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Translation of Summary into Plains Cree

The Federal Court is committed to being more accessible to Indigenous people when they wish to bring
legal disputes for resolution. The Court thanks the language keeper who assisted with preparation of this

summary in Plains Cree.

[1] Ms. Darlene Thomas was a candidate for
the position of Chief of One Arrow First Nation
[One Arrow]. Because of a mistake made by One
Arrow’s Election Officer, her name was omitted
from the ballot. She brought an appeal against the
results of the election. According to the One Arrow
First Nation Custom Election Regulation, One
Arrow’s election appeal process is to be presided
over by a Justice of the Peace. However, a Justice
of the Peace declined to act, because the provincial
legislation that creates her office does not give her
the power to enforce First Nation election laws. As
a result, the appeal process became unworkable.

[1] Ms. Darlene Thomas ki-pimipahtaw ta-
itapit Okimaskwéw ita Ka-Péyakwaskonam
Nistam-lyiniwak [Ka-P&yakwaskonam]. Maka
ayisk mayinikewin ohci Ka-Pe&yakwaskonam
Pimipahtawin Okanawgyihcikéw, o-wihowin ki-
patapatamwan ohci pimipahtawin. Natotam
nisdhkamakewin asicayihk ohi ka-kisihcikatekihk
pimipahtawina. It€yihttkkwan ochi oma Ka-
Péyakwaskonam Nistam Iyiniwak Iyinihk&win
Pimipahtawin Wiyasiwéwina, Ka-
Peyakwaskonam pimipahtawin nisdhkamakéwin
paminikéwin ta-ki-paminikatek ohci
Owiyasiwewikimaw. Maka, Owiyasiwewikimaw
as€nam ta-pimohtestamakét, ayis okimanahk
wiyasiwéwin ka-osihcikatek Oma otatoskéwin
namoya miyikowisiw ta-ahtas iwatahk Nistam-
lyiniwak pimipahtawin itasiwéwina. Ewako ohci,

nisdhkamakéwin  paminikéwin namdya  ki-
atosk&makan.
[2] Ms. Thomas brought an application for | [2] Ms. Thomas itohtataw masinahikan ta-
judicial review to the Court, seeking several | wapahcikateyik ohci opaminikew ita
remedies with respect to both the Election Officer’s | Wiyasiwéwinohk, natonam itahto kwayask

mistake and the council’s conduct after they
learned that the appeal process was unworkable.

weyihcikéwina asici nisitaw€yihtakosiwin nanapo
oki  Pimipahtawin = Okanawgyihcikew  0-
mayinikeéwin ekwa okimahkan itatisiwin ispihk ka-
kiskéyihtakwahk &wako Oma nisdhkamakéwin
paminikéwin namdya atosk&émakan.

[3] The Court concluded that Ms. Thomas was
wrongly excluded from the ballot and that this
omission could have affected the result of the
election. The next general election is set to take
place within the next three months. Therefore, the
Court declined to grant the usual remedy of calling
anew election. The Court nevertheless awarded the
costs of the application to Ms. Thomas.

[3] Wiyasiwewinohk kis€yihtam &kwanima
Ms. Thomas ki-mayi-totakawow ka-patapatamihk
ohi ohci pimipahtawin €kwa oma patapahcikéwin
ta-ki-m&skocipayin ka-kisihcikatek Ooma
pimipahtawin. Kihtwam ka-nisitaw@yihtakwahk
pimipahtawin €wako ta-ispayin nanitaw nisto
pisim. Ekosi, Wiyasiwéwinohk asépayihowak ta-
pakiteyihcikatek kwanihi mana kwayask weyih-
cikéwina ta-tepwatahk osk-ayi pimipahtawin.
Wiyasiweéwinohk kihkihk tipahikehew
méstinikeéwina Ms. Thomas 6ma ohci masinahikan.
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