
and 

(b) compensation nay include an amount bseed 
on the loss of use of the lands in 
suestion. where it can be established 
that the claimants did in fact suffer 
such a los# provided that in every case 
the loss ehall be the net loss: 

2.4 compensation ehall not include any additional 
amount baaed on "special value to owner", 
unlesa it can be established that the land in 
question had a special economic vaLue to the 
claimant band, over and above its market 
value: 

2.5 compensation shall not include any amount f o r  
the forcible taking of land: 



P.C. 1991-1329 

2.6 where mmpenaation received is to b. used for 
tha purchase of other landa, s u m  
map.nsation M y  include reasonable 
acquimition costs, but thema 11u8t not exceed 
101 of the appraisd value of the lands to be 
acquired; 

2.7 where it can be justified a reasonable 
portion of the costs of negotiation may be 
added to the comp.neation and recommendations 
lay b. made by the Corni6aionern in respect 
of how the parties should d-1 with coats 
before the Commission: 

2.8 in any asttlemcnt of specific Indian claims 
the Government of Canada will take into 
account third party interests and an a 
general rule, the Government of Canada will 
not accept any ssttlemsnt which will lead to 
third partiea being dispoeaesaed; 

2.9 any compen6ation paid in respect to a claim 
shall take into account any previous 
expenditure alraady paid to the claimant in 
respct of the same claim: 

2.10 where a claim is based on the failure of th. 
Governor in Cwncil to approve a surrender or 
the taking ot land under the Indian Act, 
colpensation shall not b. baaed on the 
current unimproved value of the land. but 
rather on any damage that the claimant might 
have suffered batwem the period of ths said 
surrender or forcibls taking and the approval 
of the Governor in Council and by reason of 
such delay: 

2.11 the criteria eat out above are general i n  
nature and the actual awaunt of any 
cornpenmation offered will depend on the 
extent to which the claimant has established 
a valid claim. th. burden of which rcets  with 
the claimant, as for example, whmre there is 
a degree of doubt that lands are reaervs 



M A N D A T E  O F  T H E  C O M M I S S I O N  

P.C. 1991-1329 

lands. the degree of doubt will be reflected 
in the compensation OEfersd: and 

Ths Coslittae do further advise that: 

3.1 other Commissioners be appointed from time to 
time: 

3.2 the Conoisriooers be authorized to adont such 
procedures and aethods, subjet b 
parapraphs (3.3). ( Z . r O  and (3;s) as they nay 
consider expedient for the proper conduct of 
the inquiry M d  to sit at such times. and in 
such places an they may decide: 

3.3 the Comsissioners be directed not to 
consider: 

(a1 laches. limitation periods or technical 
rule3 ot evidence in making 
rscommendationr, 

(b) a claim based on unaxtinguished native 
title. 

(cl claims basad on event. less than 
15 years old at the data of cLaim 
submission to the Governm~nt, or 

(dl any matters not at issue when the 
dispute was initially submitted to the 
Co~ission: 

3 . 4  the Co~isrioners be auchorirsd to establish 
panmls of three Commissionerr and a cepoct of 
a panel is to be considered to be a rmmrt of - - 

th; Commission: 

3 . 5  the Commissioners be authorized to provide or 
arrange. at the request of the partias, 
mediation services as may in their opinion 
assist the Government of Canada andan Indian 
b a d  to reach an agreement in respcct of any 
matter relating to an Indian specific claim: 



P.C. 1991-1329 

3.6 tha Cwi8oioners be authorized to rant such 
space and Cacilitier as may be required for 
tha purposes of th* inquiry, in accordance 
w i t h  Treasury Bmrd policies: 

3.7 chs Coamis8ion~rs be authorirad to engage the 
services of such expert0 and other peraons as 
are referred to in section 11 of the 
Inquiries Act at such rat*. of remuneration 
and reinbursapent a. may be approved by the 
Treasury aoarbi 

3.8 the Coaaiarioners be directed to sumit 
reports in both official Language8 to the 
Governor in Council iron time to tine aa 
required and to submit an annual report in 
both official Languagse to the Governor fo 
Council in respect of the Coanission's 
activities and the activities of the 
Gnvexnaant of Canada and the banda relating 
to specific claima: 

