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January 19, 2023 

Sent via email 

 
Senior Tribunal Officer, Commission Registry 
Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission 
280 Slater Street 
PO Box 1046, Station B 
Ottawa, ON K1P 5S9 
 
Dear Senior Tribunal Officer: 
 
Re: Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission 
 Ref. 2023-H-08 
 Orano Canada Inc. – Cluff Lake Mine Project 
 Application for revocation of CNSC Licence UML-MINEMILL-

CLUFF.00/2024 and exemption of the Government of Saskatchewan  
 Submission of Clearwater River Dene Nation  
             
 
We are legal counsel to the Clearwater River Dene Nation (“CRDN”). We provide this 
written submission in respect of the above-referenced hearing set for March 1-2, 2023 
to determine whether to revoke the above-referenced licence held by Orano Canada 
Inc. (“Orano”) and further to exempt the Government of Saskatchewan 
(“Saskatchewan”) and the lands currently covered by the licence from the Nuclear 
Safety and Control Act (“NSCA”), thereby allowing the lands to transferred to 
Saskatchewan’s Institutional Control Program (“ICP”). 

For the reasons that follow and those contained within Appendix “A” of this 
submission, CRDN respectfully requests intervener status in the above-referenced 
hearing and that CRDN be granted the opportunity to make further oral submissions 
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during the public hearing in respect of Orano’s Long-Term Monitoring and 
Maintenance Plan (“LTMMP”) and the overall applications.  

Licence Requests  

On February 28, 2020, Orano applied to the CNSC to revoke the Project Licence 
UMDL-MINEMILL-CLUFF.00/2024 (the “Licence”), transferring oversight to 
Saskatchewan, while exempting the province from requiring a licence, allowing for the 
property to enter into Saskatchewan’s ICP. 

In accordance with Sections 7 and 24 of the NSCA and Sections 11 and 13 of the 
General Nuclear Safety and Control Regulations (“GNSCR”), Orano has requested 
the CNSC to revoke Orano’s Project Licence, allowing transfer of responsibility for the 
currently licensed activity to possess, manage, store radioactive waste at the 
decommissioned Cluff Lake, and to exempt Saskatchewan from licensing. A CNSC 
exemption granted to Saskatchewan from the obligation to hold a licence under the 
NSCA is a prescribed condition for acceptance of the decommissioned Cluff Lake 
property into Saskatchewan’s ICP.  

Orano has requested the transfer of the remaining Project responsibilities under its 
Licence, to accompany the return of property to Saskatchewan’s control. The transfer 
is requested according to Subsection 24(4) of the NSCA and Section 13 of the GNSCR 
given the competence of the Province of Saskatchewan and contingent on the 
acceptance of the decommissioned Project property by the Saskatchewan Ministry of 
Energy and Resources according to Section 5 of the Reclaimed Industrial Sites Act.  

Orano has further requested an exemption be granted for Saskatchewan for the 
activities of possessing, managing, and storing radioactive waste on the Project 
property according to Section 7 of the NSCA and Section 11 of the GNSCR.  

Orano submits that a licence exemption is appropriate because the ICP was designed 
in collaboration with the CNSC to meet provincial, national, and international 
obligations for the oversight of decommissioned radioactive waste. Orano further 
submits that the requested exemption will not I) pose unreasonable risk to the 
environment or health and safety of persons, II) pose unreasonable risk to national 
security, or III) result in a failure to achieve conformity with measures of control and 
international obligations to which Canada was agreed. 

The remaining activities (i.e. to possess, manage, and store radioactive waste) will be 
managed by Saskatchewan once the CNSC Licence 2024 is revoked. Orano submits 
that this transaction as a transfer of responsibility for managing radioactive materials 
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(i.e. decommissioned waste rock and tailings) at the decommissioned Project from 
one responsible party to another.  

Further legal context 

The common-law duty to consult with Indigenous Nations and communities applies 
when the Crown contemplates actions that may adversely affect potential or 
established Indigenous and/or treaty rights. The CNSC Staff submission confirms that 
the CNSC seeks to ensure that all of its licence decisions under the NSCA uphold the 
honour of the Crown and consider Indigenous peoples’ potential or established 
Indigenous and/or treaty rights pursuant to section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. 

This same common-law duty to consult applies when Saskatchewan contemplates 
actions that may adversely affect potential or established Indigenous and/or treaty 
rights and so too must Saskatchewan uphold the honour of the Crown.  

Unfortunately, to date, Saskatchewan’s efforts to consult with CRDN in respect of its 
decision to transfer the Project lands into the ICP can be considered cursory at best. 
Further, CRDN submits that it has not been adequately included in the processes 
leading to the Project decommissioning maintenance and monitoring planning. CRDN 
is now in the unenviable position of attempting to engage the CNSC and 
Saskatchewan in discussions of co-monitoring and co-management after years of 
being shut out of the very processes that shape the foundations for where we find 
ourselves.  

CRDN recognizes that the CNSC cannot impose conditions on an exemption from 
being required to hold the Licence, but that the CNSC may re-determine its decision 
to exempt the Project lands pursuant to section 43 of the NSCA, should such oversight 
be required in the future. However, given that the CNSC will effectively be relinquishing 
its role in this matter and given that CRDN still has many outstanding concerns; CRDN 
respectfully requests that the CNSC only grant the exemption requested for 
Saskatchewan if Saskatchewan can adequately demonstrate how they intend to 
implement the recommendations of CRDN as detailed below and within Appendix “A” 
– Review of Cluff Lake Long-Term Monitoring and Maintenance Plan for Clearwater 
River Dene Nation – of this submission. 

CRDN Rights and Interests are impacted by the Project  

The Clearwater River Dene First Nation are Dene speaking and occupies multiple La 
Loche Reserves outside of La Loche and Buffalo Narrows. The CRDN controls over 
9,500 ha of land and as of August 2022, has just under three thousand registered 
members. CRDN is one of the nine First Nations that currently form the Meadow Lake 



 

 

#702712v1 

Tribal Council that formed in 1981. For cultural, economic trade, social and spiritual 
needs the CRDN carry out usual practices including and not limited to, hunting, 
trapping, harvesting and fishing for a wide range of species. These practices have 
started before and continued after the signing of Treaty 8. Critical for this community’s 
survival is the ability to freely continue to rely on their ancient lands for diverse ranges 
of cultural, socio-economic, livelihood and spiritual purposes. 

Both Orano and the CNSC have identified CRDN as a key Indigenous group in this 
regulatory process.  

CRDN has outstanding concerns that still need to be addressed  

CRDN members have had a long and varied history with Cluff Lake mine. Exploration 
activities for the Cluff Lake project date back to the 1960’s. As identified in CRDN’s 
review of the LTMMP, see Appendix “A”, previous communications with CRDN 
membership revealed the following overarching concerns regarding the Project: 

• Safety: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their 
personal safety living with the results of the Project. 

• Land Use: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their 
inability to utilize their land as they choose. CRDN members are wary to 
exercise their rights to cultural activities within their traditional territory. These 
activities may include traditional harvesting rights for individuals and the 
community and/or commercial purposes. 

• Occupancy: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their 
inability to freely occupy areas of their traditional territory to undertake cultural 
activities to maintain a close familial network and ensure the intergenerational 
transmission of knowledge. 

• Future Use and Value: CRDN members have expressed serious concern 
regarding land that they consider valueless. 

• Best Practices: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding 
their understanding of the Best Practices undertaken throughout the years of 
mining as well as the decommissioning testing and future monitoring within their 
traditional territory. 

• Consultation and Engagement: CRDN have expressed concerns that the 
project at Cluff Lake failed to consult their membership from inception up to and 
including the LTMMP. Members have remarked at the purposeful exclusion of 
their participation in the development and proposed execution of the LTMMP. 
This lack of Consultation has taken away the Nation’s ability to have any say or 
control over the use of lands and surrounding areas. 
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Following CRDN’s most recent review of the LTMMP and as identified with CRDN’s 
TLU study incorporating the area – see Appendix “C”, CRDN’s key concerns can be 
summarized as follows: 

• Members continue to perceive risk and avoid Cluff Lake area. CRDN members 
have expressed serious concern regarding their inability to freely occupy areas 
of their traditional territory to undertake cultural activities to maintain a close 
familial network and ensure the intergenerational transmission of knowledge. 

• Need to co-develop approach to reclamation and decommissioning that can be 
applied in current and future projects. CRDN members have expressed serious 
concern regarding their understanding of the Best Practices undertaken 
throughout the years of mining as well as the decommissioning testing and 
future monitoring within their traditional territory. 

• Renew CRDN confidence in industry and land use safety. CRDN members 
have expressed serious concern regarding their personal safety living with the 
results of the Cluff Lake mine project.  

• Increase CRDN’s exercise of Treaty rights in the region. CRDN members have 
expressed serious concern regarding their inability to utilize their land as they 
choose. CRDN members are wary to exercise their rights to cultural activities 
within their traditional territory. These activities may include traditional 
harvesting rights for individuals and the community and/or commercial 
purposes. 

• Increase the Nation’s ability to control and govern the use of their traditional 
lands and surrounding areas with purposeful inclusion of their participation in 
the development and proposed execution of this LTMMP. 

CRDN’s experience with the Project and regulatory processes to date has left CRDN 
membership wary of trusting governmental oversight of lands that have been 
irreparably changed without CRDN’s consent or involvement. Despite CRDN’s prior 
participation in these regulatory processes, including providing written submissions – 
see Appendix “B” – and previously providing the CNSC with a TLU study that includes 
the Project area – see Appendix “C”, it appears that CRDN’s recommendations have 
fallen on deaf ears.  

As such, there remain critical gaps in the processes developed insofar as they are 
able to adequately consider the impacts upon Aboriginal and Treaty rights. These 
historical shortcomings must be addressed before transferring licences between 
responsible parties.  



 

 

#702712v1 

CRDN submits that its meaningful involvement in the co-development and co-
management of lands and decisions that stand to intimately impact upon their 
everyday life is a reasonable and easy place to begin.  

The CNSC’s acknowledgements and recommendations remain unaddressed  

The concerns raised by CRDN in this submission are not new. Unfortunately, they 
remain unaddressed. In the Licence renewal hearing, the CNSC expressly 
acknowledged a number of the ongoing concerns raised by CRDN and the CNSC 
made recommendations related thereto. Unfortunately, these recommendations 
remain to be acted upon. CRDN has summarized the relevant findings and 
recommendations from the CNSC that are relevant to CRDN's concerns reiterated 
above.  

The CNSC acknowledged that the "frivolous posting of signs" is discouraged. One 
Commission member noted that such signs were perhaps not achieving their intended 
purpose. Consequently, the CNSC further recommended that Orano reassess its use 
of signage. Thus, the ongoing reliance on radiation warning signs at the exploration 
core sample storage location, and potentially elsewhere, is inappropriate and cannot 
be relied upon as a mitigation measure for CRDN's ongoing perceptions of risk to 
health, safety and suitability of the Project area for the exercise of Aboriginal and 
Treaty rights. Rather, a comprehensive suite of public awareness programs and 
harvest trust-building programs must be established in collaboration with CRDN. 

The CNSC confirmed that additional efforts must be made by Orano in including 
Indigenous traditional knowledge in its monitoring programs. Similarly, the CNSC 
recognized that Orano's communication methods could have been more effective and 
Orano was asked to review its Indigenous engagement program in this regard. 
Unfortunately, to date the inclusion of CRDN's traditional knowledge has been 
scarcely addressed and Orano's engagement methods vary little from those 
undertaken previously.  

Greater efforts must be made by Orano, the CNSC, and Saskatchewan going forward, 
to ensure CRDN's Indigenous traditional knowledge is incorporated in 
decommissioning processes and public awareness programs must be significantly 
enhanced and supplemented. Doing so will help demonstrate how CRDN’s traditional 
knowledge has been considered alongside other scientific methods when assessing 
risks to human health and well-being. Overall, the incorporation of CRDN's Indigenous 
traditional knowledge into the public awareness, trust-building, and monitoring 
programs, in addition to CRDN’s meaningful participation as a co-developer, is critical 
to its acceptance and the confident reliance among CRDN Members. 
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The CRDN Council looks forward to meeting with the CNSC staff in the coming weeks 
in advance of the March 1-2, 2023 hearing and working through the CNSC hearing 
process to discuss and address CRDN’s outstanding concerns with the application 
and the LTMMP.  

Yours Truly, 

JFK Law LLP 

 
per: 
 
 
Jeff Langlois 
Partner  
 
 
  

JFontaine
Stamp
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Appendix “A” 
 

  



Review of Orano Canada Inc. Request to Revoke the Current Licence and 
Release the Cluff Lake Project to the Institutional Control Program - 

 Clearwater River Dene Nation (CRDN) 
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Introduction 

Background   
 
Orano Canada Inc. (Orano) is the licensee responsible for the operation of the decommissioned 
Cluff Lake Project. Cluff Lake is located in the northwestern Saskatchewan on Treaty 8 territory 
and the traditional homeland of the Metis. The Project commenced mining and milling 
operations in 1980. Following a comprehensive environmental assessment and licensing process, 
regulatory approval for decommissioning was granted in 2004. Physical decommissioning works 
to achieve long term decommissioning objectives were completed by 2006. Continuous site 
occupancy ended in 2013 when a program to remove infrastructure that had remained in support 
of on-site monitoring and maintenance and prepare the site for open public access was 
completed.  
 
In 2019, both the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) and Saskatchewan Ministry of 
Environment (SMOE) acknowledged that decommissioning objectives had been met and 
approved portion of the Cluff Lake surface lease to be surrendered, releasing parcels of the 
property not requiring long-term oversight. With the remaining parcels decommissioned, and 
administrative requirements ready to be taken over by the Province of Saskatchewan, Orano has 
requested that the CNSC revoke the Cluff Lake Uranium Mine Decommissioning Licence and 
exempt the Government of Saskatchewan from requiring a CNSC licence to manage the 
remaining parcels, allowing for their transfer into the Institutional Control Program (ICP). 
 
Clearwater River Dene Nation Background 
 
The Clearwater River Dene First Nation are Dene speaking and occupies multiple La Loch Reserves 
outside of La Loche and Buffalo Narrows. The Clearwater River Dene Nation (CRDN) controls over 
9,500 ha of land and as of August 2022, has just under three thousand registered members. CRDN 
is one of the nine First Nations that currently form the Meadow Lake Tribal Council that formed 
in 1981. For cultural, economic trade, social and spiritual needs the CRDN carry out usual 
practices including and not limited to, hunting, trapping, harvesting and fishing for a wide range 
of species. These practices have started before and continued after the signing of Treaty 8. 
Critical for this community’s survival is the ability to freely continue to rely on their ancient lands 
for diverse ranges of cultural, socio-economic, livelihood and spiritual purposes. 
 
CRDN members rely on their traditional territory for the exercise of their rights, for sustenance, 
and to practise and transmit their culture and language. Any changes to their territory or its 
oversight has the potential to adversely impact the rights of CRDN members. 
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Purpose 
 
While CRDN members accept that regulators believe the achievement of decommissioning 
objectives having been demonstrated, this does not take away from the fact that CRDN members 
have had a long and varied history with Cluff Lake mine and will continue to do so. However, 
despite assurances from CNSC and the Government of Saskatchewan that the Cluff Lake project 
site is overall safe for CRDN members to conduct traditional activities, CRDN argues that on the 
contrary their members have a continued perception that the Cluff Lake site is unsafe and 
potentially contaminated.  
 
Previous communications with CRDN membership revealed the following overarching concerns: 
 
Safety: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their personal 
safety living with the results of the Cluff Lake mine project.  

Land Use: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their inability to utilize their 
land as they choose. CRDN members are wary to exercise their rights to cultural activities within 
their traditional territory. These activities may include traditional harvesting rights for individuals 
and the community and/or commercial purposes. In their 2022 written submission to support 
transfer of administrative oversight to ICP, Orano recommend that “The decommissioned mine 
footprint remains with unrestricted access for travel and on- going casual land use. Traditional 
resource user cabins and associated casual land use activities of hunting, trapping, fishing, 
camping and gathering berries and tea should remain unrestricted.”1 Orano also stated that, 
“Although the risk assessment presents low risk for full-time residency at the decommissioned 
Cluff Lake site, as a prudent measure it is recommended that full-time residency be restricted.”2 

Occupancy: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their inability to freely 
occupy areas of their traditional territory to undertake cultural activities to maintain a close 
familial network and ensure the intergenerational transmission of knowledge. 
 
Future Use and Value: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding land that they 
consider valueless. 
 
Best Practices: CRDN members have expressed serious concern regarding their understanding of 
the Best Practices undertaken throughout the years of mining as well as the decommissioning 
testing and future monitoring within their traditional territory. 

Consultation and Engagement: CRDN have expressed concerns that the project at Cluff Lake 
failed to Consult their membership from inception up to and including the request to revoke the 
current Licence and release the Cluff Lake project to the ICP. This lack of Consultation has taken 
away the Nation’s ability to have any say or control over the use of lands and surrounding areas. 

                                                       
1 https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/the-commission/hearings/cmd/pdf/CMD23/CMD23-H8-1.pdf  
2  Ibid 

https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/the-commission/hearings/cmd/pdf/CMD23/CMD23-H8-1.pdf
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Furthermore, rendering certain impacts to rights effectively permanent by eliminating regulatory 
oversight, preventing CRDN members from future exercises of Aboriginal and Treaty rights in 
affected areas, requires that the Duty to Consult and Accommodate be fulfilled at the high end 
of the Haida spectrum.3 As the decision for the application is to be made by CNSC (as an agent 
to the Crown) the CNSC must fulfil the Duty to Consult and Accommodate prior to any decision 
being made. That Duty must also meet the satisfaction of CRDN and their membership. 

Oversight: CRDN are concerned that the change in oversight of the Cluff Lake site from CNSC to 
ICP will result in less robust consultation between CRDN and the Province of Saskatchewan 
thereby potentially resulting in the failure of Saskatchewan to fulfil the Duty to Consult and 
Accommodate. In a letter issued to Saskatchewan on the 22nd November 2022, CRDN outlined 
considerable concerns regarding the lack of meaningful consultation and engagement between 
themselves and the province regarding a number of projects; Orano’s Cluff Lake Decommission 
is amongst the list of projects. CRDN also understands that Saskatchewan is currently reviewing 
their Consultation Framework, however, it is unclear how the province intends to consult with 
CRDN while they are in this transitory period. The absence of meaningful consultation between 
CRDN and Saskatchewan places CRDN in the untenable position of engaging with industry 
proponents without a full, clear, and transparent understanding of how Saskatchewan intends to 
fulfil its duty to consult. CRDN wishes to see the establishment of specific consultation and EA 
review processes that are agreed upon mutually between themselves and the province.  
 
Review of Orano Canada Inc. Request to Revoke the Current Licence and Release of the Cluff Lake 
Project to the ICP 

According to Orano, the parcels that require long-term administrative oversight, currently remain 
in the Cluff Lake surface lease and will be transferred to the provincial IC Program include:  

• D Mining Area: D-pit;  
• Claude Mining Area: Claude pit, Claude waste rock pile, Claude peat trenches; 
• DJ Mining Area: DJN/DJX pit, DJ underground mine;  
• OP-DP Mining Area: OP/DP underground mine;  
• Mill Complex Area;  
• Tailings Management Area;  
• Landfills: domestic, industrial, Secondary Treatment System Ponds, mill landfill 

and Cluff centre landfill;  
• Lakes: Snake Lake and the portion of Claude Lake that is within the surface lease 

boundaries.4  

                                                       

3 Haida Nation v British Columbia, 2004 SCC 73 at para 44.  

4 https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/the-commission/hearings/cmd/pdf/CMD23/CMD23-H8-1.pdf  

https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/the-commission/hearings/cmd/pdf/CMD23/CMD23-H8-1.pdf
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With these parcels decommissioned, and administrative requirements ready to be taken over by 
the Province of Saskatchewan, Orano requested that the CNSC issue a revocation of the Cluff 
Lake licence and accept the Government of Saskatchewan be exempt from requiring a licence to 
manage the remaining parcels, allowing for their transfer into the IC Program.5  

Orano claims that the following milestones were achieved over the current CNSC licence period 
(August 2019 to present): 

• Closure of the detailed post-decommissioning plan and creation of the End-State 
Report;  

• Continuous optimization of the environmental monitoring plan – establishing the 
monitoring plan to be carried out through the Long-term Monitoring and Maintenance 
Plan to be administered by the Province of Saskatchewan;  

• Removal of groundwater monitoring wells;  
• Removal and decommissioning of monitoring equipment no longer required under the 

long-term monitoring plan for the property;  
• Engagement with indigenous stakeholder groups to solicit feedback on the Long-term 

Monitoring and Maintenance Plan; and,  
• Presentation of the performance during the 2020 operating year to the Commission by 

the CNSC staff through the Regulatory Oversight Report at a public meeting in 
December 2021.  

 
Conclusions: 

• There are no full-time workers on the Cluff Lake site, monitoring and maintenance is 
completed by contractors. Who are these contractors and what is their familiarity with 
the site? How often do they visit the site and what is the nature of their work? 

• Orano states in their report that ‘overall radiation risks for workers and the public 
accessing the decommissioned site are low’. CRDN would like to see this quantified. In 
other parts of the report Orano states that the site is safe for ‘casual’ use. This type of 
vague language provides no comfort for CRDN members wishing to use the site. 

 
Release of Cluff Lake to ICP 

According to the Government of Saskatchewan: “The Institutional Control Program (ICP) was 
created to ensure protection of the environment for the health, safety and well-being of future 
generations; provide greater certainty and closure for the mining industry; recognize past stated 
obligations by the province and meet national and international obligations for storage of 
radioactive materials. Prior to the establishment of the ICP, there was no provincial process to 

                                                       
5 Ibid 
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regulate the long-term post-closure management and responsibility, i.e. institutional control, of 
a site after the successful completion of the decommissioning and reclamation plan where 
monitoring has determined that the site is safe, stable and secure and a release has been 
granted.” 

The Reclaimed Industrial Sites Act (2007) and The Reclaimed Industrial Sites Regulations (2007) 
were approved in 2007 to legislate and implement the ICP. The two primary components of the 
ICP are: the Institutional Control Registry (Registry), and the Institutional Control Funds. 
Institutional Control Funds includes the Monitoring and Maintenance Fund and the Unforeseen 
Events Fund. The Monitoring and Maintenance Fund pays for long term monitoring and 
maintenance; the Unforeseen Events Fund will pay for unforeseen future events.  

The primary objectives of the ICP are to:  
• Protect human health and safety;  
• Protect the environment;  
• Ensure future generations are not burdened with the costs of long-term monitoring and 

maintenance for current mining development;  
• Be sustainable; and  
• Recognize federal jurisdiction regulatory roles and responsibilities for national and 

international obligations.  

A site cannot be accepted into the ICP until remediation activities have taken place and regulatory 
authorities have issued a release or exemption from operations. Also, a site cannot be transferred 
out of the ICP unless assurances are provided to regulatory authorities that the proponent has 
the financial and operational capability to manage site responsibilities.  

As we know the CNSC has deemed the Cluff Lake site acceptable for transfer to ICP. Furthermore, 
studies conducted by CNSC’s Independent Environmental Monitoring Program (IEMP) 
(conducted at the Cluff Lake site in 2017) indicated that the public and the environment in the 
vicinity of the Cluff Lake Project are protected and that there is no unreasonable risk to health 
and the environment.6 The findings of IEMP are consistent with those of Orano. There has been 
no new environmental or human health assessment conducted of the Cluff Lake site immediately 
prior to the planned revocation of the Current Licence and Release of areas associated with the 
Cluff Lake Project to the ICP; nor have the regulators deemed it a necessary measure.  

Some concerns do arise regarding the transfer of Cluff Lake’s administration to ICP. A report 
compiled by the Saskatchewan Environmental Society (SES) raised the issue of capacity. Orano 
has recommended that:  

                                                       

6 Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission Independent Environmental Monitoring Program Technical Report, Cluff 
Lake 2017.  
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• The decommissioned mine footprint remains with unrestricted access for travel and on- 
going casual land use. Traditional resource user cabins and associated casual land use 
activities of hunting, trapping, fishing, camping and gathering berries and tea should 
remain unrestricted.  

• Although the risk assessment presents low risk for full-time residency of Cluff Lake, as a 
prudent measure, it is recommended that full-time residency is restricted.  

• The decommissioned mine footprint has industrial and commercial uses and disturbances 
restricted...The TMA should have no approved industrial or commercial uses or 
disturbances.  

