
This dispiacement was caused by the consolidation of the canning industry and the

adoption of more capital intensive fishing technology. Prom 1950 to 1980 the number

of Native-owned vessels fell by two-thirds. The number of Native people employed as

crew and cannery workers also dropped. This decline in participation in the fishing

industry was a severe economic blow to the Native communities. By 1980 Native

fishers accounted for just 15 percent of the salmon fleet and most of the Native vessels

were leased from the canneries. The Native people perceived the attrition of their

participation in the fishery as the most serlous threat to their economic well- being.

Several organizations developed in the attempt to reverse this trend, such as the Indian

Fisherman's Assistance Program and the Indian Fisherman's Development Board. Since

most B3ritish Columbia Natives neyer formally negotiated treaties with the Canadian

governiment it has long been the contention of Native bands and political organizations

thut aboriginal riglhts to mouroeu rçIuain. Wh Co>nstitution Açt of 1982 lha5 m&kcd an

important turnn point for Native people in Biish Columbia. Although British

Columbia Natives have a long bistory of politieal activism designed to c1arify aboriginal

rights to land and rsuc (Fisher 1977; Tennant 1990) their efrshv eeal

bee twaredby the province until reety. Native flshing rights were tested in the

1980s by several court cases, the most important of which was the Sparrow case. Ronald

Sparow a e'mer f te Msquam andnear the mouth of the Fraser River, was

aresedi18 for uiga netilonger than alloe by the Fisheries Act. As early as

188 h Fihre Act as regulated teNative foo fsr initis Columbia and

this case wsoeof the first to question whether th Naiefihr as an exsig

aboriginal right or wehrthe abriialrt to fsh was exigihdby the Fisheries


