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THE CASE FOR

1) Centering poverty, poor 

housing and substance 

misuse in child welfare 

for Aboriginal children

2) Not driving child 

welfare policy by child 

death review 

recommendations

3) Addressing inequities in 

services for Aboriginal 

children



WHY DIFFERENT SOURCES OF 

EVIDENCE MATTER

First Nations reports of 
inequality in funding and 

over-representation

CIS validates the over -
representation and 

identifies factors driving 
over representation

Referred to in other 
expert reports and future 

research 

Independent researchers 
encouraged to explore 

relationship between FN 
child needs and funding 

First Nations collaborate 
with Government and 

conduct Wen:de studies 
to document insufficiency 

of funding

Sent data and reports to 
be independently 

validated by NGO and 
experts

Access to Information 
documents from 

Government to evidence 
discrimination 

Posted on I am a witness 
website for public 

viewing



Report Investigation

Substantiated

Voluntary care, 
supervision orders

Child 
Removed

Reunified

Remains 
in Care

Not 
Substantiated

Canadian Incidence Study on Reported Child Abuse and 

Neglect  (CIS)
(Trocme et. al., 2001; Trocme et al., 2006)

When Everything Matters (WEM) collects data on 

children who are removed. 
Does not include children placed in voluntary care or supervision orders



FIRST NATIONS IN STATE CARE IN 

CANADA

*estimates.  FN children 6-8 more times likely to be in foster care    (Auditor 
General of Canada, 2008)   

Res. School 1870-1996

Child Welfare 1955- Present



PROPORTION OF CHILDREN IN CARE 

BY CULTURAL GROUP

3 sample provinces

Wen:de we are coming to the light of day(2005)

10.23%

3.31%

0.67%



MALTREATMENT TYPES (FIRST NATIONS AND NON ABORIGINAL 

CANADA) AND ABORIGINAL AND NON ABORIGINAL IN AUSTRALIA
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Poverty, poor housing 

and substance misuse 

aggravated by 

inequitable resources 

key drivers to over -

representation of 

Aboriginal children



PHYSICAL ABUSE AND NEGLECT: EMOTIONAL AND 

PHYSICAL HARM BY RACE  
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PRIMARY REASONS FOR REMOVAL: FIRST 

NATIONS AND NON -ABORIGINAL 

CHILDREN IN NOVA SCOTIA (2003 -2005)

Blackstock, 2009



The case of inequity



Auditor General of Canada reviews of First 

Nations child welfare in 2008, 2011 and Standing 

Committee on Public Accounts report 2009



Canada knows their funding is inadequate:

òcircumstances are direé.as a consequence of providing 

inadequate prevention resources, it is foreseeable that civil 

proceedings could be initiated against the Government of 

Canada as a result of neglect or abuse of children in careó

Government of Canada document obtained under Access to Information



THE CANADIAN HUMAN RIGHTS 

TRIBUNAL ON FIRST NATIONS CHILD 

WELFARE

ÅAlleges Canada 
racially 
discriminating by 
providing less child 
welfare 
funding/benefit on 
reserves.

ÅTribunal has the 
authority to issue a 
binding order against 
Canada if it finds 
Canada 
discriminating 
against First Nations 
children



THE I AM A WITNESS CAMPAIGN

ÅWatch the case and 

make up your own 

minds about whether or 

not Canada is treating 

First Nations children 

fairly

ÅThe most formally 

watched legal case in 

Canadian history
8006 Supporters



EVIDENCE = 

CREDIBILITY=ADVOCACY OPTIONS

Evidence of 
the problem 
and evidence 

based solution

Government
NGO and 

professionals

Involuntary 
Advocacy

Legal Options 
and Citizen 
Engagement

Media
Canadian 

Public

Voluntary 
advocacy 
strategies

Working with 
Government 

Community 
empowerment 



ISNõT RESEARCH OPPRESSIVE?

Only when researchers conduct research on issues not 

considered priority problems by communities or 

conduct the research with no regard to ethical 

standards (ie: CIHR guidelines on Aboriginal 

Research) or decide not to collect data on specific 

populations even though those populations are calling 

for data collection to better understand their situation 

and mobilize change.



Evidence of the 

Inequality in Child 

Welfare Funding



WHY CHILD DEATH REVIEWS 

SHOULD NOT DRIVE CHILD 

WELFARE POLICY
ÅPhysical and emotional 

abuse evidenced in less 

than 10% of all child 

welfare reports.

ÅChild deaths are atypical 

cases that do not share 

characteristics of the 

majority of child welfare 

cases.

ÅChild deaths should be 

investigated just not 

used wholesale to drive 

child welfare policy
CIS, 2003