• There should be no draining or dredging of ...Snake Lake 
• There should be no installation and use of wells to access groundwater for drinking.7  

These are conditions that SES claims will require monitoring to generations to come, they raise 
the concern that ICP may not have to capacity to monitor the site to the required level necessary. 
SES claims that Orano’s response to the capacity concern was that the ICP is a good solution 
because it is an agency under the Government of Saskatchewan and governments are inherently 
more stable than industry, Orano also claims that the Cluff Lake property will have very ‘low 
reliance’ on institutional controls for protection of people and the environment.8 SES argues that 
the conditions outlined above will require a level of frequent inspection and enforcement that 
goes well beyond a once every five year inspection visit.9  

Given recent political events, that is the proposed 
Saskatchewan First Act which calls for the assertion of 
exclusive provincial jurisdiction over natural resources 
and other rights. The Act is based on 1930 Natural 
Transfer Resource Agreement, where the federal 

government transferred control over resources to the provincial government, an agreement that 
did not include any form of consultation with Indigenous Nations.10 The Saskatchewan First Act 
is opposed to by Indigenous Leaders in Saskatchewan. Of course, CRDN has considerable 
concerns over the prospect of transferring the administration and oversight of such a significant 
parcel of land that is the Cluff Lake site to a government that shows such callous regards to the 
Indigenous people of Saskatchewan and their rights, and potentially to the legal duty to consult.  
 
Ongoing Monitoring of Cluff Lake  
 
Given some of the concerns raised above, including capacity of ICP to monitor the Cluff Lake 
site and perceptions of CRDN members regarding the safety of the site, it is suggested that 
Orano and ICP work with CRDN to develop a monitoring program for the site.  

                                                       
7 https://environmentalsociety.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Cluff-Lake-Report-2020.pdf 
8 Ibid  
9 Ibid 
10 16 December 2022, “First Nations leaders pan Sask. First Act, threaten legal action and blockades” 
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/saskatoon/first-nations-sask-first-act-legal-action-1.6689149  

“Our ancestors did not sign away 
resources… Our ancestors  did not sign 
away resources.” Moosomin First Nation 
Chief Cheryl Kahpeaysewat responding to 
the proposed Saskatchewan First Act 

https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/saskatoon/first-nations-sask-first-act-legal-action-1.6689149
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Concerns moving forward  
 
CRDN is concerned that transfer of Cluff Lake to Saskatchewan’s 
control will:  
 

1. Thus far there has been insufficient consultation between 
CRDN and Saskatchewan. Chief Teddy Clarke  

 
2. Land use is not restricted but the wording used in the 

LTMMP states that: “In consideration of administrative 
controls, Orano recommends that: 
The decommissioned mine footprint remain with 
unrestricted access for travel and on-going casual land use. 
Traditional Resource User cabins and associated casual land 
use activities of hunting, trapping, fishing, drinking water from Cluff Lake, and gathering 
berries and tea should remain unrestricted.” This sounds as though land use still poses 
risks. This wording does not provide comfort to CRDN members who have maintained 
trepidation over using the site for traditional purposes. Some clarification on what ‘casual 
land use’ actually means and worded in plain language would be helpful. However, the 
view of CRDN is that casual land use does not fully restore CRDN treaty rights in the Cluff 
Lake region. 

3. Regardless of scientific data indicating that the Cluff Lake site is now safe, Chief Teddy 
Clarke stated at a CNSC public hearing in 2019, that there are lasting impacts of the mine 
project that go well beyond the decommissioning phase. There are CRDN members who 
are still hesitant to exercise their rights in the Cluff Lake region because of perceived risks 
in using the site. The Chief also said that knowing there are ‘core samples with radioactive 
symbols on them’ which still exist at the site does not alleviate these concerns. As the 
Chief says, even if CRDN members hunt in that site there are still concerns in the back of 
their minds that the food might be not be safe. Therefore, restoring confidence in the site 
should still be considered a priority and should include a public information campaign 
designed in collaboration of CRDN. 

 
CRDN is concerned that the release of effected properties from licensing will:  
 

1. Erode government oversight of the property  
 

2. Eliminate key accountability mechanisms ensuring the safety of the properties  
 

3. Create new and novel impacts. 
 

 

“I got a couple of moose in 
that area, in the Cluff Lake 
area … And when I did that 
and when some of the 
people that I shared my 
moose with it's like, what 
area did you go into?  Cluff 
Lake area.” And came out of 
and some of the things that 
they've heard from the Cluff 
Lake mine.” 
(Lester Herman – CRDN 
member and land user) 
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Recommendations 
 

1. Establish a process for formal consultation between CRDN and the Government of 
Saskatchewan to address CRDN’s concerns relating to Cluff Lake decommissioned site and 
other uranium development in CRDN traditional territory. 
 

2. Full restoration of CRDN’s Treaty rights in the area. Regardless of whether or not the 
regulators deem the site safe, there is still the perception it is not safe. The ‘perception 
of risk’ (as Chief Clarke stated in a public hearing in front of CNSC in 2019) is that the site 
is not safe and CRDN members do not feel they can fully exercise their Treaty rights in the 
area. At the time of the hearing, CNSC staff had stated that they believed a public 
information campaign they engaged CRDN in had been successful, however, CRDN did 
not feel that was the case largely because the campaign had not included CRDN when 
developing that campaign.  
 

3. Develop a monitoring program with the full cooperation of CRDN that also includes CRDN 
members to participate in the monitoring – this will help to restore confidence in the site 
if they see the work first-hand. It is also crucial that monitors who are familiar with the 
Cluff Lake mine site conduct the monitoring and inspections. This initiative should be 
funded by ICP and Orano. 

 
4. Public information campaign is required and one that is developed with significant input 

of CRDN to ensure it is effective and written in language that is acceptable to CRDN 
members. As Chief Teddy Clarke stated in his 2019 intervention testimony to CNSC: “…my 
recommendation to Orano is we need to go into more detail, more visibility, more 
commitments within the members within the communities.  I think that would be a solid 
foundation.” We need to be partners basically. – more public information.” 
 

5. CRDN requests a detailed list and description of all aspects and features of the site to be 
monitored and inspected and a schedule of how often the site will be monitored. Since it is 
expected that the inspections will generally be several years apart and will potentially be 
conducted by personnel unfamiliar with the application, the need for a detailed identification and 
description of all elements to be inspected (and specifically what components of each element 
must be examined) is imperative. As a result of the extended timeframe between inspections or 
acceptance into the registry, personnel familiar with the site and even the ICP may be limited, as 
such CRDN recommends Orano and ICP train monitors from CRDN and other local Indigenous 
communities.  
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1.0 Clearwater Dene First Nation Request to Intervene and Appear  

The Clearwater River Dene Nation (“CRDN”) provides this submission and seeks 
to participate in the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (“CNSC”) review of 
Orano Canada Inc.’s (“Orano”) application for the renewal of the Uranium Mine 
Decommissioning Licence for the Cluff Lake Project. CRDN members historically 
depended upon the project area for hunting, fishing, trapping and gathering of 
food and resources, and for the exercise of their Treaty 8 rights. The Cluff Lake 
mine disrupted this use and CRDN has a vested interest in ensuring that 
decommissioning and reclamation of this project is carried out properly and in a 
way that is responsive to their ongoing rights in the area. 

CRDN’s principle interest in engaging in this license review at this time is to 
develop a firm understanding of the status of the mine site’s reclamation 
program, any long term human health and safety issues associated with the site 
and make both the CNSC and Orano aware of ongoing community perceptions 
related to radiological and toxicity matters. In CRDN’s view this objective is 
aligned with CNSC’s management direction for the Cluff Lake site:  

“The Cluff Lake Project has now met the objectives identified in the DDP. As 
part of adaptive management, CNSC staff will continue to work with Orano to 
minimize the possible impacts of uncertainty in their long-term modelling 
(100 to 500 years)… It should be noted that Orano will be submitting a post-
decommissioning, long-term environmental monitoring program to the 
Province of Saskatchewan and to the CNSC. This will include, among other 
things, surface water monitoring downstream of Snake Lake and Claude 
Lake, to verify recovery of contaminated surface water and long-term 
predictions”. 
 
(Source: CNSC Staff Report to CNSC Commission, March 2019 - e-Doc 
5762208 (WORD)) 

CRDN’s overarching concern is that the mine, despite being seemingly well 
advanced in terms of decommissioning and rehabilitating the biophysical impacts of 
the mine, nonetheless continues to impact upon CRDN members. In particular, 
CRDN members continue to have concerns about the safety of harvesting food and 
resources from this area, and have concerns about whether this area is appropriate 
for the exercise of Treaty rights. This concern is exhibited through avoidance of this 
area, whereas CRDN’s traditional use evidence indicates that the entirety of this 
area was once used by its members.  

CRDN participates in this proceeding to share this concern and relevant information 
to advocate for changes to Orano’s licence and oversight of its decommissioning 
activities to ensure that the decommissioning process is carried out in a manner 
that is responsive to CRDN’s rights to, and dependence upon, these lands. Put 
another way, to date Orano and the CNSC have focussed on promoting a 
decommissioning process that aims to meet safety and environmental concerns, 
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but the actual use of this land for the exercise of rights has not been adequately 
considered. CRDN would like to suggest additional ways that Orano and the CNSC 
can work together with CRDN to ensure that the impacts of the mine on its exercise 
of rights are addressed. 

In particular, at the conclusion of this submission, CRDN requests that licence 
conditions be developed to require Orano to (i) co-develop (with CRDN) public 
information programming specific to CRDN and in particular, its land users (ii) 
establish programs to support harvesters in accessing the mine area for the 
exercise of Treaty rights and (iii) expand the scope of studies on country foods and 
other resources that CRDN depends upon so that CRDN members’ faith in the 
safety of consumption of those resources can be restored. 

We look forward to working with both the CNSC and Orano through this licence 
review process. In particular, CRDN requests that these written submissions be 
considered by the CNSC and that CRDN be able to appear before the CNSC during 
the hearing of this matter on or about May 15, 2019. 

2.0 CSNC Staff Conclusions and Recommendation 

CRDN has reviewed and given consideration to Orano and CNSC staff generated 
reports in relation to the matter and understands the scope of what is being applied 
for by Ornano and CNSC staff views, conclusions and recommendations in respect 
to the application. CRDN highlights the following for both CRDN community and 
CNSC Commission clarification:  

Orano’s Cluff Lake Project is currently licensed under UMDL-MINEMILL-
CLUFF.01/2019, which authorizes the licensee to modify and decommission 
the site. The licence specifically authorizes the licensee to possess, 
manage, and store nuclear substances, and to possess and use prescribed 
equipment and prescribed information. 

Orano has applied to the CNSC for a five year licence renewal to the uranium 
mine and mill decommissioning licence. The application [1] included a request for 
the following four amendments to the current licence: 

 a new CNSC licensed area that only includes parcels of land on 
which CNSC licensable activities will continue; 

 replace the completed Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP) with the 
submitted Detailed Post-Decommissioning Plan (DPDP) [2]; 

 reduce the financial guarantee to reflect the completion of decommissioning 
activities and the conduct of ongoing monitoring and maintenance activities 
proposed in the DPDP; and modernize the licence to better reflect the post-
closure activities on site. 

 

In respect to this application, CNSC staff recommend that the Commission: 
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 accept the new licensed area provided in appendix A of the proposed licence; 

 accept CNSC staff’s conclusion that the objectives of the Detailed 
Decommissioning Plan have been met and accept the new Detailed Post-
Decommissioning Plan; 

 accept CNSC staff’s recommendation to approve the revised financial 
guarantee of C$3.5 million for the Cluff Lake Project; and 

 accept CNSC staff’s recommendation to renew the CNSC licence issued 
to Orano Canada Inc., UMDL-MINEMILL-CLUFF.01/2019, with a 
standardized licence conditions handbook for a period of five years, 
expiring July 31, 2024. 
 

CNSC staff conclude that Orano’s PIDP meets the regulatory requirements for 
public information and disclosure. CNSC staff continue to oversee Orano’s 
implementation of the PIDP to ensure that they meet their obligations regarding 
dissemination and notifying the public and Indigenous communities regarding their 
licensed activities. CNSC staff also encourage Orano to review and update their 
PIDP on a regular basis to meet the changing information needs of their target 
audiences 

CNSC staff conclude that: 

 an Environmental Protection Review under the NSCA and its 
Regulations was conducted for this application. CNSC staff conclude 
that the licensee will make adequate provision for the protection of the 
environment; and 

 Orano Canada Inc. is qualified to carry on the activity authorized by 
the licence and will, in carrying on that activity, make adequate 
provision for the protection of the environment, the health and safety 
of persons and the maintenance of national security and measures 
required to implement international obligations to which Canada has 
agreed. 

CNSC staff recommends the Commission take the following actions: 

 accept the new licensed area provided in appendix A of the proposed 
licence; 

 accept CNSC staff’s conclusion that the objectives of the 
Detailed Decommissioning Plan have been met and accept 
the new Detailed Post-Decommissioning Plan; 

 
 accept CNSC staff’s recommendation to approve the revised 

financial guarantee of C$3.5 million for the Cluff Lake Project; 
and 

 accept CNSC staff’s recommendation to renew the CNSC licence 
issued to Orano Canada Inc., UMDL-MINEMILL-CLUFF.01/2019, 
with a standardized licence conditions handbook for a period of five 
years, expiring July 31, 2024. 
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3.0 Project History Summary and Location 

The Cluff Lake Project is located in northwestern Saskatchewan, approximately 75 
kilometres south of Lake Athabasca, 15 kilometres east of the Alberta border, and 
900 kilometres north of Saskatoon. Mining activity commenced at the Cluff Lake 
Project in 1979 and ceased in 2002. Decommissioning began at the site in 2004 
and was completed in 2006. 
 
The Cluff Lake Project consisted of two underground mines, four open pit mines, 
an above ground tailings management facility, a mill and other support facilities. 
These facilities were located within the boundaries of two watersheds: 

 the Cluff Creek Watershed where the mines, waste rock piles and 
Germaine Camp facilities were situated; and 

 the Island Creek Watershed where the mill, tailings management area 
(TMA) and effluent treatment system were located. 

(Source: CNSC Staff Report to CNSC Commission, March 2019 - e-
Doc 5762208) 
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Cluff Lake Project Operational Site 

(Source: CNSC Staff Report to CNSC Commission, March 2019 - e-Doc 5762208 
(WORD)) 
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4.0 Clearwater River Dene Background  
 
By way of background, the CRDN are a Dene speaking people. At the time of 
contact our ancestors were present, occupying, utilizing and in possession of a 
large swath of land centered on the Clearwater River watershed and the Patterson 
Lake area and extending north from Patterson Lake to areas within the Carswell 
and Old Fort Rivers watersheds.  

As part of our usual practices carried out before and at the time of the signing the 
Treaty 8, our ancestors hunted, trapped, harvested and fished a wide range of 
animal, bird, fish and plant species for subsistence, and for cultural, economic 
trade social and spiritual needs. Certain species and plants were of greater 
significance to fulfill these needs, but all species and plants were important to our 
way of life. 

Whitefish Lake, now called Garson Lake, was already an old established Dene village of 
50 people in 1880. On August 4, 1899 the residents were gathered in Fort 
McMurray and selected Adam Boucher as headman to represent them in the signing 
of Treaty 8. 

The descendants of this group from Garson Lake became known as the Portage La 
Loche Band. At the La Loche Mission in 1907 these families asked that treaty payments 
be made to them at La Loche or Buffalo River so they wouldn't have to travel all the way 
to Fort McMurray. On July 17, 1911 they received their treaty payments at Portage La 
Loche (West La Loche).In 1920 the Portage La Loche Band (now known as the 
Clearwater River Dene Nation) had 66 members.  

Our people adhered to Treaty 8 following the main signing of the Treaty that 
occurred at Lesser Slave Lake in 1899. Through oral promises of the parties and 
the written terms of Treaty # 8, the Treaty established a set of reciprocal rights and 
obligations owed by the Crown to the Indigenous people, including our ancestors. 
In addition to guaranteeing the ongoing right to hunt, fish, trap, harvest and pursue 
their traditional livelihood, the treaty also provided rights to carry out activities 
incidental to the exercise of these rights including, but not limited to: 

• rights to unrestricted access to preferred lands and waters of a 
sufficient quality and quantity necessary to exercise rights within their 
traditional lands; 

 
• rights to sufficient and culturally appropriate land and resources to 

support the exercise of rights; 
 

• rights to participate in the management of natural resources within their 
traditional lands; 

 
• rights to gather various natural resources, including plants and 
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berries, within their traditional lands; 
 

• rights to establish the infrastructure necessary to exercise rights, 
including by building trails, cabins, camps, traps; and 

• rights to maintain and access sites where CRDN's culture and way of life can 
be taught to subsequent generations. 

Our community members continue to actively exercise these treaty rights through our 
traditional territory. To this day, our families depend on our ancient lands for a range 
of cultural, sustenance, livelihood, spiritual and socio-economic purposes. Our ability 
to depend and rely on our lands is still critical to our community. Our families 
generally face high levels of unemployment and must continue to depend on the land 
to put food on the table. Any impact, disruption or diminution of our community's 
ability to rely on our wildlife, fish, berries, plants, forests and water resources can 
result in serious impacts and ramifications. 

 
In recent years, the CRDN had the opportunity to conduct an initial traditional land 
and resource use study. The resulting maps and information confirm our people's 
historic, current and ongoing use of our traditional territory. Of significance, a locus 
and concentration of community land and resource utilization occurs around 
Patterson Lake, in and on Patterson Lake and areas extending north and south of the 
Patterson Lake area.  
 
Based on information relayed to us by our elders, knowledge keepers and active land 
users, the CRDN is able to delineate a Traditional Territory within north-western 
Saskatchewan and north-eastern Alberta. The location of the Cluff Lake site in 
relation to the CRDN Traditional Territory is depicted below.  
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CRDN Traditional Territory (Tentative) 

 
The CRDN notes that this Traditional Territory map is considered “tentative” and will 
be updated as additional historical, current land and resource use and cultural 
information is incorporated though community based research. The CRDN also 
highlights the fact that its members have the ability to exercise their Treaty rights and 
meet their livelihood and cultural needs outside of these bounds and that they 
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actively do so. The CRDN also acknowledges that other Indigenous people, being 
their relatives and neighbors also exercise their rights and practice their culture within 
this identified area. The CRDN honor their right and continues to welcome them to 
our traditional and ancient lands.  
 
5.0  CRDN’s Exercise of Rights 
 

The CRDN have and continue to exercise a wide range of rights and cultural practices 
throughout their Traditional Territory. Livelihood and cultural practices that existed at the 
time of contact and at the time of the signing of treaty continue to the present day. 
There clearly has been some level of cultural change and modification in how these 
rights are exercised on the ground. With that said, the majority of CRDN members 
continue to need to be on the land, are required to be on the land and wish to be on the 
land as their ancestors and prior generations did. Trapping clearly spiked as an 
economic and trading activity as European demand for furs escalated through 18th 
century and into 19th century. Trapping has since declined in importance as principal 
economic and trading driver since the 1970’s however numerous CRDN members 
continue to harvest fur bearers for a wide range of purposes.  

It is possible to set out examples of CRDN rights exercised within its Traditional 
Territory and summarize these in the following way:  

Right Exercised / Integral Activities / 
Cultural Practices 
 

Species Utilized / Value Referenced 
 

Right to Hunt Large Mammals - General Large Mammals - General 
Right to Hunt Moose Moose 
Right to Hunt Caribou(Woodland/Barren 
Ground) 

Caribou (Woodland/Barren Ground) 

Right to Hunt Mule Deer Mule Deer 
Right to Hunt White Tailed Deer White Tailed Deer 
Right to Hunt Kodiak Bear  Kodiak Bear  
Right to Hunt Black Bear Black Bear 
Right to Hunt / Trap Small Mammals Small Mammals - General 
Right to Hunt / Trap Rabbit Rabbit 
Right to Hunt / Trap Beaver Beaver 
Right to Hunt / Trap Otter Otter 
Right to Hunt / Trap Muskrat  Muskrat  
Right to Hunt / Trap Lynx  Lynx  
Right to Hunt Wolverine Wolverine 
Right to Hunt Badger Badger 
Right to Hunt / Trap Weasel Weasel 
Right to Hunt  / Trap Squirrel Squirrel 
Right to Hunt / Trap Marten Marten 
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Right to Hunt / Trap Wolf Wolf 
Right to Hunt / Trap Coyote 
Right to Hunt / Trap Fox 

Coyote 
Fox 

Right to Hunt Birds - General Birds – General  
Right to Hunt Partridge  Partridge  
Right to Hunt Grouse Grouse 
Right to Hunt Geese Geese 
Right to Hunt Ducks Ducks 
Right to Hunt Swan Swan 
Right to Harvest Duck Eggs Duck Eggs 
Right to  Fish – General  Fish – General  
Right to Fish Jackfish / Northern Pike Jackfish / Northern Pike  
Right to Fish Grayling  Grayling  
Right to Fish Pickerel / Walleye Pickerel / Walleye 
Right to Fish Ling Cod Ling Cod 
Right to Fish Whitefish Whitefish 
Right to Fish Trout Trout 
Right to Harvest Berries – General  Berries – General  
Right to Harvest Saskatoon Berries  Saskatoon Berries  
Right to Harvest Wild Strawberries  Wild Strawberries  
Right to Harvest Blueberries  Blueberries  
Right to Harvest Raspberries  Raspberries  
Right to Harvest Chokecherries Chokecherries  
Low Bush Cranberry Low Bush Cranberry 
High Bush Cranberry High Bush Cranberry 
Right to Harvest Plants – General  Plants – General  
Right to Harvest Wood – General  Wood – General  
Right to Harvest Wood for Cabins Wood for Cabins 
Right to Harvest Wood for Domestic Use Wood for Domestic Use 
Right to Harvest Wood for Tepees Wood for Tepees 
Right to Harvest Wood for Overnight 
Shelters  

Wood for Overnight Shelters 

Right to Harvest Wood for Fuel - Camps Wood for Fuel - Camps 
Right to Harvest Wood for Domestic 
Heating 

Wood for Domestic Heating 

Right to Quarry Rock – General  Rock – General  
Right to Quarry Rock - Pipestone Rock - Pipestone 
Right to Quarry Rocks – Ceremonial 
Purposes 

Rock – Ceremonial Purpose 

Right to Collect Potable Water – For 
Camp 

Water – For Camp 

Right to Collect Potable Water – 
Domestic Purposes 

Water – Domestic Purposes  

Right to Construct / Maintain Cabins Cabins 
Right to Construct / Maintain Camps Camps 
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Right to Construct / Maintain Overnight 
Shelters 

Overnight Shelters  

Right to Travel to / Access Hunting, 
Fishing, Trapping and Harvesting Areas 

Travel to / Access Hunting, Fishing, 
Trapping and Harvesting Areas 

Right to Build, Use and Maintain Trails  Build, Use and Maintain Trails 
Right to Use Land / Water Travel Routes  
to Access Hunting, Fishing, Trapping and 
Harvesting Areas 

Use Land / Water Travel Routes to 
Access Hunting, Fishing, Trapping and 
Harvesting Areas 

 
6.0 Exercise of Rights in Hosting Landscape: Prior / During Mine Operation 
 
To date, CRDN has not been afforded the opportunity to undertake comprehensive 
rights and cultural research. Through 2010–2014, the CRDN was able to undertake an 
initial level of baseline what can be best described as traditional land and resource use 
research. A limited number of community members were involved in one-on-one map 
biography interviews and a series of thematic maps were produced depicting 
documented geo-spatial data. The focus of that initial research effort was related to a 
proposed oil sands development proposed west of Descharme Lake in areas along 
the Saskatchewan – Alberta border. CRDN Indigenous use and knowledge 
information contributed by CRDN elders, knowledge holders and land users were 
categorized into the following thematic areas:  
 

 Dene Place Names  
 Settlements 
 Gathering Places 
 Camps 
 Cabins 
 Rest Spots 
 Land and Water Based Travel Routes 
 Hunting 
 Fishing 
 Trapping 
 Berry Harvesting 
 Plant Harvesting  
 Medicinal Plant Harvesting 

 
As with all studies, CRDN and its principle researcher had to contend with limitations 
in respect to budget, time, resources and community member availability. Clearly 
much more needs be done. With that said, the research completed does provide 
some strong indicators of past and ongoing community land and resource use 
patterns. The Traditional Territory (tentative) map encompasses and is constructed 
upon data gathered during that research initiative in addition to other information and 
knowledge contributed by the community to researchers.  
 
