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Respanses to Questions Pron Mike Soott, MP
submitted by Jack Welsgerber, MLA
to Minister John Cashors for reply,

1 thththaﬂmmbhforltmmmtofmhmp’nunddahn?

¥ Aﬂ&mpﬂnfaﬂ&nm@mm—in—?ﬂmlple(mmbcmcww
March 1998, but I am bopeful we can do 50 by the end of 1954,

& Cmda‘uxpedenceinthamnbmumt!mnﬂ.ulmqrubsonetoWoymto
conclude alter an AIP, This will depend on how rmuch remaing to be negotisted after
an AIP. It is our goal to conctude an AIP that is a1 complets and detailed as
possible. It is In everyons's interest w conclude # final treaty sooner rather than

iater,
2. Whan do you expact to have an Agreement-in-Principle tigned?

® Al parties hops to have an AJP signed by the end of the year., At the lsast we are
hopeful an AIP will have bean concluded by then and only remain to be formally

approved and signed.

3. WID every Nisga'a have the right, as an individual to vota to gocapt or reject the
agreement?

® Every Nisga's wlill have the right to vote on ths agreemant if they moet & mumbar of
conditions:
. meet the critaria set out in the Eligibility and Earolment sub-agreement;
2, ewoll; and

3. are of voting ags.
® Tos sctual approval and ratification process for the AIP and 4 final treaty is a topic

baing negotiated,

4. Wil mambers of tho Nisga'a band have the option of recaiving benefits conferved
undsr the agrsement on 8 persanal bagls, that is, directly from the Government
rather than to the Band Councll on his/her behalf?

* This ls & question that Is yet t0 be negotiated but it should be sst out in ths AIP,
Therefore, those voting on the AIP and/or final treaty will be aware of how banefits
are to bo dealt with.

¥ In gll the northern agreements ths majority of the cagh component was paid to a
ssttlement corporation or to the First Nation government. Pryments to individuals

have usually besn left 1o the disaretion of the First Natlon Government.



S, WIll non-Natives in the Land Claim area have the right, as individusls, to vota to
accept or refect the agreemaent? _

Tresties are already recognized in the Comstirution and, unliks the Charlottstown
Ascord, do not constitute & constitutionel changs. ‘

Since all Canadians are paying for tha fedaral contribution to land claims, it would be
difficult to argus against the right of Canadians from outsids Britlsh Columbia to vote
in any referendum on British Cotumbia treaties. This would, once again, put British
Columbians at the meroy of voters east of the Rockdes. Wo reject that possibility in
tavour of 2 "mads in British Columbia” solution.

Any treaty legislation will be subject to full and opea debate in the provincial

legislature.

6. Has your departmant assesssd potential Socio-Economic lmpects of a land claim
settlament on sarrounding non-Native communities? 1f so, could you provide these
wmmumwtﬂywwmmmdombmmmsmyw&

No formal sssessmant has been done to date as there is yet to bs as agreement of
evon & lentstive agreemont 1O a3sces.

This issue {s cencral to the nogotiating position and strategy of the Provincs.

The interest and rights set out in the treaty will create legitimats cconomis interests
that will provids the Nisga's with opportunities © develop & sustaingble economy
within their aditional territory comparsble to other communities in the region, As i
result, wa anticipats that & Nisga's settiement will have & very positive impact in tbs
reglon. ’

Socio-economic impacts sa wall as & range of other implications are considered by
Cabinst whan making & decision on each issus.

7. Havs you considered ths potentin) cumulstive effect that ovar 40 land claims could
have on the B.C. economy?

The govermsnent belleves that treaty ssttlemonts will énd the years of uncerninty
nmwmmwwmwmmvmmmhfmmmwmm
social stability. Investars will be encouraged and nsw opportunities will be realizad
for all British Calumbians. ‘



8. Consldering that the Niaga's 1and claim is the First claim in B.C, to be negotiated
and will set the flodr and not the cefling for beasfits and land coaveyancs, will you
commit to a detafled study of the above-mentioned potential cumulative effect?

This question assumes that the Nisga's settiement will set the floor for othar
nsgotiations, I do not agres, :

Each nsgotiation, to some extent, will by unique; for exampls, the mix of resources
will be different from treaty to treaty depending on the location of the land claim, the
aspirations of the First Nation, the interests of others in the resources and other
factors.

