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Ottawa, June 19, 2024 — Justice Sébastien Grammond of the Federal Court issued a decision today in file T-930-20:

IN THE MATTER OF COLD LAKE FIRST NATIONS
V.
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA

Translation of Summary into Dene and Cree

The Federal Court is committed to being more accessible to Indigenous people when they wish to bring legal disputes for resolution
by the Court. For example, many Court hearings are held directly in the Indigenous community or via webcast from a Courthouse; and
where appropriate, Court procedure is adapted to make space for Indigenous protocols and legal traditions. In selected cases, the Court
also makes its decisions more accessible by having a summary prepared and recorded in the Indigenous language of the parties. The
Court thanks the language keepers who assisted with preparation of these summaries in Dene and Cree.

English Dene Cree

Summary Ga ‘ozhiibiigadek Kiskinwahikéwin
[1] When Canada created the Cold [1] T'aht Canada Luwechok Tawe [1] ékosipé 6ma kanata kaki-
Lake Air Weapons Range in 1954, it Yadaghé Ts’ichodet’ay1 Etet K’1dh1 osihtacik tahkaméw sakahikan
displaced many members of Cold Lake K’eyaghe nyta nis1 1954 k’e, dene notinikéw-askiy 1954, micét
First Nations who used the land for Luwechok Tuwe hots’i t’ah1 ech’er1?a nade ayisiyiniwak ohci tahkaméw sakahikan
traditional sustenance. Cold Lake’s claim  nih hots’; yet’a daghena nis1 horena haja tipahaskana ki-wayaweépiskawawak
for compensation was settled only in eyir nih hots’; djlyasi. Luwechok Tawe ékota ohci askiy. tahkaméw sakahikan
2002. As part of the settlement, Canada tsaba nagheni senyt’a 2002 nene k’e t’ay;.  owiyasiwéwiniwaw ékosipé 2002 ki-
granted Cold Lake access to parts of the Edir1 senut’a begha yaghjta?a, Canada ispayiw. pahki 6ma wiyasiwéwin, kanata

Luwechok Tuwe beba nyt’a nahie nih Ki-miyéwak kihtwam papahki ka-

apacihtacik anima askiy ékwa mina
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Range and undertook to consult it before  t’edoreta hasi, ey1 cht bégha yati dene nth ~ wiydwaw ka-nakatokécik awina ka-

granting access to anyone else. k’e nade ts’en tth’u. apacihtayit.
[2] Two other First Nations, Buffalo [2] Nake Nih Ts’udze nene hots’y, [2] kotakak 0ki niso tipaskana,
River Dene Nation and Birch Narrows Buffalo River Dene Nation cha Birch mostos-sipiy ocipwiyanawak ékwa
Dene Nation, are suing Canada in relation  Narrows Dene Nation, bonett’u Canada waskway wapahk ocipweyanawak,
to the establishment of the Range. Canada  gha neyalti edir1 nih bet’ore?a nisi1 basi. mékwa wiyasiwatéwak Oki kanata osam
entered into settlement discussions with Canada edir1 nake Nih Ts’udze nene hots’y  0ma kaki-osihtacik 6ma notinikéw askiy.
these two First Nations. As part of the eta deyalti. Edirt senyt’a beyagha yaghyti kanata maci-pikiskwatéwak 6hi niso
settlement, Canada intends to grant them  t’aghe, Canada dene nih bet’ore?a ha ?E  tipaskana. pahki mina 6ma, kanata wi-
access to parts of the Range. heni. pakitinéwak 6hi papahki ka-apacihtacik
asamina.
[3] For this reason, Canada gave [3] Edir1 bet’a, Canada Luwechok [3] éyakdci, kanata kitotéwak
notice to Cold Lake and sought its views.  Tawe ts’en yati1 njt’g t’adanidhensi basi. tahkaméw sakahikan tanisi wiyawaw é-
Cold Lake asserted that its access should ~ Luwechok Tawe hanidhen ha Buffalo isi-kitdpahtakik. tahkaméw sakahikan
be exclusive and that Buffalo River and River chu Birch Narrows bech’anie basi Oki pitos é-isi-kitdpahtamok wiyawaw
Birch Narrows had not shown that their nih k’e yet’a hytt’edhe daghna hile ejg nith ~ ékwa mdya 6ki mostos sipiy ékwa
traditional use of the lands within the k’eyaghe. Eritt’1s beghg dett’1s nis1 Buffalo waskway wapahk kiskinohtawak ékoté
Range would entitle them to access. It River cha Birch Narrows beghg bech’anie  é-ki-ayacik ékwa méya pakitinamok.
requested a copy of an expert report nih k’e daghena ey1 senyt’a basi begha nanitotamok anima masinahikan Kispin
regarding Buffalo River and Birch yaghyti nis1t Luwechok Tuwe eritt’1s ékoté ki-ayawak. kénata moy nohté-
Narrows’ traditional use, which was horeke. Canada jla heni eritt’1s net’; ha. kiskinwahamakéwak dma masinahikan.
generated in the course of the settlement Taghe nene gs1 beghg yaghjt’1 bett’aghe nisto askiy 6ma pikiskwatamok oki
discussions. Canada refused to disclose Luwechok Tuwe bet, Canada beghari tahkaméw sakahikan, ékwa kanata péyés