As with all Indigenous people, water plays a key role in their history, culture, use of 
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lands and resources and movement across their ancient lands and territory.  Water 
bodies and sources of water have and continue to play a key role in determining how 
CRDN rights are exercised and how cultural practices occur on the ground. Water 
plays a key role in determining where, how and in how much density key fish, wildlife 
and plant communities manifest themselves across the various landscapes within 
CRDN’s Traditional Territory. Based on prior community research, the following water 
bodies in the northern portion of the CRDN Traditional Territory act as important 
anchor to the CRDN’s culture and way of live. Some of these water bodies within the 
northern portion of CRDN’s Traditional Territory include:  
 

 Davy Lake 
 William River  
 Tuma Lake 
 Carswell Lake 
 Bartlett Lake 
 Harrison River 
 Old Fort River 
 Douglas River  
 Agar Lake 

 
CRDN presents a snap shot of some of the resulting community information from the 
2011-2014 study as it relates to the Cluff Lake mine site and the landscape that plays 
host to the Project. Information was reproduced and plotted with Google Earth Pro:  
 
 

 
Identified CRDN Community Use within Hosting Landscape:  

Derived from Limited Set of CRDN Community Interviews 
(Source: Google Earth Pro Project, April 2019) 
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Identified CRDN Community Use within Hosting Landscape:  

Derived from Limited Set of CRDN Community Interviews – Close Up #1 
(Source: Google Earth Pro Project, April 2019) 

Legend 

Yellow Lines – Hunting Areas   Red Polygons – Fishing Areas 
Purple Lines– Land Based Travel Corridors Blue Lines – Water Based Travel 
Corridors 
Hollow Purple Point Feature – Cabin Site Purple Point Feature – Gathering Site 
 

 
Identified CRDN Community Use within Hosting Landscape:  

Derived from Limited Set of CRDN Community Interviews – Close Up #2 
       (Source: Google Earth Pro Project, April 2019) 
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Legend 

Yellow Lines – Hunting Areas   Red Polygons – Fishing Areas 
Purple Lines– Land Based Travel Corridors Blue Lines – Water Based Travel 
Corridors 
Hollow Purple Point Feature – Cabin Site Purple Point Feature – Gathering Site 
 
The temporal scope for the prior research was based on a recall period of “within living 
memory” – where community participants identify examples of their use of lands and 
resources from the earliest time they can recall to the present time. Depending on the 
age of the CRDN member interviewed in 2011-2014, the information could be derived 
from use that occurred over a period of approximately 50 / 60 years. Thus if the 
interviews occurred as of 2011 – 2014, the information could be held to apply to 
current land use occurring as of 2014 stretching back to past land use activities that 
could have occurred around 1954 on average. In addition some information is based 
on the actual activities of the interview participant and in some cases, the interview 
participant was sharing knowledge transmitted to them from an elder or a family 
member who had firsthand knowledge of the place, event or activity being described.  
 
Based on the above information derived from the 2011 – 2014 interviews, it is possible 
to delineate an area of concentration of cultural use by a limited number of CRDN 
members in relation to the Cluff Lake area. The area of concentrated CRDN 
community use in the Cluff Lake mine site is demarcated in light green:  
 

 
 

CRDN: Identified Area of Concentrated Community Use in Cluff Lake Mine Site Area: 
Past and Current Use 

(Source: Google Earth Pro Project, April 2019) 
 

 



16 
 

7.0 Exercise of Rights in Hosting Landscape During Mine Operation / Closure  
 
In March 2019, the CSNC made a limited amount of funding available to the CRDN to 
undertake some additional in community research related to Orano’s relicensing 
application. This research has the following objectives:  
 

 Review existing traditional land and resource use information as it related to 
the Cluff Lake mine site and host landscape  

 Identify an initial group of community members able to contribute Indigenous 
use and knowledge information related to the Cluff Lake mine area and host 
landscape  

 Investigate, identify and document any community issues, concerns and 
interests related to the Cluff Lake mine site and host landscape 

 Identify areas of concentrated community use where the exercise of rights and 
practice of culture exists as of the present day related to the Cluff Lake mine 
area and host landscape, and 

 Invite recommendations community recommendations to be incorporated into 
a report to be transmitted to the CNSC and Orano for review and 
consideration 

 
The result of this work is summarized below to assist in issues analysis.  
 
Historical Exercise of Rights and Practice of Culture 
 
Prior to the time of when government asserted control over Indigenous people in the 
north-west, CRDN’s ancestors were distributed as families or clans in an axis between 
Garson Lake and Lake Athabasca. 
 
The general patterns of CRDN family use and occupancy has remained consistent 
from the time of contact, to the time of the CRDN ancestors’ adhesion to Treaty #8 to 
the present day.  
 
CRDN families stayed at, camped and moved between key water bodies such as 
Barney and Graham Lake, North and South Watchusk Lake, Birch Lake, Garson Lake 
Gipsy Lake, Gordon Lake, La Loche Lake, Mclean Lake, Peter Pond Lake, Linvall 
Lake, Turnor Lake, Mcbeath Lake, Wedgewood Lake, Wasekamio Lake, the 
Clearwater River, Careen Lake, Langley Lake, Lloyd Lake, Johnston Lake, Big Fish 
Lake, Descharme Lake Agar Lake, Preston Lake, Mirror River, Forrest Lake, 
Patterson Lake, Harrison Lake, Minto Lake, Dunning Lake, Brudell Lake, Snare Lake, 
McTaggart Lake, Hale Lake, Laurier Creek, Shae Creek, Agar Lake (North), James 
Creek, Cluff Lake, Sandy Lake,  Old Fort River, Carswell Lake, Tuma Lake, Lake 
Athabasca and other creeks, rivers and smaller lakes.  
 
As with other areas of the northern Boreal region, mammals distributed themselves 
widely over the landscape as a survival tactic and due to lower levels of biological 
productivity.  Mammals moved and migrated in seasons and in response to seasonal 
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and larger weather cycles. Former CRDN generations actively planned, strategized 
and moved to where they knew they had optimal chances of procuring larger 
mammals, fish and other desired and needed food and materials from the land. As a 
result they were highly mobile in the lands between Garson Lake in the south and 
Lake Athabasca to the north. 
 
As a result of their movements, CRDN families came to know and become related with 
other Indigenous people of the region who planned and implemented their land use 
strategies, patterns and seasonal round of cultural activities. Pre-contact networks of 
trade were in existence between CRDN families and neighboring Indigenous people 
and the fur trade attached itself to this pre-established network and grew and 
succeeded as a result.  
 
The lands and waters between Garson Lake and Lake Athabasca essentially formed a 
north – south cultural corridor for CRDN families. Forrest Lake, Patterson Lake, 
Harrison Lake, Minto Lake and Shae Creek were located at the centre of this cultural 
arc and can be viewed as the core of the CRDN’s Traditional Territory.  
 
CRDN families moved along this north-south axis, travelling to and spending periods 
in the summer on Lake Athabasca given the plentiful supply of fish. They camped, 
fished and hunted with northern Dene families. As a result of these summer travels, 
CRDN families began to travel to and spend time in the Carswell Lake, Cluff Lake, 
Douglas River and Old Fort River areas. People would gather and camp at Cluff Lake 
and travel to Old Fort and spread out along Lake Athabasca.  
 
Over the past fifty years, CRDN family land use patterns and trends changed and 
modified due to the creation of reserves, the establishment of permanent community, 
the creation of seasonal / all-weather road networks, the decline of commercial 
trapping and the growth of a cash based economy.  
 
Notwithstanding this change, CRDN families continued and continue to be strongly 
attached to the traditional lands continuing to exercise their rights of hunting, fishing, 
trapping, harvesting and gathering. The CRDN’s livelihood and culture is intimately 
connected to their traditional lands. Due to lower local and regional employment 
opportunities, a high percentage of CRDN families continue to depend on their 
traditional lands to meet family’s sustenance needs.  
 
While the locus of CRDN’s traditional land use and cultural activities remained (and 
remains) in the Forrest Lake, Patterson Lake, Harrison Lake, Minto Lake and Shae 
Creek, the Cluff Lake area was steadily utilized by CRDN families into the 1990’s. The 
area was predominately used as a seasonal hunting area with fishing occurring in area 
lakes, streams including the Douglas and Old Fort River and its tributaries.  
 
Longstanding CRDN Community Cultural Attachment to Cluff Lake Area 
 
Based on prior interviews conducted with CRDN members, a strong and long-standing 
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connection between the CRDN people and the Cluff Lake emerges. CRDN provides a 
high level summary of information provided by CRDN elders, knowledge holders and 
land users:  
 

Despite the fact that the Cluff Lake area was a considerable distance from 
Laloche, the area was intensively used by CRDN trappers and hunters prior to 
uranium exploration started in the 1960’s and initial mining operations 
commenced; 
 
The “Semchuk Trail”, which went to become Highway 955, was built on the 
ancient ancestral trail that ran between Laloche, Cluff Lake, Carswell Lake, 
Fond du Lac and the area that became known as Uranium City;  
 
People would travel on the ancestral trail and up to the Cluff Lake area to trap 
and hunt with dog teams and on foot. Several community members recall that it 
would take approximately a month to travel by foot from Laloche to Fond du 
Lac, if one travelled dawn to dusk each day; 
 
There were a large number of trappers in the area and at Laloche in the 1950’s. 
One community member recalls a conversation with the local Hudson Bay 
manager who told him that there 260 trappers working in the area. The 
community member knew a lot of these people came from Laloche; 
 
Given the importance of trapping, the Government of Saskatchewan used to 
contract planes to fly trappers to and from trapping areas and Cluff Lake area. 
Thus speedy and regular access to the Cluff Lake area continued into the 
1960’s;  
 
Once mining exploration activity occurred in the area and the highway to the 
Cluff Lake area was upgraded, the Government of Saskatchewan ceased 
flights in the 1970’s. Over time, CRDN members began to procure ski-doos and 
trucks which assisted them in accessing the northern trapping areas and the 
Cluff Lake area;  
 
When community members speak of “Cluff Lake”, there are generally referring 
to or referencing a broader areas or landscape that includes Cluff Lake, 
Saskatoon Lake, Carswell Lake, Sandy Lake and Douglas River;  

 
Cluff Lake was an important area that was used and occupied by Indigenous 
People from Laloche, Fort Chipewayn and Fond Du Lac. Trappers and hunters 
from these three home communities would travel, gather, spend time with one 
another and trap and hunt with one another in all seasons;  
 
Several community members recall that many trappers used to meet, gather 
and camp at Saskatoon Lake, near Cluff Lake. There were a number of 
permanent cabins on Saskatoon Lake;  
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Most community members interviewed state that the main trapper that spent a 
lot of time at Cluff Lake and had a cabin on the south side of Cluff Lake was 
“Alex Flett” from Ft. Chipewayn; 
 
Trapping activity declined in the area following a severe fire in the area that 
took out a lot of the productive habitat and fur prices dropped; 
 
In the 1950’s and 1960’s Barren Caribou herds would migrate near Cluff Lake 
and people would hunt them; and 
 
Despite the decline in fur prices, CRDN community members continued to 
travel to and use the Cluff Lake area well into the 1980’s and early 1990’s 
 

Current CRDN Community Land Use Patterns 
 
CRDN members have identified current (a.k.a. more recent, ongoing) land use 
activities that occur around the Cluff Lake area and host landscape. Some current land 
and resource use areas where discussed, identified and marked on maps. This 
includes:  
 

 Community members continue hunt for moose in an area north of Cluff Lake, 
up to and around Carswell Lake. This generally occurs in the late summer and 
early fall; 

 
 Moose hunting still occurs in the lands as far south as Minto Lake up to the 

Douglas River.  Hunting for geese and ducks occurs on the south side of the 
Douglas River. This too occurs in the late summer and fall;  

 
 Moose hunting also occurs south of James Creek through to the Shea Creek 

areas.  Geese and duck hunting also occurs in this area; 
 

 Hunting for smaller mammals, birds and fur bearers also occurs in the above 
noted areas in the course of hunting for larger game; and 

 
 Fishing continues in the Old Fort River downstream of the Douglas – Old Fort 

confluence. This occurs in the summer. 
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Current and Ongoing Hunting CRDN Areas Near Cluff Lake Mine Site / Host 
Landscape 

(Source: Google Earth Projection: April 2019) 
Legend 

Purple – CRDN Current Hunting Areas  
 
 

 
Current and Ongoing Hunting CRDN Areas Near Cluff Lake Mine Site / Host 

Landscape:  
Carswell Lake Area Recent Areas  

(Source: Google Earth Projection: April 2019) 
Legend 

Purple – CRDN Current Hunting Areas  
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Current and Ongoing Hunting CRDN Areas Near Cluff Lake Mine Site / Host 

Landscape:  
 Douglas – Old Fort Areas  

(Source: Google Earth Projection: April 2019) 
 

Legend 

Purple – CRDN Current Hunting Areas  
 

 

 
Current and Ongoing Hunting CRDN Areas Near Cluff Lake Mine Site / Host 

Landscape:  
 Areas to South of Cluff Lake Mine – James Creek Area  

(Source: Google Earth Projection: April 2019) 
 
When one compares the current land use trends with those identified based on “the 
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living memory” recall interval in the earlier set of 2011 – 2014 interviews, some 
contrast in community land and resource patterns emerges. The newer set of 
interviews indicates that a shift away from the mine site and water bodies around the 
Cluff Lake mine site appears to have occurred. It was not within the scope of the 
exercise to quantify that shift however it is possible to compare and contrast the two 
areas.  The following map depicts reported prior cultural and traditional land use 
(demarcated in green) contrasted reported current cultural and traditional land used 
(demarcated in red). 
 

 
CRDN: Cultural / Traditional Land and Resource Use Shift 

Green - Reported prior cultural and traditional land use  
Red - Reported current cultural and traditional land used  

(Source: Google Earth Projection: April 2019) 
 
It is important to consider the potential range of factors that might lead to this 
perceived shift in community land and resource use in proximity to the Cluff Lake mine 
site and host landscape. Some of the potential factors might include:  
 

 different people were interviewed in the 2011-14 interviews than those available 
and involved in recent review of traditional land use; 
 

 differing land use patterns and general change resulting from people’s age, 
choice and other factors such as availability of fish, game and earth materials; 
and 
 

 some community members electing to utilize lands and resources in areas 
more removed from the mine operational / reclamation site for certain reasons. 
 

CRDN Issues and Concerns Associated with Cluff Lake Mine Site 
 
Following the identification of more recent hunting and land use patterns in proximity 
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to the Cluff Lake mine site, a series of questions were asked of CRDN members 
related to their perceptions of the Cluff Lake mine site and host landscape. A summary 
of issues, concerns and interests expressed in that session are summarized below:  
 

 One CRDN elder interviewed between 2011 – 2014 recalls a large public 
meeting occurring in Buffalo Lake in the 1960’s about the proposed mining 
exploration. He recalls the most people at the meeting, including people and 
trappers from Laloche were against the opening of the area for uranium mining 
 

 Some CRDN members recall or recall hearing about early mineral exploration 
that occurred in the Cluff Lake area in the mid to late 1960’s. However it wasn’t 
until the late 1970’s/early 1980’s that community members became more aware 
of major construction work and mining operations commencing in the area. 
Some CRDN members remember families travelling to the area and were 
“startled” by the level of noise and activity. Some can recall a gate being put up 
where non-workers weren’t allowed past. Thus some CRDN members didn’t 
see the actual open pits and mining operations underway. There is recollection 
of roads being improved and airstrip being constructed but could hear the noise 
and see the dust in the area from some miles. At this time, it appears that some 
CRDN families continued to camp and hunt in the area but they opted to not 
stay at the traditional gathering and camping spot immediately north of Cluff 
Lake.  

 
 Through 1980’s and 1990’s, it appears that less families from the CRDN spent 

time around Cluff Lake. Two CRDN members report that their families simply 
started to hunt, fish, camp in areas away from the mine given the level noise 
that seemed to come from the mine site and that there were simply “quieter and 
nicer places” to be.  

 
 While some CRDN members continue to travel to the Cluff Lake area and 

spend time fishing and hunting down the Douglas and Old Fort Rivers, this 
activity appears to happen less as many families stopped travelling north to fish 
at Athabasca Lake for the summers, although apparently some CRDN 
members still report that they spend time there from “time to time”. 
 

 Some CRDN members report that they know actively choose to avoid spending 
time around the former Cluff Lake mine site and surrounding areas, as these 
areas are not perceived to be like what they remembered them to be There are 
simply more pristine areas to travel to and spend time at.  

 
 Some CRDN members have a perception that the land around the Cluff Lake 

mine site and creeks and rivers that flowing eastwards from the mine “off 
bounds” until contamination / radiation levels “drop back down”. 

 
 Some CRDN members report that there is too much uncertainty in their minds 

about whether fish, animals and plants found in the area might contain some 
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level of “radio-activity” that is unsafe to consume year after year. 
 

 Some community members have heard and are of the opinion that some radio-
active materials and waste was left behind after the mine closed was simply 
buried as the company didn’t want to spend money removing the materials.  

 
 One comment provided relates to the way that mining used to be done, and 

where ground water may be interacting with the left over tailings which may 
migrate through ground water and interact with surface water.  

 
 Overall, there is a general perception that even though the site is being 

reclaimed and “looks better” it will never “be the same again” and should be 
“avoided in case there is risk to our family’s health and safety”. 

 
 There appears to be some knowledge in the community that some radioactive 

elements can remain “hot” and “toxic” and persist in the environment for 
millennia. It appears that this knowledge may come from an external source 
and where there is some conflation between residual uranium mine tailings and 
waste rock and spent nuclear fuel remaining at the end of the nuclear cycle.  
 

 There is some knowledge about the Gunnar mine site abandonment and that it 
appears that government let industry walk away from the site leaving a toxic 
legacy that has not been addressed. There is some perception that there will be 
persisting toxic legacy issues arising from Cluff Lake which will be dealt with in 
the same way that Gunnar is dealt with.  
 

 In general, there appears to be a sense that the Cluff Lake mine site has been 
irrevocably changed and the area is seen as being “lost” to the community.  
 

 The community has a high degree concern over proposals for additional 
uranium mines and mills being proposed in the Patterson Lake and mining 
proposed right in Patterson Lake. Potential loss of the Patterson Lake area, 
which is very close to the community, is perceived as something that would be 
harmful to the culture and well-being of families and community.  

 
8.0 Need for Research Related to Avoidance of Landscapes and Best Practices 
in Community Knowledge Building 
 
The CRDN has reviewed and provided consideration to Orano and CNSC staff level 
reports prepared for the upcoming hearings for Orano’s application. The CRDN 
highlights the following important excerpts from the CNSC staff issued report:  
 

 “CNSC staff confirmed that Orano has met all decommissioning objectives 
established in the Comprehensive Study Report [6]”. 

 “Orano continues to maintain a management system applicable to the 
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decreasing risks associated with the site. Orano’s corporate structure is being 
maintained, and as processes are no longer applicable, these are described in 
their Annual Reports. CNSC staff have no concerns related to the Cluff Lake 
management system”. 

 “With the completion of decommissioning activities at the site (involving 
remediation of work areas and removal of radiological hazards) and cessation 
of site occupancy in 2014, Orano entered into a post-decommissioning state… 
Nevertheless, radiological monitoring of the remediated areas continues 
throughout the site to demonstrate that post-decommissioning radiological 
conditions (i.e. gamma and radon) are stable and levels of airborne 
contaminants are at background levels”. 

 “The site has no effluent discharges and no longer produces any 
contaminants or waste. “Orano’s environmental performance is directly 
linked to the successful completion of decommissioning activities for the site. 
Over the 2016 to 2018 reporting period, Orano has not identified any issues 
that would constitute a failure of the decommissioning objectives established 
through the DDP”. 

 “The Cluff Lake Project has achieved the decommissioning objectives 
established through the DDP and is currently meeting the DSWQO. The 
modelled forecast predicts that the natural increase in contaminants in 
receiving lakes, as the source term moves through the environment, is 
predicted to remain below the DSWQOs for the long-term. CNSC staff 
conclude that the licensee will make adequate provision for the protection of 
the environment”. 

 “The Cluff Lake Project is a decommissioned site and Orano has met the 
objectives identified in the DDP. As part of adaptive management, CNSC staff 
will continue to work with Orano to minimize the possible impacts of uncertainty 
in their long-term modelling and verify the performance of the actions taken to 
ensure long-term site safety”. 

(Source: CNSC Staff Report to CNSC Commission, March 2019 - e-Doc 5762208 
(WORD)) 

Based on the above CNSC findings and conclusions in respect to the Cluff Lake mine 
site and Orano’s mandated reclamation, remediation and monitoring measures, there 
appears to be good reason for optimism about the long term recovery of the area. 
  
With that said, there is clearly a divergence in the CNSC staff and Orano’s views and 
CRDN’s community perceptions of the health, safety and suitability of the mine site 
following reclamation. Community input from some CRDN members hold that the area 
is generally:  
 

 not in the state that existed prior to the existence of the mine exploration, 
development and operations; 
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 not a suitable place where the community can re-establish its long standing 
cultural connection and practices; 

 
 while reclaimed, is a potential source of contamination and hazard that could 

directly harm people that choose to spend time staying in the area; 
 

 is a potential source of contamination and hazard that could indirectly harm 
people through the process bio-accumulation / bio-magnification; and 

 
 is generally a place now to be avoided given a combination of the above factors 

 
The community’s perceptions appear to be manifesting in reduced use of this area, 
despite assurances that these risks are small or non-existent. This reduced use 
represents an overall cultural loss to the community and results in a deletion of an 
important cultural area that the community maintained a connection with over time.  
 
As part of the work plan supported by the CSCN, the CRDN is undertaking a literature 
search in relation to the matter of landscape avoidance by Indigenous people. While 
scientific disciplines may be able demonstrate that key environmental receptors are 
not being adversely affected, perception is enough to result in avoidance, cultural loss 
and an overall decline in community well-being. The CRDN may be able to obtain 
important information from prior experience and academic research that can help 
inform an appropriate way forward in relation to knowledge building and information 
gathering that the community trusts. Once this synthesis is complete, this will be 
provided to both Orano and CNSC staff.  
 
In addition, it is clear that the nuclear industry (from the mining, fuel production, power 
production to the waste management end of the sector) have had to engage with 
Indigenous and non-Indigenous communities in respect to common human health and 
risk assessment matters. It is likely that some best practices in community knowledge 
building and information gathering have been developed that should be reviewed and 
considered. While direct engagement with industry and regulators helps, it is likely that 
for community trust to be built with the nuclear material sector, some level of 
independent inquiry and research must occur.  In parallel with the above task, the 
CRDN will be undertaking a synthesis review of best practices and case examples of 
community nuclear education. Again, the results of this will be shared with CNSC staff 
and Orano.  
 
9.0 Discussion and Recommendations  
 
CRDN’s perspective is that the goals of decommissioning should not be narrowly 
construed -  the goal must be the rehabilitation of this site so as to allow for the re-
commencement of the exercise of Treaty rights in this location. The information shared 
in this document demonstrates, while the decommissioning process is well advanced 
from certain environmental perspectives, there remains much work to be done to 
restore CRDN members’ confidence in carrying out harvesting activities in this area.  
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To address the demonstrated avoidance behaviours of CRDN members, CRDN 
recommends the CNSC impose additional conditions on the licence, pursuant to 
s.24(1) of the Nuclear Safety and Control Act. CRDN is not in a position to prescribe 
specific language for these conditions, but suggests that conditions be designed to 
require the following items. 
 
(1) Co-Development of Public Education Program for CRDN Members 

 
While the CNSC staff report has concluded that Orano’s PIDP has identified clear 
goals and measurable objectives in terms of dissemination of information to targeted 
audiences – including to Indigenous groups – CRDN members have continued to 
express apprehension about harvesting in this area, and appear to actively avoid this 
area for the exercise of rights. This disconnect between the goals of public information 
dissemination and CRDN’s continued perception of risks associated with harvesting in 
this area should be addressed through a new approach to public education regarding 
the decommissioning process and the rehabilitation of this area. CRDN suggests that 
the licence include a condition requiring Orano to co-develop a CRDN specific 
information program that is aimed at resolving this gap between Orano’s 
understanding of the success of the decommissioning process, and CRDN’s continued 
perception of risk. CRDN suggests that the key elements of such a program would 
include:  

 a more comprehensive study of CRDN’s perception of risk in relation to the use 
of the Orano site and surrounding areas. Such a study could draw on existing 
traditional use information and gather more comprehensive information on the 
use of the site in recent years; 

 the study of a wider variety of species that CRDN depends upon for the 
exercise of rights so that CRDN can gain confidence in the ability of its 
members to harvest those species in this area – this study would benefit from 
CRDN involvement in setting indicator species and in gathering samples, so 
that community members trust the results that are collected through this study; 

 resources to support community engagement in a variety of modes, so that 
wider swathe of harvesters and land users may be engaged who may not 
attend public forums, or read public newsletters. In particular, we suggest that 
programs be developed to engage elders and youth in particular.  