Bocauss each setlement will be different, it is tmpossible to undertais a study of
potsntial cumulative effects in advance of negotialions.

9. nmmconﬂdmdth'tnbmmmdbythammmdmmtludm
ares which provides direct benefits to all Canadians, and how this base may be
affected by land claim settiamants?

SEBSNVIEN

10.

This is ons of the considerations taken into account when making decisions on issues.
The Cost Sharing Memonandum of Understanding signed on Junms 21, 1993, by
Cansds gnd British Columbis, provides that the Province will be fully reimbursed for
any rosource revemuss lost through the land transfer process.

However, the Provincs has made it clear from the beginning that it will not endorse
any ssttlgman:t that it can't afford. Purthermore, ooe of the Provinge's principal
objectives in thess negotistions is that aboriginal resources and revenues be taken imo
account in future funding arrangements for aboriginal goveramants, just s they are
for municipal governmants.

Most of this tax base rests on crown land which was never lagally obtained, by w
or by war, from the sboriginal people who occupisd it for centuries before Buropean |
setilement. The Whole poinz of land claims 15 to create soms certainty and ownsrahip |
and development of this land. vy

Do you intend to provids fale compensation to non-Nlsgs's people who are
economically injured or displaced as the result of land claim pettlemants? I? 80,

can you provide details of your policy on compensation? I am not just referring
1o fisherman, forestry workers or miners, but also the thousands of retail,
commarcial, mdmjobtthntednbeuuuofthmtndutdu.

It is not at il clear that thete will necessarily be an adverse impact 43 & result of the
Nisga'a land claim settlemant. . :
ing an economic hase for aboriginal communities likely will have significant

Providing
positive impast on regional sconomiss.
Provinclal negotiators will make every effort to achieve a settlement which causss ths

loast possible disruption to the local economy consistent with a settlement which I8
faiz, equitablé and affordabls.
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» Every government action has potantial for both favourable and adverse impacts. In
this case, thoss most directly affectad will be thoss who have legal rights. It can be
vmmtmdmmmm“wottwmmimputmlm or, 45 you put
it, the "economically infured or displaced”. For these reasons, the question you pose,
or commitmant you seek, from ths Province is t00 broad. '

* The cost-sharing MOU provides that it may be necessary to purchase interests held by
persons other than Canada, British Columbia or ths First Nation. The types of
imrereats which might have to be purchased would Includas flshing vessels and licances,
forest tegures, traplines, mining interests and other temures, It remains to be sean
whather, and to what extant, any of these will be Involved in connection with the
Nisga's treaty. But I can say that anyone whose legal interest is expropriatsd will be
fairly compensated.

a The cost-sharing MOU also recognizes that the Province may be required to provide
extracrdinary assistance to communitios and to individuals adversely affected by 2
greary, Canads will provide §3 million per treaty 10 British Columbia for adjustment

purposes.

11. Wil regulstions in place to protect and enhance regewable resources apply to
resources conveyed to the Nisga'a peopla?

= This issue is being negotitted. , .

» Although the particulsrs will vary from topic to topic, the Province's position 15 that
thase standards which are important 1o all Britigh Columbians must be mairtainad.
Hasith, safsty and environmental protsction standards are obvious areas where
maintaining provincisl or feders! standards will be important to the Province.

=  Alsa, do not overlook ths fact that the treaty gives the Province an opporainity to
have impormnt provincial standards apply to aboriginal lands and resources where
they curreatly do not. A3 you know, most provinclal land-use laws do ot apply to
reserve lands. We now have ta opportunity to remedy that siruation where it is

warranted in ths public intcrest,

12. Wmmmm’;bemﬁuodtoahipunpmudmundwmupom It s0
whnpaumeeo!thdrthnbuumbjacttothhprawce?

s Again, this is 8 subject under negotiation. However, one of the provincial goals is to
avold entrenching in a treaty eny continuing economic advantages.

= Our negodating team is well aware of ths fibre supply issues in the Northwest and we
have no intentions of concluding a settiemnant that might exacerbate thoss problems.
On the othar hand it would be extremaly unfals if the Nisga'a could not export while
existing Licensess CAD. !

s I cannot sy mtmcfﬂuWuwmorWMnmbnubjmwlogcxport
privileges as we do not yel know what tiober interests the Nisga's will have. The
currsnt sttuation is that most timber from the North Kalum Timber Supply Area can

be expored pursuant o existing Orders-in-Council.
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