this report. After more than three years of ~ Buffalo River chti Birch Narrows nahie nith ~ Ki-pakitinéwak 0ki mostos sipiy ékwa
discussions with Cold Lake, Canada t’edoreta ha t’ah1 Saskatchewan k’eyaghe.  waskway wapahk ka-apacihtacik pahki
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decided to grant Buffalo River and Birch
Narrows access to most of the portion of
the Range lying within Saskatchewan.
Cold Lake is now seeking judicial review
of this decision, arguing that Canada
failed to discharge its duty to consult.

[4] The Court is dismissing Cold
Lake’s application. The duty to consult in
this case does not give Cold Lake the right
to be consulted regarding another
Indigenous community’s entitlement to
access nor to question the grounds on
which Canada decides to settle another
community’s claim. In this case, Cold
Lake’s submissions to Canada focused
almost exclusively on the reasons why
Canada would grant access to Buffalo
River and Birch Narrows. This was
outside the scope of the duty to consult.

[5] In contrast, the scope of the duty to
consult encompassed the impacts that
granting access to others would have on
the exercise of Cold Lake’s right of
access, for example, through the depletion
of scarce resources or the loss of economic

Luwechok Tuwe duhy begha neyat1 dorel;
edir1 Canada t’adis1 basi, ey1 het Canada
ettth’1le haja dene het yagh;t1 hile?a.

[4] Neyati kog Luwechok Tawe erith’1s
danitchuth nis1 bed; halya. Dene het yati
bas1 Luwechok Tuwe beba ho?¢le
Nihot’1ine dene elge nats’ede bet yat1 dé,
ey1 het Canada t’adis1 oretkir ho?¢le elata
etge nats’ede nene hots’; beghg de. Edir
beghg yatis1, Luwechok Tawe bets’;
Canada ts’en edir1 dat’1?a Canada Buffalo
River cht Birch Narrows dat’1?a nih
t’orela hasi beghot’a. Edir1 dene het yati
ho?a dé bech’asi1 hat’e.

[5] Edir1 efk’es1 hile, dene het yat1 basi,
t’ah1 bet’a horena hasi, etata nih toreta
halyesi1, Luwechok Tuwe beba ettth’1 ha,
edir1 nih yet’a daghena tsgba tth’1 deghari
dodi haja dé, ey1 yegha yatt1 ho?g. Kolq,
Luwechok Tuwe t’ah1 beba eltth’1les:
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anita kisiskaciwanihk-isi. tahkaméw
sakahikan 6ma kihtwam wiyasiwatamok,
Oki ohci kanata méya ohci
pikiskwatikocik éyakohk ohci.

[4] mOya ohci pakitinikatéyiw 6ma
tahkaméw sakahikan kaki-isi-
nanitotahkik. 6ma ka-pikiskwatéyék
makikway wiyawaw ékota katac kaka-
kwécimécik waweéyés kotaka tipaskana
ka-natamésocik 6ma 6ta, tahkaméw
sékahikan kwéciméwak kanata tanéhki
ka-pakitindhkik 6ma ohci 0ki mostos
sipiy ékwa waskway wapahk ka-
pakitinécik. maka 6pimihk astéw éyako.

[5] pétos mina, 6ma ka-
pikiskwatitohk mana ékota astéw 6ma
oOki tahkaméw sékahikan ohcitaw ka-
nanitohtahkik ohi, tapiskoc, Kispin
kikway apacihtawak apo otinamok ékoté
ohci. maka, tahkaméw sakahikan méya
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opportunities. However, Cold Lake failed  yegha deyaghitt1 hile. Canada t’ahi asie oOhi ohci astdwa nanitaw éyakota. ékota
to put such concerns forward with any begha yat1 ho?gs1 dodi?a ey1 bet’a beghg O0ma, kanata méya kakatac kikway ohci
degree of particularity. Canada was not yaghpt1 hile. Ey1?a, Canada datu ettth’1 wayanasinahamok. ékota ispayéw,
required to respond to concerns that were  dene het yat1 has1 basi hadayjla. kanata wiyawaw kwayas Ki-itdtamok.

not minimally substantiated. Thus, Canada
complied with its duty to consult.

A copy of the decision can be obtained via the website of the Federal Court: https://decisions.fct-cf.gc.ca/fc-cf/en/nav.do.
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