 
(2) Establish programs to support renewal of traditional harvesting in mine area 

 
Relatedly, CRDN requests that an additional condition be designed to require Orano to 
assist CRDN in encouraging its members to re-engage in harvesting activities and the 
exercise of Treaty rights in the vicinity of the mine. This would be assisted by a 
focused information dissemination campaign that is supported by evidence on the 
safety of engaging in harvesting activities in this area, but in CRDN’s experience, more 
will be required to encourage members to engage in activities in this rehabilitated 
area. CRDN suggests that Orano be required to provide resources to support the 
establishment of cultural and harvesting camps during key seasons, and to work with 



28 
 

CRDN to discuss additional infrastructure and programs that could be put in place to 
support harvesting in this area. 
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Photo 1 K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı Tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] at sunrise 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Indigenous Rights and Knowledge Survey (IRKS) of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and 
mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] was commissioned by Clearwater 
River Dene Nation (CRDN) to provide information required by the Nation, NexGen Energy Ltd., 
Regulatory Authorities, and the Crown to assess the impacts of the planned project on the 
individual and collective rights of CRDN members.  It is an investigative study intended to 
provide baseline information to support an assessment of the impacts of the proposed uranium 
mine and mill on CRDN rights and interests.  It is not an impact assessment.  
 
The proposed Rook 1 project is situated on shores of Patterson Lake [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı 
tu/Upper Pelican Lake] in northwestern Saskatchewan. Patterson Lake [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu] 
is a main waterbody within CRDN traditional lands which is integrally connected to the 
Clearwater River [Des Nëtthë]́ as it flows south and west and ultimately joins Athabasca River in 
Alberta. The greater part of the Nation’s traditional lands that are most intensively utilized and 
occupied by CRDN families are situated within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed.  
The proposed uranium mine and mill is situated Up North, in the upper reaches of Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] which includes the Patterson Lake Area and it lies within and adjacent to 
other watershed areas where CRDN Denesuline families have continuously and customarily lived 
and harvested for generations beyond count.   
 
CRDN members are deeply attached to the traditional lands and waters which have long 
sustained the Nation’s families.  Current patterns of CRDN members’ use and occupancy which 
have been passed down by the Nation’s ancestors are both intensive and extensive.  Moreover, 
the land-based activities which CRDN families engage in are a continuation of ancient 
Denesuline ways of life which have been transmitted for thousands of years to the present 
generations of the Nation.  As described by CRDN members, living off the land activities in the 
present day are grounded in Denesuline values, practices, customs, and traditions which are 
reflective of a distinctive way of understanding and being in the world and are supported by 
social structures, institutions and the Dene language which are required to sustain this 
distinctiveness.  While tools and techniques may have changed through time, the fundamental 
values and precepts of a Denesuline way of life have not.  Patterns of CRDN occupancy and use 
of traditional lands have a longstanding consistency. 

For the purposes of this IRKS investigation, the documentation which substantiates CRDN 
members longstanding occupancy and customary use of traditional lands centered around 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] has been consolidated and presented in the form of 
maps and text.  Since the occupancy and use of the Patterson Lake Area by CRDN families is so 
intense and complex, contextual background information which undergirds activities within the 
lands in question has been included in this IRKS, with a focus on the patterns of occupancy and 
use documented by the Nation’s members and customs, practices and traditions which define 
CRDN as a distinct Denesuline community.   
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To understand the present-day context within which the NexGen project is proposed, the study 
also examines past related projects and exploration activities, including the Nation’s experience 
with the uranium mine and mill at Cluff Lake which operated within CRDN traditional lands 
north of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] between 1980 and 2002.  The general effects of 
mineral exploration activities within the entirety of No Hoe Neneh, CRDN traditional lands, as 
described by members, are also considered, with attention focussed on uranium exploration 
activities which have taken place within the Patterson Lake Area.  The effects of exploration 
activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] which precede NexGen’s current application 
for regulatory approval to construct and operate the Rook 1 uranium mine and mill are 
specifically examined in detail.  As reported by CRDN members, these exploration activities 
resulted in impacts of consequence to the Nation’s Denesuline families, years in advance of 
NexGen’s regulatory submission.   
 
The anticipated impacts and concerns expressed by CRDN members who participated in IRKS 
interviews specific to the proposed Rook 1 project are largely related to the impacts  
(consequences) which occurred as a result of earlier exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  From the perspective of CRDN IRKS participants, the approval of a 
uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] within the upper reaches of 
the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed will magnify and exacerbate the existing impacts 
which have already experienced by CRDN families.   
 
For reasons described by CRDN members in this report, activities related to uranium extraction 
are incompatible with customary Denesuline ways of life.  The overarching and repeatedly 
expressed concern for CRDN members is that such activities are jeopardizing the entire Des 
Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed, wherein the Nation’s current and ancestral occupancy 
and use is concentrated.  Should the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] be approved the ramifications for current and future generations of the 
Nation are both deleterious and profound.  
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Notes to Reader 
• Denesuline peoples are commonly referred to in Euro-Canadian historical literature as 

Chipewyan.  The term Chipewyan has been replaced by the name the people choose to 
call themselves, Denesuline. 

• The concept of the land as referred to by CRDN Denesuline, and Indigenous peoples 
generally, includes much more than ground and soil.  It encompasses the sky, the 
waters, the elements, and all living and non-living beings which are sentient and imbued 
with energy.  For CRDN, the land is where the spiritual roots and ancestors of the Nation 
reside and from whence the language and Denesuline systems of social organization 
(e.g. knowledge, family, governance, food, education) originate.  There is no comparable 
word for the land in the English language. 

• References to traditional, tradition people, tradition-oriented, as used in this report, 
refers to CRDN members’ adherence to ancient Denesuline values, beliefs, customs, and 
practices in contemporary times.  Traditional in this sense means rooted in the past; not 
past.  

• What is considered to be Patterson Lake on maps prepared and issued by Federal and 
Provincial Governments is referred to here as Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  
According to CRDN Elders, Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake is considered to be a single lake 
with two arms, which were renamed Patterson Lake and Forest Lake by government 
naming boards. 

• CRDN harvesting is best described as sustenance harvesting to clearly distinguish it from 
recreational, sporting activities. Beyond securing foods and materials, CRDN customary 
sustenance harvesting includes the nourishment of Denesuline minds, spirits, family 
ties, and community connections as well as the nurturance of ongoing relationships with 
the Nation’s ancestors and ancestral lands 

• English language words, colloquially used by CRDN members in reference to places, 
activities and conditions on traditional lands or actual words spoken, appear in italics in 
the text of this report (for example, ‘Up North’, ‘living on the land’, ‘clear/clean). 

• Orthographic renderings of Denesuline placenames in this report are subject to review 
by CRDN linguists. Placenames referred to in this report which are still in a rough 
phonetic form are identified by an asterisk [for example, en sa la*]. 

• Identifying names and relationships have been removed from the many direct quotes 
that appear in this report to provide a measure of anonymity for CRDN members.  
However, the reference codes which are assigned to quotes allow them to be readily 
linked back to specific persons and interviews. 

• The traditional land use and occupancy information upon which this IRKS report relies 
does not represent the entirety of CRDN members’ activities on traditional lands.  Nor is 
this information fixed in time.  It will change in response to conditions on the land and 
as new personal use histories are added to the CRDN Traditional Land Use and 
Occupancy database.  
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• CRDN members’ customary activities on the land are so intensive, extensive, and part of 
everyday life that digital recording processes had to be uniquely crafted to reflect this 
reality.  In this regard, methodological conventions and explanations are provided within 
the text and appendices of the report as required. 

• In the absence of suitable alternatives, a number of English words have been used in 
this report which do not properly convey meanings congruent within a Denesuline 
frame of reference.  This frame of reference values the land for the gifts it provides, not 
for the commodities which can be extracted.  Examples of such words include 
‘resources’ ,‘use’ and ‘utilization’. 

• CRDN members’ words rest on their own authority.  The author cum scribe is solely 
responsible for any misunderstandings. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
This Indigenous Rights and Knowledge Study (IRKS) Report, specific to the proposed NexGen 
Energy Ltd. (NexGen) Rook 1 Uranium Mine and Mill Project (the Project), is intended to support 
Clearwater River Dene Nation (CRDN), NexGen, Regulators, and the Crown in evaluating the 
impacts of a uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] on 
CRDN members, families and the community at large.  It has been crafted with a view to 
bridging two very different worldviews such that the adverse effects of the proposed Rook 1 
uranium and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], as understood by 
CRDN members, are clearly presented for inclusion in the prescribed regulatory process.   

1.1 BACKGROUND TO STUDY 
Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. was contracted as an independent external consultant by 
CRDN to carry out the IRKS related to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill, in 
accordance with an IRKS Agreement which CRDN entered into with NexGen Energy Ltd. Since 
Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. has supported CRDN in its efforts to record and document 
members’ traditional use and occupancy (TLUO) since 2010 and was already familiar with 
Nation’s data, the firm’s principal was asked to render further assistance to CRDN with respect 
to the Rook 1 IRKS.  This IRKS is the first project-specific study that CRDN has produced and 
submitted as part of a proposed project regulatory review.  

1.2 INDIGENOUS RIGHTS AND KNOWLEDGE SURVEY  
This IRKS Final Report provides relevant baseline information to support CRDN, NexGen, 
Regulators, and the Crown in identifying and evaluating the potential effects of the proposed 
Rook 1 uranium mine and mill and assessing the impacts on CRDN’s individual and collective 
rights and Denesuline ways of life.  It is based on two primary information sources: 

• project-specific interviews which were carried out with CRDN members in 2020 in 
reference to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/ 
Pelican Lake [Patterson/ Forrest Lake], and 

• traditional land use and occupancy studies (TLUO) carried out by the Nation between 
2010 and 2016, with particular reference to issues and concerns identified by CRDN 
members in regard to mineral exploration and mining activities which have taken 
place/are currently taking place within the Nation’s traditional lands both in the defined 
Patterson Lake study area and beyond. 

CRDN is a distinct Denesuline community with a unique history and attachments to the lands in 
the area of Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The TLUO mapping completed 
by the Nation’s members between 2010 and 2016 documents and confirms these deep and 
enduring attachments.  The issues and concerns which the Nation’s members raise in regard to 
mineral exploration and mining activities, in the Patterson Lake Area and beyond, are 
inextricably embedded in Denesuline values, customs, practices, and traditions and clearly differ 
from the dominant Canadian over-culture.  For these reasons, contextual background 
information about CRDN’s ways of understanding and living with and off the land as a 
Denesuline people has been included in this report for the purpose of elucidating these cultural 
differences and informing a complex regulatory decision-making process.  Collectively, the Rook 
1 project-specific investigations and CRDN’s earlier TLUO investigations provide relevant and 
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substantive baseline information for the use of all parties (CRDN, NexGen, Regulators, and the 
Crown) in support of a comprehensive assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed 
NexGen uranium mine and mill on the lives of CRDN members and families.    
 
The research for both reports was carried out by Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. (Origins) 
under the direction of the firm’s principal, Annette McCullough, an independent traditional land 
use and occupancy researcher (see Appendix 1). 

1.3 CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION 
Clearwater River Dene Nation is located in northwestern Saskatchewan (56 29’ N 109 26’ W) 
near the Saskatchewan-Alberta border (Figure 1).  Highway 155 connects the Nation to the 
urban centres of Meadow Lake and Saskatoon, in the province of Saskatchewan, and a winter 
road connects the community to Fort McMurray, in the province of Alberta.  The main 
settlement, Clearwater Village, is situated on I.R. 222, adjacent to the Northern Village of La 
Loche.  The current membership of the Nation is 2442 (INAC August 20, 2020). The on-reserve 
population is 1030; the off-reserve population is 1432. More than 40% of the population is 
reported to be under the age of 20.  The Dene language is the first language spoken for the 
majority of members.  A Chief and five Councillors, elected for 3 year terms, is the governing 
body recognized by the Government of Canada. 
 
CRDN is signatory to Treaty 8.  The ancestors of CRDN signed adhesions to Treaty 8 at Fort 
McMurray in 1899 and in 1900.  The families who came to be recognized as CRDN were initially 
included on arbitrary band paylists created by Department of Indian Affairs called the Cree-
Chipewyan Band of Fort McMurray and the Fort McMurray Stragglers.  These paylists included 
family groups from Fort McKay, Gregoire Lake, Clearwater River (Paul Cree), Winefred Lake 
(Janvier), and La Loche. In 1925, a separate annuity paylist was created for the Portage La Loche 
Band (now known as Clearwater River Dene Nation (ICCP 1996).  Portage La Loche Band was one 
of the last bands signatory to Treaty 8 to secure its treaty land entitlements.  In 1970, after a 
four decade-long struggle which began in 1926, the Department of Indian Affairs and the 
Province of Saskatchewan finally agreed to the creation three CRDN reserves (I.R. 221 (5741 
hectares), I.R. 222 (2900 hectares), and I.R. 223 (869.70 hectares) (Figure 1) in the vicinity of Lac 
La Loche.  

1.4 PROPOSED NEXGEN ROOK 1 PROJECT 
The proposed NexGen Energy Ltd. Rook 1 Project is located on the shores of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] within the heartland of CRDN’s traditional territory Up North, within 
the upper reaches of the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed.  The Des Nëtthë ́Watershed 
has been continuously utilized and occupied by CRDN ancestors and descendants for minimally 
several centuries.  The presence of Athapaskan speaking (Dene) peoples within these same 
lands dates back thousands of years (See Section 3.0).  
 
As stated in the Project Description prepared by NexGen (April 2019), the proposed Rook 1 
project is a new underground uranium mine and milling facility on Patterson Lake (Figure 2).  
The proposed project includes underground and surface facilities to support the mining and 
processing of uranium ore from the Arrow Deposit.  A maximum footprint of 178 hectares is 
projected.  The proposed project is anticipated to take place over a 42-year time period which 
includes facility construction, operation and closure.  The  active operating period is stated to be   
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24 years.  The projected operating life of the mine could be extended beyond this time frame 
should additional recoverable uranium reserves be identified by NexGen.  The main components 
of the proposed project included in scoping documents for the Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Agency (CEAA) assessment process, include the following: 

• Underground mine development; 
• On-site mill to process uranium ore; 
• Surface facilities to support the short and long-term storage of waste rock and ore; 
• An Underground Tailings Management Facility (UGTMF) to store all mining tailings 

underground, 
• Water handling infrastructure and an effluent treatment circuit;  
• Additional infrastructure that will include a camp for personnel, an airstrip for 

transporting personnel; supporting waste and water management facilities, 
maintenance shop, warehouse, and offices.1 

Associated project components, including the airstrip, road access branching off Cluff Lake Road 
(Highway 155), power supply components, leaching ponds, and the time required for 
construction and decommissioning of the proposed project were only broadly considered in the 
IRKS investigations.  Potential additional and substantial upgrades of Cluff Lake Road between La 
Loche and the proposed mine and mill site to provide safer travel conditions for mine traffic 
were not investigated due to the lack of information when community interviews were carried 
out.   

1.5 REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS AND GUIDANCE 
The proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill project is subject to regulatory review by 
the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) and Saskatchewan Environment and Resource 
Management (SERM).  New uranium mines and mills or uranium mines and mills of a certain size 
require review by CNSC, the agency responsible for conducting a review of the application and 
environmental assessment (EA) in accordance with its own requirements and that of the 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA 2012). The Government of Saskatchewan 
will also conduct an EA to meet its own requirements under the Saskatchewan Environmental 
Assessment Act. The EA review will be coordinated by both parties in the interest of seeing the 
proponent prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that meets the requirements of 
both agencies. In addition, both levels of government will reach their own separate decisions in 
respect to the proposed uranium mine and mill and will issue permits which require meaningful 
consultation with CRDN and accommodation of the Nation’s rights and interests. 
 
It is noted here that there is a considerable body of thought and critique within First Nations and 
academia related to shortcomings of environmental assessment processes in Canada, with 
particular reference to the fact that such processes are framed within a western scientific 
worldview.  As such, they are not structured to adequately account for Indigenous peoples’ 
concerns which are embedded within an entirely different worldview (see Section 3.1.2).  These 
shortcomings, confirmed in recent decisions of Canada’s Supreme Court and by federal officials, 
provided the impetus for the introduction of Canada’s new Impact Assessment Act. 
 

                                                            
1 Source: https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/environmental-
assessments/ongoing/saskatchewan/EA_19_05_80171.cfm). 

https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/environmental-assessments/ongoing/saskatchewan/EA_19_05_80171.cfm
https://www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/environmental-assessments/ongoing/saskatchewan/EA_19_05_80171.cfm
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2.0 STUDY METHODOLOGY 

2.1 CRDN PROTOCOLS 
The IRKS prepared by Origins was conducted in a manner congruent with CRDN research 
protocols and established TLUO research principles which provide guidance for the conduct of 
community-based social science research. 

2.1.1 Intellectual Property 
Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. recognizes that the information provided in this report is the 
intellectual property of CRDN study participants and the Nation.  Study information will only be 
shared by Origins as specifically instructed by CRDN.  All raw research materials created by 
Origins will ultimately be transmitted to a secure repository as directed by CRDN. 

2.1.2 CRDN TLUO Records 
The documentation of CRDN’s history and traditional land based activities and occupancy began 
in 2004 in recognition that such records might be required to identify and confirm the Nation’s 
rights and interests should industrial projects ultimately be proposed within the Nation’s 
traditional lands, No Hoe Neneh (see Appendix 2). 

2.2 STUDY APPROACH 
Working collaboratively with CRDN and the Nation’s Legal/Consultation Team, a study plan and 
process, focussed on the Patterson Lake Area, was created and detailed in a work plan 
presented to NexGen.  Given that the NexGen Rook 1 IRKS is the first project-specific regulatory 
investigation which CRDN has ever been involved in, sufficient flexibility was built into the work 
plan to accommodate CRDN members’ preferences in attempting to meet the study objectives.   
 
The approach adopted by Origins for this IRKS evolved from understandings of best practices in 
the conduct of TLUO studies and from previous experience supporting Indigenous peoples and 
communities in the preparation of submissions for regulatory and legal processes related to 
proposed industrial activities on Indigenous traditional lands.   
 
In the conduct of project-specific studies, Origins personnel serve as facilitators and rapporteurs, 
soliciting information and clarifying issues and concerns being expressed by community 
members and leaders in reference to proposed project activities on Indigenous traditional lands.  
In the reports subsequently compiled every effort is made to create space for study participants 
to articulate concerns, issues and potential impacts of a proposed activity in their own words.  
The reports prepared in this way are intended to create common ground for respectful dialogue 
between project proponents, respective governments, and the affected Nation as well as to 
foster meaningful consideration of issues and concerns raised by the Nation and its members. 
 
The information provided by the Nation’s members in the course of this project-specific 
investigation has been recorded in ways that are compatible with and augment the ongoing 
efforts to document CRDN Denesuline land use and occupancy within the Nation’s traditional 
lands, No Hoe Neneh.  



7 
 

2.3 STUDY OBJECTIVES 
The primary objective of this IRKS is to identify and document CRDN member’s exercise of 
Treaty and Indigenous rights and associated cultural practices within a study area defined as the 
Patterson Lake Area (Figure 3).  

The specific objectives of the IRKS are to: 

• Identify the livelihood, cultural and sustenance practices and activities undertaken 
by CRDN members in the Patterson Lake area; 

• Identify valued resources relied upon by CRDN members for livelihood, cultural 
and sustenance purposes in the Patterson Lake area; 

• Identify places (locales and sites) of historical/cultural importance and utilization 
significant to CRDN members within the Patterson Lake area; 

• Identify the exercise of rights and associated cultural practices undertaken by 
CRDN members within the Patterson Lake area; and 

• Document Indigenous Knowledge (IK) held by CRDN members relevant to the 
proposed project within the Patterson Lake Area. 

Overall, the IRKS is intended to provide baseline information to support CRDN, NexGen Energy, 
Regulators, and the Crown in assessing the potential effects and impacts of the proposed Rook 1 
mine and uranium mill on CRDN members, families, and the collective community. 

2.4 SPATIAL AND TEMPORAL CONSIDERATIONS 
Concepts of space and time for Indigenous peoples are very different from western 
conceptualizations (See Section 3.1.2).  For Indigenous peoples, spaces/places and relationships 
with spaces/places are of primary importance whereas regulatory environmental assessments 
reflect a western focus on time and quantifiable measurement.  Because this study privileges 
CRDN values and understandings of the land it focusses on concepts of places and relationships 
with places rather than on discrete activities based in time. 

2.4.1 Spatial Considerations (Study Areas) 
For the purposes of this IRKS, a primary area of investigation was created which centers on 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  It is referred to in the report text as the Patterson Lake 
Area (Figure 4).  While the boundaries of the defined area are recognized to be arbitrary, they 
are based on CRDN IRKS interview participants’ references to named lakes and watercourses 
which are described as close when referring to the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill.  In 
this regard, the Patterson Lake Area includes Hodge, Gedak, and Broach lakes to the north; 
Dahle, Dixon, Bray, and Preston lakes to the south; Wenger Lake to the west; and Clearwater 
River to the east.  Larger maps portraying CRDN traditional lands in their entirety are also used 
as necessary for clarification purposes and to illustrate how patterns of CRDN members’ use and 
occupancy within the Patterson Lake Area fit within a broader regional context.   

2.4.2 Temporal Considerations 
Since Indigenous peoples have an expansive concept of time that reaches backwards and 
forwards, at times for hundreds and thousands of years, it is impossible to restrict reporting to 
contemporary use only without dismissing CRDN Denesuline realities.  Time simply cannot be 
restricted to the present, since ‘the present’ is grounded in deep past and ancestral connections.    
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For CRDN members, it is not uncommon for ‘current baseline’ to include dates from the 1960s, 
1980s and early 2000s.  In the time period from 1940 – 1960, concerted efforts were made by 
federal and provincial governments to congregate Indigenous people into permanent 
settlements, ostensibly for service and administrative purposes.  During the 1960s to the 1980s 
time period, CRDN members are reported to have been very involved in mercantile trapping and 
commercial fishing endeavours.  In the early 2000s, disturbances of traditional lands by mineral 
exploration activities are noted by CRDN members.   The year 2005 is often referred to as the 
approximate period when mineral exploration activities began to noticeably intensify. 
 
While not generally sought out in the IRKS interviews, information related to the ‘past’ was 
invariably provided by participants and was recorded given its importance in understanding and 
documenting central facets of CRDN history and culture and the deep and longstanding 
connections to the Patterson Lake Area, specifically.  Furthermore, information from the ‘past’ is 
relevant in providing important contextual information about the nature of cultural connections 
between CRDN members and traditional lands in the ‘present’ with specific reference to the 
lands surrounding Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  Throughout this report, 
when existing impacts to the land and the people were referred to by CRDN members, 
approximate dates have been provided, to the extent possible. 
 
Future use of the Nation’s traditional lands and resources was also explored in the context of 
the proposed project’s potential impacts to CRDN’s rights.  Future use pertains to the ability of 
present generations and generations as yet unborn to live tradition-oriented Denesuline lives.  
Denesuline responsibilities for ensuring that traditional lands are cared for and protected for the 
benefit of future generations are fundamental cultural tenets that are repeatedly and 
consistently referred to by CRDN members who have every intention of continuing to exercise 
their rights and live customary Denesuline lives. 

2.5 STUDY ACTIVITIES 
The proposed IRKS plan envisioned the following five discrete spheres of activity:   

(1) Literature and Records Review;  

(2) Project-Specific Individual and Group Interview and Mapping Sessions;  

(3) Data Compilation and Analysis;  

(4) Community Review of Study Results, and  

(5) Final Report Preparation and Submission to CRDN 

However, with the declaration of a global Covid-19 pandemic in early March, 2020, immediately 
following the completion of the first round of CRDN IRKS community interviews and Covid-19 
outbreaks within La Loche and Clearwater villages shortly thereafter, the study plan was 
necessarily revised.  The study activities which were completed are summarized as follows: 

2.5.1 Literature/Records Review 
The literature/records review for this study included a thorough examination of (1) existing 
CRDN TLUO records and archival materials relating to traditional land use and occupancy 
investigations completed between 2010 and 2016; (2) the NexGen Energy proposed Rook 1 
Project Description and Terms of Reference, (3) early archival fur trade and missionary records 
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for the study region, and 4) publications related to non-Indigenous presence and activities on 
CRDN traditional lands, including mining activities generally and uranium mining specifically. 

