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How would you see Nations or individual service
providers being able to adapt the Measuring To
Thrive framework to align with their worldviews and
norms while still maintaining the ability to tell
collective stories across Nations [ service providers?



So much of our work locally depends on good partnerships with

federal and provincial governments, and them upholding their

accountabilities. What do you see as their obligations to report
publicly on their parts of the work?




The reality is that a lot of help is heeded on the ground with systems
development, indicator development, and data collection. This can
also benefit from economies of scale for efficiency purposes.

What do you see as the potential solutions to help Nations build
capacity locally but also collaborate on these common practical
needs?



What funding formula can be used to ensure First Nations are able to
receive the ‘Actual Costs’ needed to meet the needs of Indigenous
children, youth and families?

How might this formula apply to a Province? In your opinion, does
the federal government have all fiscal responsibility for all First
Nations children?

What should the Provinces be doing to ensure children don‘t fall
through the cracks and are well looked after as Nations assert
jurisdiction?
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Our Children Our Way has developed a
resource package on Jurisdiction
Funding and Child and Family Services
Reform for First Nations that draws on
the IFSD Measuring to Thrive Framework
& Phase Three Work, as well as funding
model considerations from the CHRT
orders.

These are free for download - we hope it
will support you in upcoming
engagements and discussions.

Lessons Learned:
The Canadian Human Rights Tribunal
(CHRT) Case
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Lessons Learned:
The Canadian Human Rights
Tribunal (CHRT) Case

WHAT WAS FOUND BY THE CHRT : LEGAL & ETHICAL RESPONSIBILITIES

The CHRT:

» Confirmed that I5C provided a “service” through funding: and maintained the accountability
for how that funding restricted services and detrimentally impacted children and families.

+ Indicated that funding needed to meet the expectation of providing a comparable range of
child and family services to services provided insimilar circumstance.

» Set precedence for what defines racialdiscrimination in Indigenous Child and Family Services

WHAT WE CAN LEARN FROM THE CHRT : UPHOLDING LEGAL & ETHICAL RESPONSIBILITIES

While the CHRT orders are made against Canada, and aren’t binding to any province, BCstill has
humanrights obligations under BC, Canadian and international law including:

« Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act

« United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

« Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms

« TheFederal Act Respecting First Mations, Inuit and Métis children, youth and families

Failure to uphold the standards and principles from these [2ws-- and a continued mirroring of
funding inequities to the CHRT findings—will perpetrate discrimination by the BC government

all these
and more!
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COMMUNITY

Performance area

The Measuring ta Thrive Framewerk is an approach based on gathering information at a community level and
potentially aggregated to the level of service provider, regionally, or natienally. This cutcomes-based
framework was informed by front-line child and family practitioners with well-being focused data indicators
that address the structural drivers causing families to come into contaci with the child welfare system. The
Measuring to Thrive Framework is a linking mechanism between the realities and changes in community,
funding, and accountabili

A offective, adustabio,
evidence-tased funding modal
=hould have clarity on 21 3

2| decision-making”

"FNCFS agencies and First Nations have shared their knowledge, their
data, and their experiences to shope an approach that comes from
the front lines.”

{p. 138, IFS0 Phase 3 Pre-Production Draft, 2023)
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We hope to see you again soon!