3.9 the Commissioners be directed to file their 
papers and records with the Clerk of the 
Privy Council as a w n  as reasonably may bs 
after the conalua,ion of the inquiry: and 

3.10 George R. Post bs named Secretary of the 
Commission. 



Certified to he a true copy of a Miaule of a Meetin!: of rhc Cornrnitrcc of clle 

Privy Council, approved by Her Ehcclkncy the Gavcrnor General 

.-. . On the 27th day of ~ u l y ,  1992  
L.. '::.,,r L 

WHEREAS a Joint F i r s t  Nations/Govsrment 
Working Group w i l l  rwvier and rscomimnd chanqsp t o  
t h e  Government o t  Canada's S p e s i f i c  C l a i m  W l i q  
and process  t o  thm Minis ter  o f  Indian AfCairs and 
Northern Development and t o  M e  As~embly of P i r s t  
Nations? and 

WHEREAS t h e  Gavsrrnent of Canada and t h e  
E i r a t  Nations agr-a t h a t  an i n t e r i m  process  t o  
review t h e  app l i ca t ion  by t h e  Government of Canada 
o f  t h e  S p e c i f i c  Claims Policy t o  ind iv idua l  c la ims 
is des i r ab le ;  

THEREFORE. t h e  Committee of t h e  Privy 
Council, on t h e  reconanendation o?  t h e  P r i m  
Min i s t e r  and t h e  Nin i s t e r  of Indian A f f a i r s  and 
Northern Developaant, advise  t h a t  a commission do 
i s s u e  under P a r t  I o t  t h e  I n q u i r i e s  A c t  and under 
t h e  Great  Sea l  of Canada anending t h e  commission 
issued pursuant  t o  Xinute o f  Council P.C. 1991- 
1329 of 15 J u l y ,  1991, by appointing: 

1) Charles Hamelin 
Baie-Saint-Paul, Quebec 

2)  Carole Corcoran 
Prince George. B r i t i s h  Columbia 

3) C a r o l  A .  Dutcheshen 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 

4 James D. Belleqarde 
Goodeve, Saskatchewan 

5) James E.  Prcnt ice  
Calgary, Alberta 

6)  Roger Augustine 
Newcastla, New Blunswick 

t o  be Comiss ione r s  along with Harry LaFomo as 
Chairman of t h e  Indian S p e c i f i c  Claims Commission 
and by de le t ing  t h e  following paragraphs: 



P.C. 1992-1730 

"AND WE W WREBY advise that our 
Conunissioner: 

(a )  in inquiring into and reporting on 
whethu an Indian band has established that 
it has an Indian specific claim in situations 
where the band disagrees with the rejection 
by the Minister of a claim for negotiation, 
examine in particular any hand alleged 

(i) non-fulfilment of a treaty or 
agreement between Indians and the Crown, 

(ii) breach of an obligation arising 
from the Indian Act or any other statute 
aoncerninq Indians, or the regulations 
made thereunder, 

(iii) breach oC an obligation arising 
from the administration by the 
Government of Canada of Indian funds or 
ather assets, 

(iv) illagal disposition of Indian 
land. 

(v) failure to provide compensation for 
reserve land taken or damaged by the 
Government of Canada or any agency 
thereof, and 

Pi) fraud in connection with the 
acquisition or disposition of reserve 
land by employees cr agenta of the 
Government of Canada. in casss whare 
such fraud can be clearly demonstrated, 
and 

(b) in inquiring into situations where an 
Indian band disagrees with a decision of the 
Uinister with respect to the compsnration 
criteria that apply in the negotiation of a 
settlement, make recommendations as to which 
of the following compensation criteria apply, 
namely. 