2.5.2 Individual and Group Interviews and Mapping Sessions 
Since this is the first project specific regulatory study that the Nation’s members have ever been 
involved in, organizing the community interviews took more time than had been initially 
anticipated.  As a result, the initial visit to Clearwater Village in January 2020 was primarily 
focussed on face-to-face discussions with community members, explaining the IRKS research 
team’s involvement on behalf of the Nation and the importance of broad community 
participation in order to ensure that the Nation’s needs and interests were included in the 
regulatory process.  Arrangements were subsequently made for the IRKS facilitators to return on 
March 2, 2020 for a week of community interviews.   
 
The early March 2020 round of community interviews went very well. A number of CRDN 
members had been specifically invited to share their knowledge of and/or current harvesting 
activities in the Patterson Lake Area.  Other members independently chose to participate, on the 
basis of open invitations which were broadly extended to any interested members of the 
Nation.  In total, 22 CRDN members, representing a mix of ages and genders, participated in the 
IRKS interviews.   
 
Prior to the commencement of IRKS interviews, the study purpose and process was verbally 
explained to participants and consent forms were signed.  Copies of the introductory statement, 
consent form, and key question interview guide utilized for the study are appended (Appendix 
3).  For the interview sessions, a map of the proposed Nexgen Energy Rook 1 project footprint 
on Patterson Lake was made available as well as a combination of paper and digital base maps 
at various scales (1:250,000, 1:150,000, 1:50,000) on which study participants could personally 
record their site/locale-specific information.  These maps are collectively referred to as mark-up 
maps.   
 
The short series of open-ended key questions, prepared and submitted to NexGen in advance, 
were used to focus and guide the interviews. The use of open-ended questions allowed CRDN 
IRKS participants the freedom to convey information about matters deemed to be relevant and 
important in ways that were most comfortable (much to the expressed relief of some members 
who had obviously had previous experiences with long closed questionnaires).  The interviews 
were characteristically interactive dialogues between the individual(s) being interviewed and 
the IRKS facilitators (researchers) where the specific topics raised by participants were explored 
in greater detail and clarified as necessary.   
 
A CRDN Denesuline Elder and Interpreter was in attendance during the interviews to assist IRKS 
participants with mapping and question clarification, as necessary.  All interviews were audio 
recorded for later transcription and each individual was assigned a unique identification code in 
accordance with CRDN Traditional Land Use Occupancy data management protocols.  
 
In addition to the individual and marital partner interviews, a number of informal discussions 
with individuals and small groups also took place during the March community visit.  These 
discussions included queries from CRDN members who were definitely interested in 
participating in the IRKS but wanted more detailed information about the actual process and the 
study team’s expectations before making a commitment.  In most instances, arrangements were 
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made for a future interview which would include a marriage partner or 2 and 3 generation 
family groups when the IRKS research team returned to the community for the second round of 
interviews.  
 
Informal discussions also included an impromptu gathering with junior and senior high school 
aged students enrolled in the Venture Program who were interested in knowing more about the 
traditional land use and occupancy mapping processes being used for the IRKS investigations. A 
brief group TLUO mapping session, was followed by a request by students to be formally 
involved in the IRKS interviews.  As stated by a student spokesperson, CRDN youth want to be 
included in the regulatory process since they are the future generation who will inherit the 
legacy of a uranium mine on Goráchághı tu Lake [Patterson/ Forrest Lake] should it be 
approved. The session was video recorded by students but was unavailable for use in the IRKS 
without school administration clearance. The arrangements, necessary for student participation 
in the second round of community interviews, were being investigated when IRKS activities 
were curtailed by Covid-19.  
 
Arrangements were also made for a number of recognized CRDN hunters to participate in a 
Google Earth group mapping session which would specifically focus on identifying all the mineral 
exploration activities and disturbances occurring within favored harvesting areas within the 
Nation’s traditional lands generally and within the Patterson Lake Area, specifically.  While many 
different activities have been reported by CRDN harvesters over the years, the cumulative 
disturbances to harvesting grounds have never been collectively mapped in their entirety.  Nor 
has such information documented in the TLUO database been updated since 2016.   
 
Several CRDN members, currently employed by mineral exploration companies, dropped in to 
the interview venue to state their points of view about the proposed uranium mine and mill at 
Patterson Lake. While these individuals declined to be interviewed because of apprehensions 
that their jobs might be in jeopardy should they to do so (too risky), they did want to register 
serious personal concerns about the implications for Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River], the entire 
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed, and continued CRDN harvesting should the proposed 
Rook 1 project be approved.    
 
Concurrent with the scheduled round of IRKS interviews, a community meeting was held at 
Clearwater Village on March 4, 2020.  The purpose of the meeting was for CRDN members to 
meet the Nation’s legal/consultation team and to learn about the regulatory process and 
timelines related to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill.  Community members 
in attendance were introduced to the team members who would be working to protect the 
Nation’s interests.  Origins personnel provided a brief explanation of the IRKS and the interview 
process and CRDN members with interests in the Patterson Lake Area who were present were 
invited to take part in the interview process.  At the close of the meeting several people came 
forward to request an interview.  In the question and discussion period which was part of the 
meeting, a wide variety of issues and concerns raised and recorded.  
 
One outcome of this introductory meeting was the identification of the need for a specific 
community meeting plan which would allow CRDN members to comfortably participate.  The 
advice received is that future project-related community meetings should definitely have proxy 
CRDN question-takers in attendance to ask the questions that many (most) members do not feel 
comfortable enough to ask directly in a public setting.   
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But most of our people are shy to go up and ask questions. We should have somebody 
there, like [name], in the meeting.  Give...my note so [question-taker] can ask that 
question for me, you know...I know my people. They won’t go up and raise their hand 
and ask the question (CR61/05).  

On March 14, 2020 all community-based investigations were formally suspended until further 
notice, which included the planned second round of IRKS interviews.  Shortly thereafter there 
was a Covid 19 outbreak in La Loche/Clearwater Village.  Various no-contact options, such as 
Zoom, and outdoor or telephone interviews, were explored to determine if a second round of 
interviews could be completed.  However, none of the options were found to be workable.  For 
one thing, many CRDN families were reported to be in isolation at their cabins and were out of 
phone range.  As to technical communication options, most CRDN members do not have access 
to computers.  For CRDN administrators and members, the immediate and pressing concerns 
about the health and safety of family members and the community at large understandably 
outweighed IRKS matters.  
 
On August 9, 2020, Origins was instructed to proceed with the preparation of an IRKS report 
with the information in hand, recognizing that the submission of the results of a partially 
completed IRKS investigative process was the best that could be achieved under the 
circumstances.  Due to Covid-19 restrictions there has been no opportunity for CRDN members 
to review the preliminary IRKS findings and maps to ensure that they are complete and 
accurate.  The report will therefore only be reviewed by CRDN leadership and administration 
staff.  When health safety conditions permit, the final report will be made available to IRKS 
participants and the community at large.  

2.5.3 Data Compilation and Analysis  
The baseline analysis for this IRKS report was informed by the TLUO mapping and interviews 
completed by CRDN members between 2010 and 2016 (see Appendix 2) in conjunction with the 
new information derived from the project-specific IRKS interviews carried out in 2020.  The first 
avenue of investigation was to create a series of maps to elucidate where and how the proposed 
Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/ Forrest Lake] interacts 
with documented patterns of CRDN land use and occupancy within the Patterson Lake Area and 
within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed.  The second avenue was to review all 
CRDN interview transcripts in hand for contextual information about members’ use of the lands 
Up North and the effects of mineral exploration activities taking place at Goráchághı tu/Pelican 
Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], the Patterson Lake Area, as well as other harvesting areas within 
No Hoe Neneh, CRDN traditional lands.   
 
Attention was focussed on CRDN Denesuline understandings of the world and the 
interconnected web of relationships between members and cherished homelands.  Particular 
attention was directed to harvesting and associated activities, including Denesuline social 
structures and organization which support customary activities.  Statements related to CRDN 
member’s understandings and exercise of Treaty and Indigenous rights were noted.  The 
analysis also considered: (1) the text of negotiations and oral promises of Treaty 8 and 
Saskatchewan Elders’ understandings of Treaty 8; (2) Department of Indian Affairs archival 
records concerning Portage La Loche Band (now CRDN); (3) The Royal Commission on Aboriginal 
Peoples Final Report (1996), (4) The Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Canada Final 
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Reports (TRC 2015); and (5) The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(2007, which was fully adopted by the Government of Canada in 2016.   

2.5.4 Reporting 
Crafting an IRKS report for the Nexgen Rook 1 regulatory process which would present CRDN 
perspectives of the proposed uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/ 
Forrest Lake] in a way that would fully inform the decision-making process was a complex and 
time consuming task.  The sheer volume of information provided by CRDN members about 
present day activities on the land was in and of itself daunting.  The more difficult task, however, 
was determining how to present CRDN perspectives in a way which could bridge the differences 
between two worldviews.  
 
In this regard, the need for contextual background information was immediately recognized 
since CRDN is a Denesuline community with a unique history and ways of understanding and 
being in the world.  Moreover, present day CRDN community life, including the activities related 
to harvesting and living on the land, is deeply rooted in Denesuline values, customs, practices 
and traditions as they have been passed down orally for generations beyond memory.  Two 
contextual background documents, intended to elucidate the Nation’s distinctive way of life, 
were therefore specifically created for inclusion in this IRKS report.   
 
The first background document, Clearwater River Dene Nation: The People and Traditional 
Lands is a brief overview of CRDN as a Denesuline people with longstanding connections to 
particular lands, No Hoe Neneh and Des Nëtthë,́ Clearwater River.  The second background 
document, Patterns of CRDN Use and Occupancy is a more detailed consideration of CRDN 
members’ present day lives and land-based activities which are distinctly Denesuline and 
inextricably connected to the Nation’s ancestors and ancestral lands.  These contextual 
documents appear in the IRKS report as Section 3.0 and Section 4.0, respectively.   
 
They were largely created from information shared by CRDN Elders and harvesters in the course 
of TLUO investigations carried out between 2010 and 2016.  Both documents are recognized as 
preliminary and are expected to be augmented and revised on an ongoing basis for the Nation’s 
future use as an explanatory backdrop about Denesuline peoples, CRDN families, and traditional 
lands.  They are a written record of the Nation’s history-in-the-making and serve to 
counterbalance prevailing misconceptions that living off the land and harvesting activities are 
located in times past and are of limited importance to CRDN Denesuline families in the present 
day.  In their current form, they provide the context for CRDN members’ concerns about the 
proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill within the core of the Nation’s harvesting lands Up 
North. 

The government doesn’t recognize anything that not’s written down so we’re 
trying to put everything down in writing, including all our laws…. So this is kind 
of another sign of the forces we’re dealing with (CR01/01).   

As discussed with CRDN IRKS participants, this report was purposefully crafted and organized in 
ways that would center (privilege) the people’s own words about issues and concerns related to 
the proposed Rook 1 project.  Verbatim statements made by CRDN members, extracted from 
interview transcripts, appear throughout the text of the report.  Clarifying statements are 
provided by the study facilitators, as necessary.  CRDN verbatim quotes appear in italics 
followed by a reference code (e.g. CR27/05).  The reference code provides a measure of 
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anonymity for the respondent while allowing for the statements made to be readily linked back 
to a specific interview.  The ability to link information to specific individuals and dates is a 
notable feature of the CRDN TLUO data base (see Appendix 2).  
 
Since Indigenous peoples, including CRDN, understand everything in the natural world to be 
inextricably inter-connected, it was not possible to present the findings of this IRKS in the form 
of discipline-specific categories which are characteristic of western-science-based 
environmental impact assessments.  In recognition of the unavoidable complexity imposed by 
differing worldviews, cross references are used extensively in this IRKS report, to guide readers 
to other connected matters of relevance to CRDN members.   
 
For the project assessors and regulators ultimately responsible for the final decision to be made 
about the proposed NexGen Rook 1 project, this IRKS report provides a baseline frame of 
reference within which the effects on CRDN Denesuline families and community at large of the 
proposed uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/ Forrest Lake] can be 
understood, evaluated, and assessed. Without an understanding of how CRDN members 
experience and understand the world and No Hoe Nene (ancestral lands), attempts to assess the 
impacts of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill solely in accordance with conventional 
western standards will fail to account for CRDN’s Indigenous rights and interests. 
 
In September 2021, the draft IRKS report was submitted to CRDN, without the full complement 
of photographic records of member’s current activities on the land which members requested 
be included as a parallel photo essay accompanying Section 4.0 of the report (see Appendix 2).  
The task of gathering, selecting and labelling even a small sample of the extensive photo 
collections within the Nation could not be completed at a distance under Covid-19 conditions.   
 
Instructions were subsequently received from CRDN to finalize the draft IRKS report and it was 
submitted accordingly. 
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3.0 CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION AND TRADITIONAL LANDS  
The following is a preliminary overview of CRDN as a Denesuline people with longstanding and 
enduring connections to particular lands. This overview consolidates the strands and fragments 
of CRDN’s oral history and Denesuline traditions, which emerged in the course of TLUO 
interviews with CRDN Elders and harvesters completed between 2010 and 2016.  It will continue 
to be updated as further studies and interviews bring forward new information.  Because these 
TLUO investigations were focussed on documenting CRDN members’ current land use and 
occupancy activities, information related to the Nation’s history and heritage was largely relayed 
in passing comments and observations.  However, even passing comments bring to light the 
fundamental underpinnings of CRDN Denesuline history and heritage described in the following. 

3.1 DENE 
CRDN is a Denesuline Nation and part of the larger subgroup of Athapaskan-speaking Dene 
peoples who have long occupied the northern boreal forest—transitional tundra region of North 
America, extending from what is currently known as Alaska to the Hudson Bay. Dene knowledge 
keepers and historians recount that ancestral Athapaskan peoples were organized in small 
extended family hunting groups, within the Athabasca-Mackenzie Basins, and ranged freely on 
these land for thousands of years, fishing from the numerous lakes and streams and following 
cyclical movements of animals. 
 
Early Dene peoples learned how to survive and thrive in harsh northern environments and 
through this experience a way of living evolved, based on reciprocal relationships between the 
people and the land. Everything needed to live well was provided by the land.  In essence, it is a 
way of life that is respectful of other nations (plant, animal, human) living within a common 
area.  It is a way of life complete and unique in its social organization, economics/livelihood 
(food, shelter, clothing), language, values, cosmology, philosophy, spirituality, education, 
epistemology (ways of knowing) and political/governance systems.  Dene subgroups, living 
within different land tracts, named themselves in reference to particular natural features (i.e. 
species, landforms or water bodies) associated with these lands.  
 
The central tenets of Dene ways of living have been transmitted down through thousands of 
years to the present generations of Dene peoples. There have been changes, of course, since all 
cultures change through time.  However, the fundamental values, understandings, and 
teachings have not, and they continue to inform and guide contemporary generations of Dene 
peoples. 

3.1.1 Long Distance Travel/Freedom of Movement 
Northern Athapaskan-speaking peoples are known for their long distance travel along ancestral 
routes which crossed North America following major watercourses (see Appendix 4).  In this 
regard, Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] is part of an ancient travel and trade network which was 
in use by Indigenous peoples long before the arrival of Europeans.  When the first European fur 
forts were established by French traders on Hudson Bay in the early 1700s, ‘Northern Indian’ 
trade envoys are recorded to have arrived soon thereafter.  The ‘Northern Indians’ were so 
called by  European  traders  to  distinguish them from the ‘Southern Indians’ who lived in closer 
proximity to the trading establishments on Hudson Bay and spoke entirely different languages.  
The people referred to as Northern Indians were Athapaskan language speakers.   
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As reported in James Knight’s fur trade journals (Ray 2018), ‘Northern Indians’ are recorded to 
have arrived at Fort Churchill on Hudson Bay in 1715.  Many of the initial visitors are reported to 
have had little interest in trade; they were just curious to see what was going on.  Within a short 
time of these initial visits, Dene trading parties from as far away as the Mackenzie River Basin 
were making regular (bi-annual) trips to the Stone House [Fort Churchill].   
 
According to early fur trade accounts, Dene trading parties were often very large (flotillas) and 
organized under the leadership of well-known trade ‘captains.’  Because of the high quality of 
furs the Dene trade parties were bringing in from the Athabasca –Mackenzie regions, their 
business was highly desired by Euro-Canadian traders.  It is noted in fur trade journals that Dene 
traders were primarily interested in utilitarian goods such as cloth, metal kettles, axes, and awls.  
Brazil tobacco was an exception.  Rum was noted to be of little interest.  To the consternation of 
the Euro-Canadians, Dene peoples could not be easily enticed to trap more fur-bearing animals 
than would satisfy their basic requirements.  
 
A number of different Dene travel routes to the Stone House [Fort Churchill] on Hudson Bay are 
noted in Knight’s journal.  One of the main routes was north-south along Athabasca River and 
east-west along Clearwater River, crossing Methy Portage and-from there continuing east-west 
along Churchill River to Hudson Bay.  The delivery of a sample of bitumen in 1719 by one of the 
Indian trade leaders confirms the use of this route since there are known locations on Athabasca 
River from where pitch (bitumen) was to be found eroding from the river bank. 
 
The earliest map of these travel routes and key landmarks in the vast ‘unknown’ fur rich-lands to 
the west, identified in CRDN TLUO investigations, is a copy of a map, likely prepared by two 
Northern Indian trade leaders, Matonabbee and Idotlyazee in 1760 for Moses Norton the 
Hudson’s Bay Company Chief Factor at Churchill (Warkentin and Ruggles 1970; Belyea 2000) 
(Figure 5).  The original map was created on animal parchment skin in accordance with Northern 
Indian conventions of the lands in question, as mapped in the minds of the creators. Figure 6 is a 
rendering of the same map, re-oriented with details that make it more understandable for 
viewers unfamiliar with Indigenous mapping conventions (Ruggles 1987).  Methy Portage, or the 
“Orrabuscaw Carrying place” named by Henry in 1781 (see Burpee 1935:592), is clearly evident 
on the maps, showing its relationship to Churchill Fort and Lake Athabasca.  

3.1.2 Dene Worldview 
For Dene societies everything is recognized as coming from the land and has its own reason for 
being.  In this context the land refers to much more than the ground (soil).  It encompasses the 
waters, the sky, the elements, and all living and non-living things (e.g. rocks), all of which are 
imbued with energy (spirit) and therefore inextricably interconnected.  There are no comparable 
words for the land in the English language. The energies are the basis for spiritual connections 
between all matter, animate and inanimate. Within a Dene cosmology, humans are only a small 
part of this milieu of energetic interconnectivity; they are not dominant.  The people belong to 
the land rather than the land belongs to the people.   
 
Animals and plants are understood to have free agency and offer themselves and their powers 
to the people in a reciprocal relationship wherein the people acknowledge the gifts being 
offered and, in turn, are respectful of the non-human nations sharing the same lands.  If the 
lands and waters are not respectfully cared for, the non-human nations (i.e., animals, fish, birds, 
plants which the people require to live) leave (abandon the people).    
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Figure 5 Moses Norton 1760 Map, ‘Draught of the Northern Parts of Hudson’s Bay Laid Down on Ind’n Inform’n & 
Bro’ Home by Him Anno 1760’ (Warkentin and Ruggles 1970:88-89) 

 

Figure 6 Moses Norton 1760 Map, Re-oriented with Contemporary Location Details (Ruggles 1987:58)  
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In this regard, the proper care for the lands and waters is a sacred responsibility, to be honored 
by present and future generations. 

The teachings I received from my Grandmother when I was small - what she 
had told me was to respect the water or the fish will die.  There will be no food 
if the environment is disturbed, like going through the bush.  I never know what 
it meant.  She said, ‘When I’m gone you can pass this on.  Don’t throw garbage 
in water it will affect the fish.  Pick out twigs floating in the water....Pray for 
the lake.  Use trees [branches], tobacco, holy water to make offerings.  Do not 
let the water be disturbed.’  We don’t want anything happening to the water. 
The first thing tradition people, families say [to the lake on arrival] ‘We did not 
come to disturb’.  We make a prayer offering, take a small branch, twig, 
tobacco and speak to the water. ‘Not here to disturb or disturb me’ (CR47/05).   

3.1.3 Dene Societies 
Dene systems of economics, governance, intellectual thought, social/organization, health care, 
food security, and spiritual belief all have origins which are inextricably connected to the land 
and embedded within the Dene language.  Dene ways of living are guided by ancient laws and 
values which provide a moral compass for individual, family, and collective community actions. 
Since Dene literacy is oral, these laws and values have been passed down through the 
generations by way of place-based activities, stories, songs, and ceremony on the land and 
continue to be passed down in these same ways.    

Everything was done orally in our tradition and we never wrote anything 
down....We did have a law and we did govern our own selves.   And we had all 
these laws but they were never written.  It was common knowledge to the tribe 
(CR01/01). 

The central tenets of Denesuline survival rest on sharing and collective and cooperative efforts 
within extended family kinship groups.  Through intermarriage and agreements these 
relationships extend to the community at large and beyond.  The ethic of sharing and reciprocal 
relationships extends beyond human interactions to all beings sharing the land.  
Hunting/harvesting (livelihood) from the land is the absolute essential condition (sine qua non) 
of Denesuline heritage and identity.  The obligation to consider and care for (protect) the land 
for future generations (human and non-humans) is a fundamental sacred responsibility.   
 
Within Dene societies, children learn the values, traditions, and customary practices by listening, 
observing, and emulating Elders and adults within extended families.  This learning takes place 
directly on the land and includes the acquisition of intimate knowledge of particular places, of 
the plants and animals living in those places, and their unique habits and seasonal cycles. It also 
includes the ancestral stories associated with such spaces.  In this regard, the land is 
simultaneously the teacher and the school room. 
 
Dene societies are noted to be non-authoritarian and non-hierarchical and young people are 
supported in finding their own unique ways of living in accordance with fundamental Dene 
values, precepts, and personal talents.  Independent thought and actions are respected and 
non-interference in the lives of others is expected.  A usual response to sources of frustration, 
intrusion, or unpleasantness is to retreat and avoid confrontation.  Decisions which affect the 
community as a whole are traditionally made collectively and take into consideration the varied 
views of everyone concerned.  



20 
 

3.1.4 Denesuline Peoples in Saskatchewan 
Within Canada, Denesuline are the largest subgroup of northern Athapaskan speaking Dene 
peoples, living within the subarctic boreal forests throughout what is now known as the 
Northwest Territories, Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba. There are two groups of 
Denesuline peoples living within homelands located in the present provinces of Saskatchewan 
and Alberta, referred to as Northern Denesuline and Southern Denesuline Nations.  Both are 
characteristically organized in extended family group networks.  In earlier times, Northern 
Denesuline peoples, living in small harvesting bands within the upper reaches of the Athabasca 
Basin, primarily followed the vast herds of barren land caribou in winter and fished on 
numerous lakes and rivers in summer. Southern Denesuline peoples, living in small harvesting 
bands within the Upper Churchill River watershed and the southern reaches of the Athabasca 
Basin, primarily depended on fish and more solitary big game animals (moose, woodland 
caribou, and woodland bison, pre-1800s).  CRDN is a Southern Denesuline Nation.   
 
For both Northern and Southern Denesuline peoples, the species harvested also included an 
array of birds, fur bearing animals, berries, and medicines as well as all the materials necessary 
to craft tools and equipment necessary for harvesting, clothing, shelter, and travel.  In the 
summer season of abundance and relative ease, the various extended family hunting groups 
gathered together at places known for their ability to provide an abundance of foods and 
material resources for larger encampments.  These gathering places were continuously 
occupied on a seasonal basis for generations beyond count.   
 
Ancestral Dene peoples have occupied the Lower Athabasca and Upper Churchill Basins since 
time immemorial.  The ancient presence of Dene peoples in the Late Pleistocene, a period 
characterized by retreating glaciers and glacial lakes and mega fauna such as mammoth and 
giant beaver, is preserved in oral histories and stories.  According to one such story, the 
Southern Denesuline peoples are situated where the head of the giant, Yakkè-elt’ini, fell.  

In the time of the giants, ‘He Whose Head Sweeps the Sky,’ Yakké-elt’ini, used to 
wander by the Arctic Ocean. One day he met another giant whose name was Bettsinuli 
and they engaged in a fierce fight. Bettsinuli was the stronger of the two and would 
surely have won, but ‘He Whose Head Sweeps the Sky’ was saved by a Dene man, 
whom he was protecting, who cut the back of Bettsinuli’s ankle with an axe made of a 
giant beaver’s tooth. The bad giant fell backwards into the sea in such a manner that 
his feet lay in the West and his head rested in our own country. His head reached the 
area around Cold Lake, and it is for this reason the Dene of these parts call themselves 
Thi-lan-ottiné, ‘the people of the end of the head’ (Petitot 1894, quoted in Coutu and 
Hoffman-Mercredi 1999:16). 
 
In the beginning it is said, there was a tall giant named Yakkè-elt’ini (the one whose 
head sweeps the vault of the heaven) who prevented us from entering this deserted 
land which he had not inhabited yet.  The Dene gave him chase and killed him.  His 
cadaver fell across two continents and it petrified, then it was used as a bridge....The 
monster’s feet were resting on the other shore while its head reached as far as Cold 
Lake (t’ne̍kkradh-t’ué). From this...tradition derives the name of thi-llan-ottiné - this 
(the inhabitants of the end of the head), which the Dene from Cold Lake, Lac La Biche 
and [Ile a] La Crosse Lake call themselves Petitot 1875:173).   

Clovis fluted stone points may “reflect the progression of glacial retreat” and the preference of 
the peoples using this tool type “to live in proximity to the large water bodies of water that 
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formed as glaciers melted” (Ives 2006:22-23). The discovery of a Clovis stone point, crafted from 
Beaver River Sandstone, at the Duckett Site (GdOo-16) in the Cold Lake area (Southern 
Denesuline traditional lands) might be taken as indirect evidence for the use of Lower Athabasca 
valley sources of Beaver River Sandstone at the Great Gathering Place of Ena K’ering K’a (Quarry 
of the Ancestors/Cree Burn Lake archaeological site complex) near Fort McKay by 10,000 – 
11,000 years ago (see Coutu and Mecredi 1999; McCullough and Wilson 1982; Fedirchuk, 
McCullough, and Wilson 1992; Ives 1993; 2006; and 2017; Graham, Kulle and McCullough 2006).  
A Clovis occupation in the region is further supported by the presence of Beaver River 
Sandstone flakes and cores regarded “as typical of Clovis technology” recovered from site HhOu-
27 near Fort Mackay (Ives 2017:317). 

In the La Loche region, the earliest archaeological evidence of human occupation is indicated by 
the presence of Angostura projectile points which date to 7500-8400 years ago and have been 
found in local collections and at such sites as the Old Beach Site (GlOc-30) and the Ice House Site 
(GiOc-2) on the Kisis Channel at Buffalo Narrows (see Young 2006; Meyer 1995; Meyer and 
Walker 1999; Paquin 1995).   

Linking archaeological assemblages to historic peoples is recognized to be fraught with difficulty 
due to the limited and ambiguous nature of both the archaeological record and the available 
historical documentary evidence. Nevertheless, that Athapaskan peoples left their mark 
(archaeological/deep ancestral record) in the area is indisputable. The earliest Euro-Canadian fur 
trade documents (late 1600s – early 1700s) place Athapaskans in the broader study region. The 
archaeological evidence and ancient Dene stories suggest that the presence of ancestral 
Athapaskan peoples in the region extends back some 10,000 -11,000 years.  

The widespread movement and occupation of people in the area is indicated by the presence of 
Beaver River Sandstone (see Martindale 2014; Reeves, Blakey, Lobb 2017).  This lithic (stone) 
type is dominant throughout the Lower Athabasca River Basin (Ronaghan 2017), and is found at 
sites in the Birch Mountains (Ives 2017); along Clearwater River (Pollock 1978); Descharme River 
and Sabine Lake (Somer 2009); and in the Upper Churchill River Basin at La Loche Lake (Meyers, 
pers. com., in Ives 1993); and Peter Pond Lake (Young 2006). Widespread movement and 
occupation in the area is also indicated by the occurrence of a distinct, Salt and Pepper Quartzite 
(source currently unknown) which is found in archaeological sites in the Birch Mountains (Ives 
2003); Fort Hills, Joslyn Creek, and Muskeg River (Roskowski 2015); Clearwater River (Pollock 
1978); Methy Portage (Steer 1977); and Peter Pond Lake (Young 2006).  

3.2 CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION 
Fragments of CRDN’s oral history, shared in passing by Elders and history keepers in the course 
of the Nation’s TLUO investigations, are presented in the following.  The history of CRDN is a 
collective oral account and is not available in a compiled text format. No one person carries the 
entire history of the Nation. 

3.2.1 Traditional Lands 
CRDN ancestral and contemporary traditional lands straddle the northlands of what is now 
northwestern Saskatchewan and northeastern Alberta.  According to CRDN Elders’ accounts, 
before the assertion of state control, small Denesuline extended family groups traveled 
extensively and freely throughout these northern lands and found good places to live where 
food could readily be procured throughout the long winter months.  These good for everything 
living areas were invariably near lakes that provided a steady supply of fish. In the summer 
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months, the extended family wintering groups came together at well-known gathering areas 
noted for their seasonal abundance and ability to support a large number of people.   

Yeah, people used to live all over up north, all over the place. Where they could 
find food (CR63/05). 

They’d stay there the whole winter. The caribou used to come up here. So the 
people set the camp anyplace, in the tents.  I remember my great grandfather, 
he said [that]....there were about six or seven families were living some place 
over here [Up North].  But I don’t know where. (CR05/01). 

You know, a couple of years ago I went to meeting somewhere about this [our 
use of the land]....It was at Turnor Lake....So at the meeting, somebody says 
that – they asked me for where you used to be trapping. And I said, ‘Right 
there....Dunning Lake, I used to have a cabin’, I said. ‘How come you go that 
far’, he says.  Well, you have to get something [for your family]. You know, all 
that land, we using for everything.....Fishing, trapping.  Somebody used to live 
over there. A long time ago before me the people lived there; all over, eh 
(CR37/03). 

As described by CRDN Elders and harvesters, the patterns of CRDN presence on traditional lands 
are predicated on the abundance and availability of foods, materials and elements from the land 
(including clean water and clean air). In this regard, not all areas within the Nation’s traditional 
lands are equally endowed.  The good for everything places however, have been used and 
occupied for much longer than the current generations of the Nation can remember and the 
record of this ancestral use is preserved in stories which have been passed down by the old 
people.   

The old people used to trap in the fall time. They can go with the dog, eh, from 
here [La Loche].  They walk all the way. Some, they went to Uranium City, eh, 
and Fond du Lac - from here. [Name CR25] used to go there trapping, all the 
way on dog team. Yeah, these people they moved.  I remember the trappers, 
they went to Fond du Lac. They traded dogs at Fond du Lac; they come back 
with those dogs - 4 of them. Yeah.  I remember that. Because they walk from 
here in the fall time....From La Loche right up to Fond du Lac....It would take 
about a month, maybe more, of walking....The dogs would pack everything for 
the people, eh - in the old days, a long time ago. I remember that from when I 
was a kid. The old people would be fishing, and trapping and stuff (CR07/01). 

Oh, that’s the old people from a long time ago.  Like my old dad, my grandpa, 
used to be trapping all over, eh.  Hunting all over….That’s all they’re doing, eh 
(CR09/04)….See, used to be….People, now you can buy anything what you 
want in the store.  In the old days it’s not like that.  For even a family, you go 
fishing, rabbit snares, hunting for moose, like that, eh.  And from the store, the 
one you use is flour, tea, flour, sugar (CR09/04). 

The places where the necessaries of life were predictably and readily available for CRDN 
ancestral families are the areas where Denesuline wintering and summering family groups 
seasonally settled for generations beyond memory.  Within CRDN traditional lands Up North this 
includes areas surrounding K’ıt́uázë [Sabine Lake], Es-des-eh-lanh [Firebag River and Lake], 
Ghëlëł Tu [Dunnıng Lake], Gós Tú [Descharme Lake and River], Tthós Des Ląghë [Wenger Lake], 
and along the upper reaches of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River].  In the south it includes the area 
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surrounding Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́[La Loche/Methy Lake], Clos tu*/Whitefish [Garson Lake], and Uldaı ́Tú 
[Gipsy Lake].  According to 1895 missionary records, the ‘settlement’ populations at Gós 
Tú/Swan Lake [Descharme Lake] numbered 50 people; Qwenh [West La Loche] numbered 60 - 
70 people; and Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́ [La Loche/Methy Lake] numbered 100 people.  Some 60 people 
were resident at Clos tu*/Whitefish [Garson Lake] (Penard 1895).    
 
A notable feature within CRDN traditional lands is Hoteh Hochoghe, the Big Portage known as 
Methy/Portage La Loche.  Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy Portage/Portage La Loche] connects Des 
Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] and Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́ [La Loche Lake] (the source headwaters of 
Churchill River). By way of Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy/Portage La Loche] access is gained to the 
ancient east-west travel route connecting the Athabasca/Mackenzie and the Churchill/Hudson 
Bay basins (see 3.3.2).     

3.2.1.1 CRDN Mapped Occupancy and Traditional Use  
Based on information provided by CRDN members and recorded in the Nation’s TLUO data base 
to date, a series of illustrative maps has been created which augment the oral accounts of the 
Nations ancestral presence on traditional lands which are situated within what are now the 
provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta. At the outset of the Nation’s TLUO investigations in 
2010, the TLUO study team was advised by CRDN leaders that the Nation’s traditional territory 
was not defined by placing fixed boundaries around lands which were traditionally used by 
CRDN ancestral families.   
 
As was explained, a definitively circumscribed space would not accurately reflect CRDN 
Denesuline ancestral and contemporary family living and harvesting patterns which were, and 
continue to be, far-ranging and definitely not static.  Moreover, a fixed boundary would also 
serve to constrain the choices for future generations of the Nation, whose numbers are rapidly 
growing.   

Some of us don’t really want to call it traditional territory because it kind of 
paints you a picture that this is the only place you occupy and that’s not true.  
And if you look at Treaty 8, it encompasses half of Canada.  Well we’re part of 
Treaty 8.  It’s not just a little block on the map called traditional territory....I 
don’t want to be painted into a little corner of the map of Saskatchewan called 
traditional territory. 

If you think about it, say, our population here....has doubled.  And that’s in less 
than twenty years. When the population doubles, there’s the likely expectation, 
you know - a reasonable expectation - that those people will actually utilize 
those same areas plus maybe even bigger areas, and even bigger in the future. 
That’s why intended future use is very important. You’re not going to expect 
the 1,600 band members to live in a little lot.  You’re going to be going out and 
exercising your rights to those lands, much bigger what you might even use 
today (Chief Roy Cheecham 2010). 

For this reason, a schematic representation, based on TLUO interviews and mapping sessions 
carried out with CRDN Elders and history keepers was created to illustrate the ebb and flow of 
CRDN movements (ancestral and contemporary) which have been described in relationship to 
the area reported to be most intensively occupied and used by CRDN families, past and present.  
This longstanding area of intensive use and occupancy, referred to as No Hoe Neneh/Our Land, 
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is centered within Figure 7.  It is the area where CRDN Denesuline livelihoods have consistently 
been derived for generations beyond count. 

[Dene translation] She just said...like, people from Dillon kind of have their own 
land and Turnor has their own land and we [CRDN] have land.  This is our land! 
No Hoe Neneh.  She’s doing this [TLUO] interview so our land doesn’t get taken 
away (CR12/01). 

The evidence provided by members to date (in the form of documentation of harvesting areas 
and activities, habitation sites and camps, cultural areas, placenames, and stories) allows for a 
mapped delineation of both a larger CRDN harvesting area and a core occupancy area (Figure 8).  
The CRDN core occupancy area and the larger traditional use (harvesting) as depicted in Figure 8 
is recognized as preliminary.  Changes can be expected with the inclusion of additional 
information provided by CRDN members whose personal records of land-based activities have 
not as yet been recorded.   

CRDN Core Occupancy Area 
The CRDN core occupancy area, as determined to date and depicted as a large brown 
agglomerate in Figure 8, is a representation of the particular lands where the presence of 
generations of use by CRDN families has been digitally documented in the course of the Nation’s 
TLUO investigations. These are also the lands within which the Nation’s members are primarily 
exercising their Indigenous and treaty rights to live as Denesuline people in the present day.  
The agglomerate is a compressed consolidation of all digitally recorded information housed 
within the CRDN TLUO data base.  It includes living and harvesting sites and areas, placenames, 
story sites, and travel routes which have been digitally recorded as at March 2020.  In any 
specific area within the agglomerate, the digital TLUO data can be readily expanded to show all 
the GIS digital points, lines and polygons which are contained within the selected space as was 
done in reference to the Patterson Lake Area (see Section 5.0).   
 
Within the core occupancy area, CRDN families (past and present) have fostered deeply 
respectful relationships with the land and have acquired an intimate knowledge of the features 
and living and non-living beings sharing this same space.  The consistency in CRDN land use and 
occupancy is examined in greater detail in Section 4.0.  The existence of a core occupancy area 
does not preclude CRDN members from choosing to live or harvest in areas further afield.  While 
CRDN harvesting activities take place within the larger area peripheral to the core use area, 
members’ attachments are less intense and intimate and are subject to greater fluctuation. 
CRDN Denesuline families’ attachments to the core homelands within No Hoe Neneh are very 
deep and enduring.  

CRDN Traditional Use (Harvesting) 
As was evident in TLUO investigations carried out between 2010 and 2016, CRDN members’ 
traditional use activities (hunting, fishing, trapping and gathering) typically extended beyond the 
core occupancy area (and the area for which there was TLUO research mark-up map coverage 
see Appendix 2). When locations beyond the map coverage area were discussed in TLUO 
interview sessions, they were noted but could not be mapped.  Based on the oral knowledge 
shared  in  interviews,  a  much  larger  CRDN  traditional  use  area immediately surrounding the 
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Nation’s core occupancy area was identified as depicted in Figure 8. This larger CRDN traditional 
use area (including harvesting) embraces lands within northeastern Alberta, such as Firebag 
River, Muskeg Mountain, Cheecham Hills, and Marianna Lakes, which are now largely taken up 
by oil sands mines and steam-assisted extraction facilities (SAGD). 
 
Beyond the traditional use (harvesting) area depicted in Figure 8, CRDN members reported a 
range of other harvesting activities which are more infrequent and much farther afield. Since 
these locations were well outside the TLUO map coverage area they could only be noted, but 
not mapped.  CRDN members’ harvesting activities reported further afield, within Treaty 8 and 
Treaty 10 territory and beyond, include areas in the N.W.T, the province of Saskatchewan 
(Cypress Hills, Dillon, Beauval, Meadow Lake), the province of Alberta (Whitecourt, Fox Creek, 
Cold Lake, Lac La Biche), and British Columbia (Pink Mountain, and the West Coast).  In future, 
through the use of direct-to-digital (Google Earth) mapping methods, the details of all of these 
outlying harvesting activities can be readily recorded if the Nation so chooses. 
 
CRDN core occupancy and traditional use (harvesting) lands are located within eleven different 
river watersheds (Figure 9).  The river systems Up North are the Firebag, Richardson Douglas, 
McFarlane, Old Fort, Snare, and William and Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River].  Descharme River in 
the north and Christina River in the south are both sub systems of the much larger Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] system repeatedly referred to by CRDN members.  When the agglomerate of 
CRDN TLUO information, digitally documented to date, is superimposed on the watershed map, 
as presented in Figure 10, the concentrations of CRDN occupancy and use are immediately 
evident within the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed generally and within the northern 
headwaters area at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], specifically.  

3.2.1.2 Shared Spaces 
CRDN leaders and members recognize and acknowledge that No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands) 
overlap with lands traditionally and currently used by other Indigenous peoples in the region.  
There exists a shared informal understanding between the various regional Indigenous 
communities of where the most intensive areas of occupancy are located.  Mutually respectful 
harvesting practices are maintained between communities which reflect these shared 
understandings.   

[There’s] the common understanding, the common decency of people to keep to 
their areas; i.e. the La Loche area, to the Birch Narrows-Turnor Lake area, to the 
Buffalo Narrows area, to the Dillon area, to the Janvier area, and to Garson area 
and Fond du Lac area. There’s a common understanding (CR01/02).   

3.2.1.3 Placenames 
The temporal depth of CRDN’s ancestral connections to the CRDN traditional lands will likely 
never be fully determined because ancient Dene people’s presence in the northern transitional 
forests dates so far back in time.  CRDN Denesuline placenames within traditional lands, 
however, offer evidence of the antiquity of this relationship and the enduring, intimate 
familiarity with the lands and waters within No Hoe Neneh.  As described by CRDN Elders all the 
rivers, lakes, and land features within No Hoe Neneh/Our Land were entirely named in our own 
language.   
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All these lakes from here, from La Loche up here.  It’s all the people been using 
and you can’t put all the names on it....Too many.  This used to be everything 
covered by the people....They used to cover all this [area] (CR05/01).  

Placenames are the way in which ancestral Denesuline peoples navigated in their travels, near 
and far, and knew where and which foods were likely to be available.   All the larger water and 
land features are named (i.e. lakes, rivers, hills/mountains).  CRDN Denesuline placenames for 
main features tend to have the distinguishing characteristics of the feature embedded within 
the name itself.  Examples iinclude pebble beach lake, red sand lake, white sand lake, jagged 
edge lake, long lake, where the three rivers meet, end of the river.  In this way, travellers having 
received an oral description of the route or the lay of the land in an unfamiliar place/area are 
able to recognize (know) where they are.   

Clampitt Lake [Dene*] That means the lake is like this, eh [gesturing].  All the 
way around [winding jagged shore] CR05/01). 

Many placenames within CRDN traditional lands also refer to the fish/animals/plants to be 
found in a particular location (e.g. Trout Lake, Whitefish Lake, Birch Lake).  A concerted effort 
was made to record CRDN Denesuline placenames as part of the Nation’s TLUO investigations 
(see Appendix 2).  While many main CRDN placenames have been recorded, their full 
documentation is a complex study in its own right which has only begun. 

I know lots [of placenames], eh.  [There’s] thousands and thousands of lakes 
(CR09/02).  

As explained by CRDN Elders, the knowledge of Denesuline placenames for the main features on 
traditional lands is not something that happened overnight.  Many old place names within CRDN 
traditional lands see continued use into the present day even though they are so old that the 
origins and meaning of the name have outlived the Nation’s collective memory.   

[Dene] that’s long time ago....The name - all these things - all this area, eh.  But 
us, it’s hard for us [to provide names]....In the old days there they weren’t 
making the name right away....It takes a long time to make a name.   Yeah, it’s 
hard....It’s hard to explain (CR09/02.) 

[Arrow Lake] Well that’s the way they named it.  Maybe somebody was using 
bow and arrow up in that country that time, maybe....I only know how to 
pronounce in Dene, eh (CR05/01). 

CRDN Elders explain that naming conventions are embedded in Denesuline understandings of 
the landscape and its formation and that for many named places it is not possible to provide 
equivalent English translations.   For example, there are waterbodies within CRDN traditional 
lands which are considered to be a single lake rather than two or three different lakes as 
represented on government issued maps. In this regard, for example, the chain of lakes Es-des-
eh-lanh* which includes Firebag, Wales, and Wilkes lakes, is a single waterbody, as is the case 
with Agar lakes (K’ı ́ Tú/Birch Lake).  A similar situation arises with Patterson Lake and Forrest 
Lake, Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake (see Section 5.2.4).   

Because the old people, when they named the lakes.…That says, Little Agar 
(CR09/01).  To us now, small.  But they [old people] say tu chok [big lake].  It’s 
bigger than Agar [laughter] (CR09/01). 
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To me, it’s all Agar!  [laughter].  Like for me because – like it doesn’t end.... And 
then there’s a river, there’s a lake....Well, for me (CR02/02). 

Also embedded within CRDN placenames are Denesuline understandings of the land which 
differ from western geological conventions such as what is considered to be ‘upper’ or ‘lower’.    

Patterson. K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı Tu... Just like Agar [Lake], eh.   Just like what I 
told you [Upper and Lower]....Because the river goes down, eh. This one is 
‘under,’ this one is ‘top’, like that (CR9/02).   

You know the river goes down, eh.  This way, to Clearwater. Clearwater this 
way, eh. [Dene] Upriver. You say you go down river [we say go up river] 
(CR09/03).  

As reported by CRDN Elders and harvesters, there are many instances where government issued 
maps do not accurately reflect the knowledge of what has been passed down through 
generations and personally experienced and mapped in harvester’s mind maps. 

That’s Agar Lake here, oh I know. Agar, that road is going this way. The map is 
not the way I know it. [That’s not] what it looks like [on the ground] (CR37/03). 

3.2.2 Travel and Freedom of Movement 
From the earliest times, rivers were the original roads by which CRDN Denesuline ancestors 
navigated and travelled extensively (see Section 3.1.1). In this regard Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River], by virtue of Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy/Portage/Portage La Loche] was part of the ancient 
Indigenous travel and trade network in operation within North America long before the arrival 
of the first Europeans (see Appendix 4).  Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy/Portage/Portage La Loche] is a 
19 km long portage, celebrated in the annals of Canadian history as the key entry point into the 
fur-rich Athabasca country which allowed for the western expansion of the early fur trade, circa 
1778.  Methy Portage/Portage La Loche saw increasingly intensive fur trade use from this date 
until it was abandoned by the Hudson’s Bay Company in 1883. 
 
CRDN members’ use of Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy/Portage/Portage La Loche], on the other hand, 
continues on into the present day (see Photo 2). CRDN’s long standing associations with Hoteh 
Hochoghe [Methy Portage/Portage La Loche] and the connected watersheds is reflected in 
earlier names for the Nation, i.e. Portage La Loche Band.   

Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] did not only allow for east-west access to extensive tracts of land 
within the Lower Athabasca and Upper Churchill watersheds.  It also afforded north-south 
access to extensive tracts of land along Clearwater and Athabasca rivers, including access to 
different smaller river sub-watersheds connected to these main watercourses.  The major rivers 
thus supported the free and long distance movements of ancestral CRDN Denesuline families 
and the relational connections with other Denesuline (and Indigenous) settlement areas within a 
vast northland region.   

CRDN stories of journeys to places on Athabasca River, Athabasca Lake, and beyond have been 
recorded, as well as shorter journeys to places and settlements east, west, and south 
(Chipewyan Prairie, Chard, Cheecham, Clear Lake, Big River, Green Lake and Dillon).  There are 
also livelihood–related stories of travel to Winnipeg and Edmonton to sell furs direct, when 
prices offered by local buyers were unsatisfactory.  Department of Indian Affairs archival records 
contain many references to Portage La Loche Band families who “had no fixed abode.” CRDN  
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Photo 2  South End of Methy Portage (Portage La Loche) in the Present Day 

Elders report that within this immense northland, ancestral Denesuline families ranged widely 
and found  good places to live  and occupied them at will.  Areas which were occupied for 
longperiods of time came to be associated with particular extended family groups.  The family 
groups spread throughout the northlands during the winter months, then travelled to previously 
agreed-upon summer gathering places on good fishing lakes.  The summer gathering places 
were locales characterized by an abundance of food (i.e. fish, game, berries) and enjoyable time 
was spent renewing and forging new family relationships (marriages).  It was also a time for 
deliberating upon issues of importance to the collected group.  In the fall, the various extended 
family groups travelled back to their wintering grounds within what are now the provinces of 
Saskatchewan and Alberta.  To this day, provincial borders are of little relevance to CRDN 
members (except for having to know the applicable provincial wildlife regulations which are 
enforced).   

So I’m saying there are no borders; there’s no BC border, no Alberta border - 
that’s Treaty 8. That’s the way it is; other people can draw their borders any 
way they want. It doesn’t mean anything [to us] (CR01/02). 

My buddy and I hunt in this area [Garson Lake], fish and hunt; that trail - it 
should be here.  Might as well make both sides of the lake, that border don’t 
mean nothing (CR21/02).  

Probably we do [harvesting in Alberta].  I don’t know.  We don’t count 
Alberta.... Go this way.  It’s not very far from Smart Lake.  It’s not far from here 
to there.  We trapped [here] - this is Alberta, right?  (CR05/01).  

Within the Lower Athabasca and Upper Churchill River basins, an extensive trail/travel network 
has been documented by CRDN members as part of the Nation’s TLUO investigations.  The main 
CRDN ancestral trails/travel routes which have been mapped to date are depicted in Figure 11.   
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These trails and travel routes see intensive use in the present day, particularly for harvesting 
purposes.  They are best described as mapped in the minds of hunters who have been 
interviewed. 

I’ve been just about everywhere, you know....Well I trapped just about 
everywhere and I’ve been just about all over the province of Saskatchewan; the 
north side, this side too, eh....I’ve seen it all, yeah (CR10/01). 