P . C .  1992-1730 

(i) as a general rule, a claimant band 
shall be c0mpsnaat.d for the losses it 
has incurred and the damagea it has 
sufferad as a consequence of any action 
taken by the Govarment of Canada 
referred to in subparagraphs (a) (i) to 
(vi), based on legal principles, 

(ii) where a clainant band can 
establish that certain of its reserve 
lands were takan or damaged pursuant to 
Legal autbority. but that no 
compensation was ever paid, the band 
shall be compensated by the payment of 
the value of those lands at the t h e  
they were taken or the amount of tne 
damage, as the case may be, 

(iii) vhere a claimant band can 
establish that certain of its reserve 
lands were never lawfully surrendered or 
otherwise taken under legal authority, 
the band shall b. Compensated by the 
return of those lands or by payment of 
the current, unimproved value of the 
lands. and the compensation may include 
an amount based an the net loss of use 
of those lands, vhare it can be 
established that tho band suffered such 
a loss of use, 

(ivl compensation shall not include any 
additional amount baaad on "special 
value to owner", unless it can be 
established that the land bad a special 
economic value to the claimant band, 
over and above its market value, 

(V) conpensatias shall not include any 
amount for the forcible taking of land, 

(vi) where the compensation is to be 
used for the purchase of other lands, 
the compensation may include reasonable 
acquisition costs, but those costs shall 
not exceed ID per cent of the appraised 
Value of those other lands, 



P.C. 1992-1730 

(vii) where it oan be justified. a 
reasonable portion of tha costs of 
negotiation may be added to the 
compensation, and the Cosmis=ioncr may 
make recommendations in respect of the 
manner in which tho parties should deal 
with costs before the Commission, 

(viii) in any settlement of spcific 
Indian claims, the Govermaent of Canada 
will take into account third party 
interest3 and, as a ganeral rule, tho 
Government of Canada vill not accept any 
settlement that will lead to third 
parties being dispossessed. 

(ix) any compensation paid in respect 
of a claim shall take into account any 
previous expenditure that has been paid 
to the claimant band in respect of that 
claim, 

( x )  vhera a claim is based on the 
failure of the Governor in Council to 
approve a surrender or the taking of 
land under the Indian Act. comoensation 

~~ ~- - , ~~~~~ 

shall not b e  based on the current 
unimprov-4 value of the land, but rather 
on any damage that M e  claimant band may 
have suffered between the timeof the 
surrender or taking and the approval by 
the Governor in Council because of the 
delay in approval, and 

(xi) notwithatanding subparagrapns (i) 
to ( X ) ,  the actual amount of any 
compmnsation offered shall depend on the 
extent to which the claimant band has 
established a valid claim, the burden of 
which shall rest with the band, and 
where there is a degree of doubt that 
lands are reserve lands the degree of 
doubt shall be reflected in the 
compensation offered;' 

and by substituting therefor the following 
paraqraphs: 



P.C. 1992-1730 

"AND WE DO EEIBRBBY advise that our 
commissionarr on the baais of Canada's specific 
claims Policy published in 1982 and subsequent 
formal amendments or additions as announced by the 
Kinister bf Indian Affairs and Northern 
Development (hereinafter "the Kinistor"), by 
considering only those matters at issue when the 
dispute was initially submitted to the Comisrion, 
inquire into and roport on: 

a) whether a claimant has a valid claim for 
negotiation under the Policy where that 
claim has already been rejected by the 
Minister; and 

bl which compensation criteria apply in 
negotiation of a settlement, where a 
claimant disagrees with tho Ninister's 
determination on the applicable 
criteria." 

and by deleting the following paragraphs: 

"AND WE DO HEReBY 

(a)  authorize Our Comismioners: 

ti) to adopt such prooedures and, 
methods. subject to paragraphs (11) 
and (iii) and 

(b) (i) as they may consider expedient 
ror M e  proper conduat of the 
iuquiry and to sit at such times, 
and in such places as they may 
decide, 

(ii) to establish panels of three 
Commissioners, and a report of such 
a panel shall be considered to he a 
report of tho Commission. 

(b) direct our Commissioners 

( )  not to consider 
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(A) laches, limitation periods or 
technical rules of evidence in 
uakinq reconwandatione, 

(B) any claims based on 
unoxtinguishad native title, 

(C) any clains based on events 
less than 15 years old at the date 
on which the clains are sbitted -~~ ~ - ~ -  ..-- ~ - -  -- ~~ - 

to the Government of Canada, or 

(D) any matters not at iaaue when 
the dispute was initiaLly submitted 
to the Comisrion, 

(ii) to submit reports in both 
official languages to the Governor 
in Council as requested and to 
submit an annual report in both 
official languages to the Governor 
in Council in respect of tho 
commission's activities and the 
activities of tho Government of 
Canada and the Indian bands 
relating to specific claims, and:" 

(iii) to file their papers and 
records with the Clerk of the Privy 
Council as soan as raasonablv mav . . -. . - - - -. 
be after ti 
inquiry ; " 

and substituting therefor the following 
paraqraphs: 

"AND WE DO HEREBY 

(a) authorize Our Commissioners 

(i) to adopt auch methods, subject 
to subparagraph (iii), as they may 
consider expedient for the proper 
conduct of the inquiry and to sit 
at such timas, and in such places 
as they may dacide, 
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(ii) that they may provide such 
advice and information as may be 
requested from tima to time by the 
Joint Pirst Notions/Government 
working Group: 

(b) direct Our Commissioners 

(i) to submit thair findings and 
recommendations to the parties 
involved in a specific claim where 
the cmissionars have conducted an 
inquiry and to smmit to the 
Governor in Council in both 
official languages an annual report 
and any othe; reports from time to 
t i n s  that the co&issioners 
consider rsquired in respect of the 
Comisaion'e activities and the - - .--- 
activities of the Government of 
Canada and the Indian bands 
relating to specific claims; and 

(ii) to file their papers and 
records with the Clerk of tne Privy 
Council as soon as reasanablv mav 
be after the ccnclusion of tks 

- 
inquiry." 

CLERK OF THE P R l Y I  COVNC8L il G R L r l k n  UY C D N I E I L  Pel"* 

xxviii 



1. c- iss ion en uertu de l a  

parlie I de l a  LOi sur lo* 

enguars. sou. Lo non de 

re"endi;rCiono p.rticuii*res d e s  

1n*,ma. 
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ELIZASBTR THE S E ~ N D ,  by t h -  ELIZABETH DZUX. P= 1- czace 
~ ~ ~ c e  of cod of tha united Kinqdan, de Dleu. RIlHB du Royauns-Unl, du 
canad= and nsc othsr ~ca1.a and canada er da aes l v t r e s  royaumee et 

TsrrIrorIem QUEEN, Read of t h e  tecritoIre.. chef  du Co-nwerlth, 
~ ~ ~ ~ n ~ a a l t h ,  ~efendec o f  t h s  Palrh. 06fen.eur de I. r o l .  



TO LLL 10 WBOH thaD. P r s s ~ n L .  & IOUS CPUll 1 q u l  1s. pr6mentaS 

s h a l l  coma or  whom the name may i n  p u v l e n n s n t  ou qu'lc.l le.  pouvent de 

anyway concern. qusiqn* ..nlPrs c0ncern.r. 

WHEREAS, by Orde r  i n  Counci l  P . C .  

1993-1444 of Juns ?&, 1993, t h s  

C a m i t t e e  o f  r h o  P r i v y  Council ha. 

advleed that  n cu"",,i..1on do  1.suc 

under P a r t  I of t h e  ~ n g u i r l e m  &st. 

c h a p ~ e r  1-11 of tns n s r l n e d  statutes or 

Canada. 1985, amsndlng Our Comls.ion 

I s sued  pursuant t o  Ozder i n  cmuncl l  

P.C. 1991-1329 o f  ~ u l y  15,  L991 am 

amended by Order  I n  Counc i l  P.C. 1992- 

,730 of July 27. 1992)  

NOW K8OW IOU tltat we, by and wi th  

t h e  a d v l c s  of Our P r l u y  Councl i  f o r  

caoada,  do by these Presen t s  amend our 

~ a m l e s l a n  Leeued prrsiuant t o  order i n  

Council P.C. 1991-1329 of J u l y  15.  