I know this trail, here.  I know really, eh. Even here, if I want to go this way, 
that’s the way east... I don’t need a map.  Don’t need a compass. I just go.  See 
the sun (CR09/02). 

Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] is identified as the ancestral river route which transects the 
greater part of CRDN traditional lands and is utilized by many CRDN harvesters, dictated by 
seasonal water levels.  In addition to Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River], CRDN Elders identified three 
main north-south ancestral roads connecting summer settlements on Lac La Loche with the 
wintering grounds north of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River], generally referred to as Up North.  
The Methy Road connected the CRDN families living at Kwenh*/West La Loche to the Es-des-eh-
lanh*/Firebag Lake area.  The Old Descharme Road, crossing Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] in 
the vicinity of Simonson Rapids, provided access to the Gós Tú [Descharme Lake] area.  The third 
road, Cluff Lake Road, ran along the west side of Ëghezë ́Tuázë [Wasekamio Lake].  It has since 
been renamed Semchuk Trail (Highway 955) (see Section 6.2).   

The three main ancestral roads converged at Gós Tú [Descharme Lake] and from there CRDN 
trappers moved off to their respective trapping areas. Those trapping north of Gós Tú 
[Descharme Lake] continued on the ancestral Cluff Lake Road to Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] and further north to Lake Athabasca and beyond.  

In the vicinity of Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], and points further north, 
various trails branch off east and west of Cluff Lake Road (Figure 11) (see Photo 3, p. 36).   

McEachern [River] is on the left side.  Remember, when I said from [KM} 101 
we went across to McEachern – that`s that old Cluff Trail that connects back to 
Cluff Lake Road, so this would be the original highway, right here (CR03/02).   

But there was an existing trail and it was used, sometimes for commercial 
fishing, sometimes for fur....Long before. See my father was going from La 
Loche up to near Uranium City by dog team before Cluff Lake, whoever, came 
(CR01/02). 

You know, Day One.  This [Cluff Lake Road] is where people used to go, like on 
the trail – Semchuck Trail, or whatever.  Jonas Clarke, they all traveled up there 
and they spread out from there (CR02/02).  

They used to have a trail there before, not this [Cluff Lake] highway....Because 
it`s our trail - from where there`s good fishing lake they usually have trails, eh. 
Yeah, that`s how they did it.   If they want they put the people in the fishing 
area, they usually use the plane, eh, to haul fish, eh.  In those days, mostly dog 
team, eh.  No ski-doo (CR33/05). 

The east-west ancestral trails south of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] that have been recorded, 
include the La Loche River route  to  Buffalo Lake (now Peter Pond Lake) on the upper reaches of  
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Photo 3 Ancestral Cluff Lake Road near McEachern River 

Churchill River, the Clearwater River route west to Athabasca River and the Clos tu*/Swan 
/Whitefish/Garson River route to Kai kos deseh [Christina River], which joins Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] in its western reaches, where it ultimately joins Athabasca River. 

Denesuline peoples are known to be long distance walkers and the journeys described in the 
foregoing were initially made on foot, then with the assistance of dogs (packing and sled teams) 
and to a lesser extent, horses, where and when possible.   

The travel time on foot from settlements on Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́ [La Loche/Methy Lake] to Gós Tú 
[Descharme Lake] was usually three days according to CRDN Elders who personally travelled the 
distance many many times.  The Methy Road walk from La Loche took two or three hours.  
Along these ancestral routes were resting places and stopping places (camps) used regularly by 
travellers. 

We left early in the morning and we go out with a dog team, coming back to La 
Loche. All night, all day, all night, next morning by 9:30 we got here, you 
know....But it’s not that far....And it takes us just about three days (CR10/01). 

I was walking there [Descharme] so many years too, when I was a little kid.  
Yeah, on that horse....And dogs (CR42/03). 
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Start [walking] at La Loche somewhere to Clearwater, sometimes further. And 
just like two days from here to Descharme (CR41/03).  Methy is over there. 
Sometimes I go in there for five days each month. It’s not that far to walk; two 
or three hours. It’s not that far (CR41/03). 

It is evident from TLUO interviews that these main ancestral trails/travel routes continue to 
support CRDN members’ harvesting activities and movements, both short and long distance.  It 
is also evident that mobility and freedom of movement are highly valued.   Modern day travel 
options have greatly reduced the time it takes to get around.  The shortened travel time is a 
point of comparison often jokingly made by CRDN harvesters who continue to follow the 
ancestral routes.  In the present day, the distances that had formerly required weeks of walking 
for parents, grandparents, and earlier generations are now covered in a fraction of the time 
using motorized vehicles.  

I said that we go further than before; that’s what I find.  Having a quad helps 
because it saves you time. It gets you there quicker than walking. You can cover 
more distance (CR18/02). 

North of Fontaine Lake area....And from there, like what we do is like we travel 
to different areas. Like for hunting we hunt in Lloyd Lake area. We hunt in Agar 
area; we hunt in Preston, Patterson, Forrest Lake area, all the way into Cluff 
Lake area.  Like we travel – sometimes we go to all these different areas when 
we’re hunting. Not only one area that we hunt. And sometimes we go there and 
along the way, like, sometimes in the fall time, we pick berries as well. Like 
different areas, again. We could be [on the] Oilsands trails....And also further 
north, towards Patterson area, that area down there....There’s different areas 
we go into, like.  So in summertime, sometimes we go as far as – we’ll go all the 
way as far as Carswell Lake (CR03/05). 

Some of the changes of note would be, for example, in the big area I outlined 
here….I don’t’ go straight north to the Uranium City area…because I don’t fish 
and trap like my father did.  I don’t have the time. A lot of what I do here is 
dictated by timing – like sheer time….Like sheer time that will allow me to get 
there and back (CR01/02).   

Travel on Clearwater River is reported to be very arduous and tricky (technically challenging) for 
canoes because of the many rapids and need for portages.  Even with the use of whitewater 
rafts, which some members currently prefer to use because it reduces the number of portages, 
stories of spills and damaged watercraft are commonly told. 

People usually do it [Clearwater River] with canoes. It takes them about a week 
because they have to portage.  There’s lots of portages. Like from Virgin River 
on, it’s just rapids, rapids, rapids, rapids, rapids. There’s more rapids on there 
than you can write in here... Past here there’s all just rapids. It’s just work.  
Work, work, work (SC20/02).  These ones here. I fell in the water on this one 
time.  I fell into the water on that one and that wasn’t very fun. This one.  This 
holds you in the water there because it goes – it drops off and it comes down.... 
So it holds you in there.  And me and my buddy fell in there.  And this one is a 
braided – and this is the one where [name] and lots of people rip their rafts or 
screw up their boats and stuff (SC20/02).   
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Boat would be different, because rafting you can go through rivers, eh....Like 
rapids, serious rapids....So that’s what we do every year....We flunked one time 
with three—two ladies and three guys CR58/05).  

In addition to the primary trail network recorded within CRDN traditional lands, there are 
secondary and tertiary trails and travel routes which were only partially mapped in the course of 
TLUO investigations because of their number and complexity.  At this secondary level there are 
trail offsets from the three main Roads (Methy, Descharme and Cluff Lake) which provide access 
to other good for everything harvesting areas further away (e.g. Smart Lake, Sabine Lake) and to 
smaller lakes and water bodies closer to the roads which are frequented by moose.  Many of 
these secondary travel routes are reported to have been hand-cleared by CRDN members 
(ancestral and current). Some of the routes are reported to have incorporated early cutlines.    

And then there’s a road that my grandpa, my dad and my second cousin made in 
there, like in the seventies or eighties.   

And over here, you`ll find, probably because of the Cluff Lake road that`s 
existing, you’ll find a lot of access from the highway, especially with quads and 
some for trucks.  And then what a lot of guys will do is get as far as you can 
using the two, then use a boat (CR01/02). 

Not all CRDN harvesters have full knowledge of the trail networks at the secondary level.  That 
intimate familiarity is typically the result of continuous use of an area in conjunction with inter-
generational transmission of knowledge.  Such knowledge has been passed down to current 
generations from great-grandparents and grandparents beyond living memory or passed on 
from other community members who received the knowledge direct from their own elders. 

If I don’t know an area, I’m not just going to go in blind off the map because it 
doesn’t help.  It’s not worth anything. I’d rather take somebody that’s been there 
over bringing a map (CR20/02). 

The tertiary trail networks which are described by CRDN members are generally associated with 
cabins or traplines and consist of relatively short loops which circle back to a cabin/base camp.  
Children and grandchildren are commonly reported to utilize these tracks while on the land.  
Travel on such trails is described as a way for youngsters to safely learn and refine their 
navigation and harvesting skills without going too far away from the home base in case of 
trouble.  Few of these tertiary trail/trapline networks have been digitally mapped.  

Well, when we’re up there [summer], two of my grandkids they are always with 
us – always.  And then, we got a couple quads and they know the country, that 
trail, just like me. So they are gone in the morning. ‘[Grandpa] I’m going to look 
for chickens, I’m going to go snare rabbits.’ Next day they check their snares and 
they like to see what’s in there. ‘I got a rabbit!’….One is 12 and one is 16….I don’t 
want them to go too far away….I mean, if they have trouble with the quads I 
don’t know where they are eh, so I tell them not to go too far….One of them, the 
oldest one, fixes his own quad now. I used to fix them for him but now he says he 
can do it. Show them how it’s done eh (CR27/03). 

Within CRDN trail/travel networks (primary, secondary, tertiary) travel routes are typically 
looped. As described by CRDN hunters, a looped system enhances the chances of a successful 
harvest because it covers more fresh ground and avoids having to back–track through areas 
where animals have already been disturbed and have gone into hiding.  It is another aspect of 
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the efficiency which characterizes CRDN customary hunting endeavors. When, for a variety of 
reasons, a travel loop will not be completed, drop-offs and pickups are arranged in advance.  
Many of the signal fires used in days past have been replaced by cell phones and text messaging 
in areas where there is service. 

They [moose] don’t want to come out because they don’t want to get shot at 
again. So you have to leave that area alone for a little bit, for other people 
(CR20/02). Because if you go up the river and see there`s markings along the 
river and stuff where other people have been, then you know someone’s been 
here and there’s no animals. You’ve got to wait.  Go home and wait and come 
back (CR20/02). 

The staging areas and portages which are associated with travel routes commonly used by CRDN 
harvesters (past and present) have also been digitally recorded.  At the ancestral crossing places 
on Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] (e.g. Methy and Simonson), for example, canoes and rafts 
were left onshore and available for anyone to use. The practice continues in the present day. At 
the reported staging areas, watercraft (aluminum boats skiffs, and canoes) are left in place for 
the common use of community members with the expectation that the boats or canoes will be 
returned in good repair for the next party.  CRDN harvesters also report that in some preferred 
hunting grounds there are staging areas where canoes are hidden in the bush for personal use 
only. 

We would leave the canoes on the shore, and walk the rest. The canoe would go 
back and forth, as people needed. They would come across anyway. You could 
come across on a raft too, made with logs. That’s how I used to come across 
(CR09/01). 

When we’re done, spring time, we used to walk and used to canoe up to here. 
And then we’d walk back to La Loche….Just a hand-made canoe…. Just leave it 
there. Somebody use it, summer time. Go hunting (CR41/03). 

Although CRDN members report that they may have preferred harvesting areas, statements 
were consistently and repeatedly made by individuals in TLUO mapping interviews that 
harvesting activities are not and will not be confined to little boxes.  

That’s kind of one of the things I was referring to is that I don’t want to be 
restricted. I need to expand when I need to expand.... I don’t restrict myself to 
those places. Like I go anywhere.  It depends on, you know, if somebody says 
let’s go to Axe Lake [I go]. If time permits (CR02/02).  

Not only there; I did lots of hunting too in these areas back here. We shot lots 
and lots of moose, way up north too….Just start from here where we left off. I go 
to pretty much all these lakes in here. Boating everywhere, every year 
(CR35/03). 

As described by CRDN members, a considerable amount of time on the land is spent cruising 
around doing reconnaissance, exploring new and old places, ascertaining the state of the 
land/waters and identifying potential future harvesting areas.  Checking out cabins is very 
important in this regard.   

Like we go fishing too, like.  We go different lakes, set a net and see what`s in 
there, you know.  Check what`s in there (CR33/05). 
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Even this road, this Old Cluff Lake Road, I take that every once a year….Quad. 
Shoot chickens. Rabbits. Snare rabbits, check for moose. But I never shot a 
moose on that road yet (CR35/03). 

My buddy [and I] were out cruising around or whatever and he said, ‘Hey have 
you ever been this way?’ And I said ‘No’.....’Ok, well let’s go check it out’” So we 
went and checked it out. It’s a nice lake, a beautiful lake, whatever (CR18/05). 

That’s what I want to try and do, eh [go further east].  There’s a ridge here, fair 
size (CR40/03). 

Traveling and checking out ancestral family areas with or without children and grandchildren is 
also a commonly reported activity, as is taking children to good swimming lakes.  While the 
purpose of these reconnaissance trips may not be primarily focussed on hunting, rifles are 
always at the ready should a moose present itself.   

I always check out those lakes that I used to go on as a child. I still go there, you 
know, me.  I take my family as well. I went there as a child and still go there 
(CR18/02). 
 
I was just 16 and my dad said, “My [child], you drive me over here.  Okay, we 
keep going, keep going, and then we get to this Lake Athabasca....And we drove 
and drove and drove and drove until we got to Fond du Lac. So that’s how I know 
that area.  Because he tells me, like where he’s hunted and where he’s trapped 
(CR57/05).  

3.2.3 Language 
Despite the concerted attempts of the residential school system to strip Indigenous peoples of 
their languages and cultures, CRDN has retained Dene as the first language in the community.  
The Dene N Dialect is spoken by most members of the Nation, including children. 

We’re all fluent in Dene, and we can get by in English (CR01/01).   

Indigenous languages, knowledges, and cultural values are all inextricably interconnected.  The 
meaning in language does not simply come from the words.  It comes from the structure of the 
language and the ways in which words are assembled and shapes a society’s worldview.  
Denesuline values, customs, practices, and traditions can only be imparted in the language 
within which they are imbedded.  CRDN leaders and tradition-oriented CRDN families are deeply 
committed to ensuring that the language of the land remains strong, both at home and within 
the school system.  In addition to learning and practicing Dene language skills, students within 
the school system are also learning how to render the oral language into digital text formats as 
part of the curriculum.  Non-Indigenous teachers and their children are also reported to be 
engaged in learning the Dene language.  A Dene language degree program is also offered in the 
community.  

The kids are being taught how to write in our own language.  How to speak our 
own language (CR47/05).  

All of the teachers here talk in Dene, all the time (CR09/01).  Even the [non-
Indigenous] teacher’s kids that come to school here are learning the Dene 
(CR75/01). 
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They’re offering a degree here – Dene Language [so people can] stay in the 
community (CR15/04). 

Both the Nation’s families and the schools recognize the fact that the language cannot be 
divorced from direct experience on the land.  For this reason, opportunities to engage the 
Nation’s children and youth in land-based learning activities and programs on CRDN traditional 
lands (No Hoe Neneh) are actively fostered and encouraged.  Students’ time on the land with 
parents, grandparents and extended family is considered to be essential cultural education and 
is recognized as such in CRDN school curriculums (see Section 3.2.4.7).  

3.2.4 CRDN Denesuline Values, Teachings, Customs, Traditions 
While it may not be immediately recognizable to a casual non-Indigenous visitor, a northern 
Denesuline community such as Clearwater Village/La Loche is socially and-culturally organized in 
ways which differ markedly from the dominant Canadian over-culture.  Community in this sense 
means that members of the La Loche community likely know individuals and families, and their 
histories across a seven generation span.  In this regard, a mid-aged member of Clearwater 
Village/La Loche, likely knows most, if not all, individuals and families three generations younger 
and three generations older. This is a strikingly different concept of community than is typically 
found in Canadian urban settings in the south.   

3.2.4.1 Family centred 
One of the most distinctive features of Denesuline societies is that it is organized around family 
kinship and a relatedness to the land, the people (living, ancestral, unborn), the spirit world, and 
all the creatures that belong there.  CRDN family kinship groups are large, extended, and 
complex and are not based on state-imposed legal definitions of identity (i.e. status/treaty, non-
status, Metis). 

Well, like family.  Yeah.  Because my dad, although they were not blood brothers 
and sisters, but they grew up together with my auntie [name], and because, you 
know, that’s all family (CR02/02).   

When treaty was signed a lot of people were actually trying to make a living in 
the bush and they didn’t even know.... So that’s some of the reasons why some 
people have a status card or like you say a treaty card....And then other people 
missed the boat in a way and became Metis.  So we have members of the same 
family - some are Metis, some have status cards, and some are non-status treaty 
Indians....Because some people were missed (CR01/02.) 

3.2.4.2 Sharing, Cooperative and Collective Effort  
Within extended family kinship groups, sharing and collective and cooperative effort permeates 
all aspects of everyday life.  Members of family harvesting groups, for example, pool the 
necessary resources to go out, in the form of cash, gas, vehicles, and muscle and brawn.  When 
successful, harvests are first equitably apportioned within the members of the food 
procurement party.  They are then shared further within the extended family network, with 
special attention to the needs of Elders and other community members who do not have a 
hunter or fisherman to provide food, such as households made up of women.   

Shared in this way, a single moose or net full of fish, for example, ultimately feeds many people 
within the community.  Moreover, not everyone needs to be personally engaged in harvesting 
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activities to depend upon and enjoy the foods which come from the land.  The harvests from the 
CRDN School fishing program, for example, are shared with CRDN Elders throughout the year. 

Five moose and four people [hunters]....1200 pounds. But that year was a really 
dry year for everybody everywhere else. But we gave all the meat, like to her – 
her uncle was there.  My buddy’s dad was there. We just, like always, just give 
meat to family members – meat and things like that (CR20/02). 

When we dry fish is fall time. When we go there, we go for two, three weeks. 
Then we fish nets, And then we’ll make dry fish to eat there….Dry meat as well 
there. If we get a moose or two.  We’ll cut our moose there….There’s my family 
and [CR33’s] family are all there….There’s about 5 in mine and then [CR33) and 
his kids; I don’t know. Probably about 10 – 15 people there. And then people that 
come on a visit, they’ll come and eat with us, you know (CR40/03).  

I’m really into hunting and helping out Elders….I don’t hang out nowhere; I’m 
always busy keeping myself busy doing something otherwise I’ll be hunting. 
Right now I’m trying to build a house on my own…Right across from my 
grandmother (CR35/03). 

Like I’m going [hunting] about three, four of us, so. Divide it all up.  Three kids 
[adult siblings]. Like four of us, we kill one moose, we divide in four. And when 
we come back, we get another one, give it to somebody.…I give it to my mom, I 
need to. I just got only two sisters (CR46/04). 

[We eat] Less wild meat now.… But when my dad was here [alive] he used to go 
out hunting and get moose meat. Most of the time food from the land was there 
for her [my mother]. But now…[its mostly girls in the family].  Because you have 
to – if somebody is going to go out fishing, we get…fish off somebody so that we 
can eat fish (CR48/03). 

Overall, the welfare of the Nation’s families, as a whole, guides community members’ individual 
choices, in a spirit of kindness, care, and support.  Decisions about matters which affect the 
entire community are customarily made collectively.  Denesuline principles of sharing and 
generosity extend beyond family kinship groups.   

We support each other through these difficult times [Covid-19]. And that is what 
we all do here in La Loche (CR47/06). 

Despite everything said about this community, you won’t find a kinder people 
who will always help out in any way. Like if you need food, need a place to sleep.  
That’s if the people are approached in the right way [respectfully] (CR02/03). 

3.2.4.3 Respectful and Reciprocal Relationships/Importance of Giving Thanks 
In the sacred reciprocal relationship between the people and the land, respect and 
acknowledgement by humans for the gifts provided by the land is necessary and these gifts 
must be shared.  Tenets of proper respect and reciprocity include no unnecessary disturbance to 
the land and no waste of what is harvested.  If the proper respect is not shown, the animals and 
plants, who are understood to have free agency, will leave the people.  

So, like we’re connected- not just by the food we eat.  It’s a sacred connection, 
you know.  We have respect for the animals that give us the food (CR57/05).  
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Living on the land - they say living off the land.  The respect for the land – not 
to take too much - more than you need, you know.  You have to give thanks 
(CR80/05). 

In setting up a harvesting camp, CRDN Elders and teachers report that a location is selected next 
to a lake which is known to have fish.  On arrival, offerings are made to the water and fires are 
lit.  Fishing nets then go into the water and snares are set for rabbits in the area surrounding the 
camp.  Once assurances of food are in place, hunters may then make preparations to go out in 
search of moose.  CRDN students receive the teaching about these Denesuline protocols of 
respect at school harvesting camps. 

When the kids arrive at the camp we pray and make offerings to the water 
(CR47/05).   

Offerings to the land (waters) are made by CRDN members in many different situations where 
protection is requested, such as safe travel.  Where the God Stands, for example, is a shrine set 
up at the start of Cluff Lake Road at La Loche for the protection of CRDN members travelling Up 
North.  Ancestors who have been laid to rest on the land are customarily acknowledged at the 
burial site/area with offerings.  

Lot of times people would - make an offering to a lake.... Sometimes when 
you’re on a lake that you’ve never been on, and all of a sudden the wind is 
starting to pick up, whatever, then it’s a sign that we have to make an 
offering..... So then you’ll be safe, or whatever (CR02/01). 

3.2.4.4 Medicines 
While medicines from the bush were not the focus of CRDN TLUO investigations, they are 
reported to be gathered and made available to members by individuals who have received their 
teachings from medicine people and understand the proper ways of preparing and using them 
such that their spiritual powers (energies) are not diminished or turned back against the 
medicine holder.  Some medicine gathering within the Nation is reported to be for family use 
only.  Common medicines reported to be widely used by CRDN members include rat root, 
labrador tea, mint, and spruce cones and gum.  Medicine gathering areas are described as 
special places, not found just anywhere, and must be absolutely clean (pristine and 
undisturbed).  Many are associated with wetlands.  Within a Denesuline frame of reference, a 
firm distinction between bush food and medicine is not possible. 

And also roots – somebody, medicine man, fights another person by somehow, 
and muskrat root will fight that medicine….If you got that root (CR 29/03). 

What about our berries, you know. We’re not even talking about that. We’ve got 
all kinds of berries there [Up North]. They are all used for medicine. Even the 
leaves from the trees are used for medicine, you know. We get rat root from 
there. Rat root is used for everything from mental illness to physical pain 
(CR57/05).  

Anywhere on the muskeg….Wherever I could find a good one….When they are 
thick and big. Some of them are just very very thin….It’s not all over…..Especially 
with the weather too. Less rain...The muskegs are way Up North; it’s just a small 
little place where you can find the muskeg. It’s not a big area or anything. It’s 
just a small little muskeg, small little patch. Like right here. Where it’s very moist 
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and everything, that’s where you can find the rich ones….There’s lots and lots [of 
medicines Up North and around La Loche] (CR34/02).  

Denesuline concepts of medicine are much broader than a direct use of medicinal plants.  The 
interdependent relationships between plants and animals are where the medicinal powers rest.  
The animals eat the plants and create their own medicine.  In this regard, all the resources from 
the land are medicinal and keep both human and non-humans healthy and well, providing that 
they are clean.  Particular animals and birds are recognized by CRDN members as possessing 
special powers which can guide and assist the people in immeasurable ways. 

We always watch the church....Every time there’s a raven that sits on the cross 
there, somebody dies....There was three ravens on the cross [one time].... And I 
told him [the old man visiting his wife in the hospital], that’s a bad sign.  And that 
same week...That plane went down and that guy was in that plane crash.  I 
remember that....Three people died and three people survived....It’s still a 
common thing, yeah (CR03/02). 

For us bald eagles are the protectors of the forest.  If we see one we know we’re 
going to have a good day.  The eagles are the protectors of the land (CR47/05). 

3.2.4.5 Oral Traditions and Stories   
Throughout time immemorial, Indigenous societies such as CRDN have relied on the oral 
transmission of stories, lore, histories, teachings, and other knowledges to sustain unique ways 
of life and identity as a people. Topographical features within No Hoe Neneh, CRDN traditional 
lands, are the repositories of numerous stories which are integral to the Nation’s history, 
heritage and identity.  Some stories extend back to ancient times when the people and the 
animals spoke the same language.  Others relate to the time of giants when gargantuan animals 
created certain landforms.  An ancient story about Tthı ̨t́élaztúë/́small mariah lake [La Loche 
Lake] for example, is that the lake was created by a giant mariah [ling cod] as was Buffalo 
Lake/big mariah lake (now renamed Peter Pond Lake and Churchill Lake) 

But they were saying the head was kind of sticking out at one side of the lake 
[At Dillon] and the tail was out, but the body was right underneath the whole 
body of water. You won’t see the body. That’s what the old [story] 
was…There’s a fish that looks like the head is sticking out at one end and then 
the body is missing because it’s all underwater, under the sand in the water. 
And then the tail is at the other end [like a mariah] (CR43/03). 