1 9 9 1 ,  a s  nliandPd by Orde r  I n  Counc i l  

P C .  1992-1730 of J u l y  2 7 .  1992, by 

a l d l n p  to the paasage  beg lnn lng  u l t h  

t h e  uazds 'hND WE 00 HEREBY (a) 

aathorlze our Commissioners" the 

followli,y aubpaiayraph l e  numerical 

o rde r :  

" I v l l  to p u b l l 8 h  the  Ind l an  

specific c l a i m s  conunlsslon 

PrOssedinql  is may be 

.pp'~pri. te fro" elms t o  time. 

and" 

Attend" quc,  aur t e r m .  d" dBCrSt 

C.P.  1993-1444 du 2 4  )"in 1993, l a  

Comlf6 d u  C o n s e l l  p r l r 6  a r e c a w a n d 6  

que  sole p r l a e ,  en vsrtu d m  l a  p a r ~ l .  I 

de  La L u i  =uc les =nqu@ras. c h a p l ~ r e  I- 

11 aes ~ o i s  revtmee. du ca-da 1198s). 

une c m l s m i 0 n  rl..nt n o d i f l e r  Hotrm 

c-losloa p r l s e  en vsrtv du d6creC 

C.P. 1991-1329 d u  15 j u l l l s t  1991, 

modiflAe p a r  1s d s c r e t  C.P.  1932-1130 

du 27 j u l l l s t  1992; 

Snchez quo. eur  et avec l'avls de 

Notre Conee l l  p r i v 6  wur L B  Canada. 

HOue, par WOLICB E O ~ ~ B B ~ . " ,  

mod l f l ans  Notre comiaa1.n prime 0" 

u e r t u  du decret C.P. 1991-1329 d u  15 

) u l l l e C  1991, mod i f l6e  par l e  d k c r o r  

C.P. 1992-1730 du 27 j u l l l c t  1992, par 

a d j a n c t i o n  au passape q u i  c-ence prr  

~ N O U B  : a )  autorlmonm NOS 

c o m i e e a i r e s  :. d e  c. qui s u l k  , 

I N  TESTIHONY WIIERSDP, we havo Z I I  For DE ouor, ~oum awns  f a i t  

caused these our ~etrers to bc made enerrre Nas prAaente* l e t t r e .  patentem 

patent  and the  rea at s e n 1  n f  cansda tn  e~ h l c e l l s c  falt appaser I+ pcand 

be he reun to  azrixe*. oceau 6" Canada. 



M A N D A T E  OF THE C O M M I S S I O N  

W RLqht Truoty and Well- 

k l o v e d  W n  ~ o h n  Ilnatgehyn, 

r n=mk.eZ a€ W Prl* cnvnci1 

fur canadz., c%aneellor .md 

P r l n d p l l  Co-LO., Of Our 

order of can&, mancallor 

and C-nder of  hu Ordor of 

ailitary m c i t ,  me of mr 
Counsel l a r e d  i n  the La", 

G"vc.lnor WInern1 and 

ComLlar-l"+33ieF ur Canada. 

Hotre b S 8  Eldale b i e n - r i d  

R l u n  John IInrLyshyn. tamt.re 

C k  N o t r e  Cons.11 privi puYc 18 

-a&. chancel ler  a t  

Ccmpa~oi l  principal  de Notre 

ordrr Camad.-. chmceller OL 

c-deur de Notrc mdre  d" 

"&rife l i l i t a l r e .  1.- de Nus 

cunse l l l era  juribiqmea, 

couv.rneur q 6 6 r a 1  et 

c o m e  en &f dm Canada. 

LT OUR 00YBM01P WUS8. Ln 2 Nmw. I ~ L  W CIXNLWMEm. 

UIL c i ~ y  of uttawa, U ~ i e  th ir teenth  on ~ o t z e  ville d.<nrara. ce 

&y OL huqust in the year of mr t r n i z ~ i . m  ,ow d-antt en l 'an ile 

mrd one tltuusamd nlno hundred and grace all ocuf cenL wtre-vinqt-  

ninety-three and in Uxe forty- Lmlrc.  It, quarantr-dcuriinr de 

s r ~ o u r l  year of ~ l r  ~elyn. wrrr cPune. 