Traditional lands connect oral histories to lived experiences.  Locations where plant medicines 
and berries or moose have been harvested for generations are also associated with particular 
stories and teachings.  Individuals and families all have their own stories; which are part of the 
collective history of the Nation.  No one person holds singular authority of the Nation’s stories.  
It is a communal collection. 

These are the stories I would tell my grandchildren.  Then now it’s my great-
grandchildren that I’m telling it to. One of them will be 7 years old and the rest 
are just following…. Even my two year old great-granddaughter, she knows a lot 
(CR47/05). 

Many contemporary stories about people and events on CRDN traditional lands were shared in 
the course of TLUO investigations.  Many are associated with deaths that occurred on the 
waters within No Hoe Neneh. 
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3.2.4.6 Dreaming/Prophecies/Seers/Other Beings 
Embedded within Denesuline thought systems is the power of dreaming and knowing since the 
energetic interconnectedness of all beings is recognized as not being limited to the physical 
world.  Giftedness is spoken about in relation to medicines and seers who had the powers to 
dream and foretell the future.  A number of ancient prophecies predicting hard times to come 
were shared by CRDN Elders and members.  The increase in forest fires and their intensity, in 
conjunction with diminishing animal populations within CRDN lands, for example, is cause for 
some members to wonder if the predicted hard times are close at hand. 

I hope there’s no fire no more.  That’s what the people – older people.  The old 
lady says the world is going to go.  Not going to go but the fire is going to burn 
all over, all over the world.  Nothing.   She says, There’s something little walking 
[insects].  But you try to eat it, that one, they say’.  Because there’s going to be 
no food, eh (CR09/04).   

That’s what the older people say.... Everything [will be] nothing.  Now there’s 
big fires all over.  How many animals burning? Lots! (CR09/04). 

Within CRDN lands and waters the living presence of ‘other beings’ who are not fully visible to 
humans has been reported in the course of TLUO investigations.  The presence of an ‘other 
being’ living in Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́ [La Loche Lake] is often referred to by CRDN members.  (Its local 
name is the ‘La Loche Ness monster’).  Sightings of ‘Other Beings’ on Dahl Lake, Hodge Lake, and 
Murison Lake have also been reported (see Section 5.4).   

Kind of like that. But the old people usually said there’s monster animals in all 
the lakes, just to keep the water going, producing - alive. So it’s not so they can 
bother people or anything. It’s more of keeping the water alive. We’ve got 
something on this lake [La Loche]; we’ve just never seen it. People have seen 
glimpses of it but they didn’t know what it was. And nobody’s ever taken a 
picture (CR43/03).  

[T]here’s people that – you know sometimes they’re going and then a large 
body of water [splits] You hear of people going and their engine stopping, like 
(CR02/02).  

There’s a big thing in the [La Loche] lake... Lots and lots of sightings.  Now 
every year it’s starting to come up (CR34/03). 

Old accounts of giant frogs and giant beavers who shaped the land in the southern reaches of 
No Hoe Neneh have also been recorded. 

And towards Up North, nobody mentioned nothing about this stuff, but 
towards Garson Lake I remember this Elder had told me a story about two big 
frogs one time, there was two big frogs. Every time, like people, they travelled, 
sometimes they travelled by walking. So one time people got to that river, that 
frog used to kill people and eat them. Until they did a meeting about it 
(CR34/03).  And towards…Dillon - there’s people who used to travel by walking 
too. That’s near where they seen a big beaver. And there’s a big hill like this eh, 
it’s built; they figure that’s a den [beaver lodge]. This hill. It’s still there 
(CR34/03). 
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3.2.4.7 Intergenerational Transmission of Denesuline Knowledge 
The transmission of Denesuline values, customs, practices, and traditions down to the younger 
generations of the Nation takes place within extended families and through CRDN school 
programing. 

Family Based 
As repeatedly recorded in TLUO interviews, the sacred obligations to pass Denesuline customs, 
traditions, and knowledge down to the next generations is a responsibility that is honored and 
shared by parents, grandparents, and great grandparents within extended family networks, as it 
has always been so.  The land is the space (the classroom and the teacher) where the diverse 
interconnected elements of Denesuline heritage and identity are learned and practiced within 
traditional extended family contexts. Such learning cannot take place other than on the land.  
Furthermore, it needs to be imparted in the language of the land, Dene.   

Like our parents, our ancestors, like they were raised off the land, and that’s 
how I was raised. And that’s how he [husband] was raised. So this is what 
we’re doing right now for our children and our grandchildren, you know. We 
took our children to those kind of camps, we teach them to hunt, to trap and 
everything. And now - their parents are working and our grandchildren we are 
teaching because their parents won’t be there for them, to teach them, 
because they are working.  You know, like we take them out and we show them 
how to do things (CR34/03).   

I’ve always wanted to live in the bush.  And, so I could be self-sufficient. And 
there’s a lot of reasons why I wanted to build a cabin. I wanted to teach my 
kids the traditional cultural lifestyle. Where they can make dry fish, pick berries 
and all that traditional stuff. And I usually take my family out in the bush for 
camping every year. There’s a lot of reasons why I wanted to build a cabin up 
there. And teach my kids all the traditional lifestyle, like snaring rabbits.  And 
I’ve learned how to make dry fish over the years so I want to teach them that 
too. I taught them how to beadwork, sewing, all that stuff....Twenty-four to 
eighteen. I’ve got five [children]....And I have three grand [children]....[My 
whole family stays at the cabin} including my parents too. And my siblings 
(CR62/05).   

[I take my kids] Maybe every trip. Except when I go back to [Methy] cabin; they 
come with me all the time. When school’s out. Every trip, every time I go out 
there, they come with me….Because they’re excited….What I teach them is 
what I know in that area….My dad [taught me]…..Even my oldest boy is like 
that right now….This fall I’ll let him come with me (CR29/03).  

Everything I know comes from my dad, my grandpa.... My dad used to take me 
out, whatever.  He’d just take me, no matter what how old I was (CR20/02). 

We’re teaching that young generation how to live off the land.  And in order for 
them to do that, this is something that has to be out [on the land] (CR47/05). 

I teach, we teach lots.  Our kids and our grandkids, until today.  We teach them 
all the traditional ways.... Like everything, hunting, trapping, fishing, 
everything. Yeah. Everything! (CR56/05). 
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CRDN members recognize that time on the land is required to ensure the long-term survival of 
the language and Denesuline ways of living and understanding the world.  It is particularly noted 
to be important to counterbalance the influences of technology and social media. 

Well, nowadays there’s a whole bunch of things that we can lose our 
language....Especially the devices, like cell phones and....electronics....Every 
young people is on their device....Even at my house. All of my kids are on their 
device, playing games. But I’m still trying my best to give them the skills, the 
traditional skills....And they’re willing to do it (CR62/05). 

But it’s also up to us parents to take that from them and start teaching them 
the right way. Because if we just give it to them, sure they’ll sit on it [device]. 
Because that’s what I do with my grandchildren. If they sit on it too long, I take 
them away from them and let them start doing something [else] (CR62/05).  

Some CRDN members report that they lost touch with Denesuline traditional ways for a period 
of time caught up in wage employment or addictions, but have now gone back to the land and 
traditional ways because they want their children to know and fully embrace their Denesuline 
heritage and identity. 

I now have a four year old son who is constantly asking me, ‘Let’s go hunting; 
Lets go hunt.’  Constantly....And so, like I said, he wants to go North all the 
time.  He loves it and that’s why I’m really into it – to pass that on.  He’s four, 
he’s interested now.  And if I can keep him in that line whereas I was...I lost 
touch throughout some years because you know I had a family, I started 
working.  And then up until a few years ago I started everything again and 
[now I’m set to go] (CR51/04). 

Individuals within the community, struggling with the legacy of residential schools, manifesting 
in drug and alcohol addictions and violence, report seeking healing and balance through a return 
to traditional ways, often with the support of the Armand Bekkattla Treatment Centre in 
Clearwater Village.  It is also reported that since parents/grandparents/family members who lost 
their ways were not able to pass on that which was lost, CRDN individuals in recovery often 
partner with tradition people who will share traditional knowledge and teachings.   

There’s more people - younger people starting to hunt with their parents or 
grandparents and stuff, and their friends now that their parents will let them 
go out by themselves.  There’s more people hunting in different places. But 
they are just checking it out, right.  They don’t have - really, their grandparents 
didn’t do it, they’re more kind of lost now, kind of thing, trying to find partners 
to go different places.   

School Based  
The Nation’s commitment to ensuring that children have the opportunities to learn Denesuline 
ways and embrace their heritage and identity is reflected in the CRDN School curriculum which 
emphasizes land-based learning in the language of the land - Dene.  The wide variety of age- and 
seasonally-appropriate cultural learning activities offered is noteworthy.  These opportunities 
are associated with places where the Nation’s ancestors have lived, harvested, and traveled.  
Reported opportunities include fishing, trapping, hunting, and gathering activities of all kinds 
and the various associated processing and preservation skills; travel in the way of walks, boat, 
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canoe, and skidoo trips; and survival skills. The CRDN school curriculum also includes cabin 
building. 

This is the old cabin site... His name is [Dene]....We used to go there across the 
lake....We used to go out there for picnic.  From school.  A nice little area 
(CR03/02) 

We used to drop kids off there when I worked here at the school.  And drive 
them up there. They would get off somewhere at Lloyd Lake and they’d skidoo 
over [to the school cabins at Preston] (CR51/04). 

We build a quinzee, just like for example the reason for quinzees is I’d say, is if 
you’re crossing a big lake and you run into a storm, you can’t see the ground 
anywhere.  You get caught in there so you pile up all your snow and you dig it 
out and then you crawl underneath there, and that protects you from wind and 
everything else. And once the weather dies down and then you can come out 
and then you find your way back…. Because you can light a candle inside there, 
and it will keep you [warm] (CR03/02).  

Canoe travel, following ancestral water routes throughout CRDN traditional lands and beyond, is 
very popular, both for the students and the seasoned paddlers they are partnered with.  The 
trips are organized within the school program or by the CRDN canoe club.   

We took the kids across from – one of the canoe trips – through here.  Started 
off this creek, so we went through here – fixed our trapline, eh – with the 
kids...through here, there’s another trail going back towards La Loche.  So, 
[Dene placename*] the way they call it, from here and then we used to come 
through here and then we need to go back out this way and then back through 
Deep End and out to Little Fish Lake.  And then that one year we cut a trail 
from this lake, Little Fish.  So we usually have our trapping school trail right 
through here, going around to Little Fish and then going around – made a loop 
(CR03/02).  I was telling you about one time– we took the kids through the 
river here and we came back through here, back on to here, on to the river 
system and then we went up to Deep End.  From Deep End we hiked in to this 
little lake here. Ells Lake.  And it’s inside the esker.  The kids were off for the 
summer...it’s a really [steep drop] (CR03/02). 

Because I remember that one spot [on Clearwater River] where there’s a chute; 
my dad and I ended up in the rapids and we ended going right in middle.  And 
we ended up scooping up all that water and kind of tipped, that time....Well we 
flew to Whitemud Falls and then we canoed to Fort McMurray that time... four 
days...That was a great trip.  Awesome! (CR51/04). 

North of Cluff Lake.... Carswell Lake.  We’ve taken groups on that particular 
lake as well, camping, canoe trips with the kids as well. We do hunting in that 
area as well.... We did that with the kids too (CR03/05).  The Douglas River, we 
done trips on the Douglas River. We paddled the Douglas River all the way into 
Alberta and into Lake Athabasca.... And we travelled right into a community 
called uh, I forget...the Old Fort, that’s where we camped. We got wind-bound 
there for a day and a half, and then we crossed the lake into....Fort 
Chipewyan....Yeah. And then we flew out of there back to Fort Mac.  That’s 
how we did our canoe trip (CR03/05).  
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The essential role that Elders have in passing down Denesuline knowledge, teachings and 
traditions is widely recognized by the Nation.  A number of CRDN Elders have been involved 
with the land-based cultural transmission programs for many years and have supported 
numerous generations of young people in their personal journeys of coming to know 
themselves.  These journeys are recognized by the Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC 
2015) as essential to the health and well-being of Indigenous children and youth, and enable 
them to answer four fundamental questions relating to ‘Who I am, ‘Where I’m from,’ ‘What are 
my responsibilities,’ and ‘What are my special gifts’.  

My grandpa...he used to have a culture camp for schools, in fall time and spring 
time....These cabins...that’s where the kids went.  The school, the high school, 
they built another one, right close to this cabin.  That’s where the culture camp 
is; fish camp....Once during fall time and the other in spring (CR18/02.) 
 
I used to go to B.C. with the school kids.  Where’s that place they’re doing drugs 
[treatment] there.  We used to walk in there.  I went there....with the school kids.  
The last time I go out....to Rocky Mountain House....We go with the boat from 
there.  Close to Edmonton.  It’s the main road.  Because we can’t go to 
Edmonton.  We have canoes, eh.  Because there’s a lot of big boats travelling 
there.  So we kind of stopped there.  That’s the last time we went there 
(CR07/04). 

The La Loche community school also offers a land-based school curriculum and has a number of 
cabins Up North for traditional activities.  CRDN children who live in La Loche village attend this 
school.  CRDN Denesuline, Metis and Non-status peoples living in the La Loche community at 
large, are all related through marriage and adoptions and share the same lands and cultural 
traditions.  

I know like, at Descharme Lake area they built a new cabin there for the kids, 
right.  They – through the town school, yeah.  A lot of kids go in there every 
week now. They’re still utilizing the land Up North as well. From there, they go 
everywhere, right.  They go on the Cluff Lake road as well to go hunting up in 
that area (CR03/05). 

The first week of March we have ice fishing. And then after that the trip to 
West La Loche. This summer [2014]….we have a fish camp where we take the 
kids up north – to Descharme Lake. And then we go out there. We take kids out 
there for two whole weeks. They have the first week coming in and then after 
that they rotate another week, kids come in.  The school has cabins up north; 
they have two cabins. One is for boys and one is for girls….We take kids out 
there for fish camp and then we teach them how to fish, how to clean it, how 
to…everything, pretty much….And in the wintertime we have a trapping school 
as well….In January, the first week of January (CR03/03).  

I work in the school and every year I take kids to West La Loche on a ski-
doo….And there’s an island here, [La Loche Lake] it’s like a border here; we go 
across here on the land. And when we cross the land we go straight into West 
La Loche. Like this….And then from here, I take the kids straight to Methy 
Portage….Full day, from 9:30 in the morning until 3:30….Now when we get to 
West La Loche, we stay here. We take an Elder with us, that used to live in 
West La Loche, and then he’ll tell stories. And then from there we go straight to 
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Methy Portage. And then from there we go back all the way to Clearwater. And 
from there we go straight back into La Loche….We take 20 kids with us, and we 
make sure that the Grades 4, 5 and 6 takes those trips. So then the kids – they 
can use that when they move on to high school (CR49/05). 

There is another Denesuline land-based school program operating on CRDN traditional lands 
called the Venture Program.  It is an educational program for community youth, 12 – 19 years of 
age who are at risk of dropping out of school.  The program is reported to be very successful in 
creating a learning experience that is meaningful and relevant to young people who might 
otherwise not continue with their non-Indigenous educational studies.  While the Covid-19 IRKS 
interruption precluded gathering more detailed information about the Venture Program 
curriculum (Section 2.5.2), a brief informal TLUO mapping exercise that Venture students 
participated in confirmed high levels of personal activity on CRDN lands Up North. 

3.2.4.8 Ancestral Connections/Family Use Areas 
Given the Nation’s longstanding presence on traditional lands, there are numerous ancestral 
burial places within No Hoe Neneh, most of which have not been recorded.  Because people 
were buried where they died, burial places may only be known to specific individuals if such 
information (stories and locations) were passed down by knowledge holders familiar with a 
particular area.   Most known ancestral burials cannot be recorded in an office setting.  The 
locations can only be identified on the land, contingent upon the area not having been 
disturbed. 

And there’s some stories that I’ve heard of some people.  You know, one lady 
buried a child underneath a tree, years ago and like I don’t know 
where....Those things should be recorded somewhere too because it’s a burial 
plot, right. Even though only one person may be buried there, but it was the 
case that was normal in those days, right.....I don’t even know if that lady even 
….because if it happened, you know,  on the Alberta side, who knows if logging 
has gone on or not.  You know what I’m saying.  Lot of thing look different after 
those kinds of activities have gone on, eh. The reason why I know where [is 
because] my mom - she pointed it out to me.  ‘Right here – this is where.’   
Otherwise I wouldn’t have known because I wasn’t there (CR02/02). 

That one [burial] won’t show up….Maybe, if we make a fire over there. I can 
show it, they’re like dead….Axe Lake area there was [another] one, on this lake 
here [Spearfish/Sucker Lake]. Some place here…There was one guy buried there 
and one woman, I think. Old woman….They were going out, maybe in the fall 
time, that woman got lost….So they found her over there and they buried her 
(CR46/03). 

CRDN ancestral connections to the Nation’s traditional lands are very deep.  Given the centuries 
of Denesuline births and burials which have occurred within No Hoe Neneh all these lands are 
understood to be sacred. 

Geographically, it`s all a burial grounds.  And it`s sacred (CR53/05). 

As commonly understood within the Nation, there are areas which are associated with 
particular families.  A family association does not mean that other families are not also 
connected to the same area and it does not preclude others from using those same areas.  
Respectful CRDN harvesting practices, however, acknowledge the needs of those families who 
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are known to annually hunt there, particularly in the fall. CRDN members clearly state that they 
do not consider ancestral family areas to be abandoned if they are not ‘currently’ being used 
and occupied by non-Indigenous definition and standards. 

Well, I would describe it as my family’s historical area, for one thing. But I`m saying it`s 
not only [us]...Other families have utilized that same area too....So it`s not our area.  It`s 
an area that is commonly known that we used.  But that doesn`t stop other people from 
using it (CR01/02). 

Just as everything progresses you go to certain places more because people can 
get to different places more. There’s always people there, or there’s different 
people there. They make roads, or they do different things so you stick to your 
own areas, kind of thing. Like that area there [indicating on map] that’s [named 
community members] - that’s where their area is... I’ve been in there but...[Its] 
Not ours.  I go in there but only with their kids or their grandchildren....Yeah, 
because that’s their area. I don’t just go into anyone’s area, right....Well its basic 
respect. They go there every year, eh.  Everyone goes out every fall.  So you leave 
that alone. You don’t go into someone else’s area.  If you have nothing in your 
area you go and shoot their animals and then when they go they have nothing.  
You just leave it.  If you have bad luck and you don’t get anything, then that’s 
your problem (CR20/02).  

For a variety of reasons, one of them which might be physical and the resources - 
the ability of them to keep doing it. But does it mean it’s abandoned?  I don`t 
think it does....Extended families go back to [ancestral places].  I know lot of 
people, for example, who are thinking about rebuilding their father’s and 
grandfathers’ cabin sites (CR01/02).  [My] family now spends a lot of its time in 
this area here. It has just come together that way.  Where -the family – you 
don`t bother so much with what areas other families are using, in terms of 
hunting and fishing and so on, I’m not restricted to that spot. I go wherever I 
want; wherever I think is a good place to go get a cow [moose] and the access is 
good, be it spring, summer, fall or winter.  So, while the other 
family...consideration is there – it should not restrict – the thought shouldn’t be 
restricted to the family who uses that area.  Because I could go to [named] Lake 
this summer (CR01/02).   

The importance of honoring and maintaining spiritual connections with the Nation’s ancestors 
and ancestral lands is the primary reason why the CRDN School land-based learning camps are 
situated Up North.  

A lot of these areas are traditional lands that are - you know – our 
grandparents and – it`s all be traced back to around that area.  Like, from 
Clearwater, all this northern area here. You know our people were nomadic 
people and they travelled the distances.  All through this, following the caribou 
and the moose.  And that`s kind of how – even though we were kind of mainly 
settled around here, like West La Loche, mostly – there was still a lot of 
travelling that was done  through all here.  And a lot of it can be tied back to 
this area and around Clearwater (CR81/05). 
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4.0 PATTERNS OF CRDN USE AND OCCUPANCY 
The context underlying a CRDN Denesuline way of life was presented in the preceding segment 
of this report.  Examined here are patterns of CRDN use and occupancy, within No Hoe Neneh, 
which reflect how ancient Denesuline precepts continue to inform and guide the Nation’s 
members in the exercise of their rights and in the expression of a unique way of living and being 
on traditional lands.  

4.1 Living Places Within CRDN Traditional Lands (Occupancy) 
In the distant past everything that CRDN Denesuline families needed to live well came from the 
land in a way of living that was totally self-sufficient. In the course of time, other options for 
securing clothing, shelter, tools and non-traditional foodstuffs presented themselves and, if they 
were considered to be more efficient and convenient, were adopted.  The patterns of 
contemporary CRDN ways of living are a reflection of where Denesuline livelihoods were/are 
predictably reliable.  Livelihood in this regard is considered to be the means by which the basic 
necessities of life are secured.  It encompasses the activities essential to everyday life that are 
conducted over the course of a lifetime and includes access to clean water, foods and 
medicines, as well as shelter, and clothing.  

Not all areas within CRDN traditional lands are equally productive, nor are all the necessary 
resources located in one place.  Moreover, there are no guarantees that they will always be 
there.  If, for example, a forest fire goes through an area, harvesting activities are necessarily 
curtailed for a time.  It was therefore of central importance for CRDN harvesters to know where 
the good for everything places were and to know those places intimately or risk hardship and 
possible starvation.  According to CRDN Elders, from the earliest of times, small autonomous 
family groups moved throughout CRDN traditional lands and beyond, living in areas which were 
known to be good for everything. Different extended family groups came to have preferred 
areas which could and did change over time for a variety of reasons. 

[Dene Translation] Different lakes, people used, families used to live in different 
lakes all over. That’s how people were trapping; they were doing that (CR36/03).  

The movement of family groups was governed by the seasons.  These seasonal movements, 
while far-ranging, were definitely not random.  Rather, they reflected deliberate decisions to go 
to known locations where an abundance of the necessary resources for living well were 
available in season.  In winter, small Denesuline family groups were widely dispersed.  In 
summer the small family groups gathered in areas which could support larger numbers of 
people with ease.  In annual seasonal rounds reported by CRDN Elders, families moved between 
the wintering grounds north of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] and west of Clos Tú/Whitefish 
[Garson Lake].  The locations of summer gathering camps were recorded south of Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] at Quanh [West La Loche] on Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́[La Loche Lake], Clos Tú/Whitefish 
[Garson Lake], and Uldaı ́Tú/Jackfish [Gipsy Lake]. 

In regard to the seasonal north-south movements, three primary ancient routes were utilized by 
CRDN (see Section 3.2.2).  Families summering on the west shore of La Loche Lake (West La 
Loche settlement) generally went Up North by way of Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy 
Portage/Portage La Loche].  Families summering on the south, east and north shores of La 
Loche Lake generally went Up North travelling on Old Descharme Road and Old Cluff Lake Road. 
In all cases, Gós Tú [Descharme Lake] is reported to have been a central meeting place from 
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where trappers and trapping families typically dispersed to points further north, east and west 
for the winter to live at chosen good for everything places and returned in the spring on their 
way back to Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́[La Loche Lake].   
 
According to CRDN Elders, travel to places north of Gós Tú [Descharme Lake], including 
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], was by way of the ancestral Cluff Lake 
Road.  From various points along the road, trapping parties branched off to their destinations of 
choice.  For those trappers who worked traplines further north, there was another gathering 
area in the Cluff Lake Area. The Cluff Lake Area as discussed by CRDN Elders includes Carswell, 
Saskatoon, and Cluff lakes.  The gatherings included trappers and families from different 
surrounding First Nations, including people from Fort Chipewyan, Fond du Lac, and Black Lake. 

At Saskatoon Lake....There used to be a few cabins there, for a long, long 
time....Near Cluff Lake.... Different families; even from Ft. Chip, people used to 
have cabins here at Saskatoon Lake....Fond du Lac and Fort Chip too.  And Black 
Lake...They’d stay there the whole winter. The caribou used to come up here. So 
the people set the camp anyplace, in the tents.  I remember my great 
grandfather, he said...he used to trap in that lake, and there were about six or 
seven families were living some place over here.  But I don’t know where 
(CR05/01). 

The traditional land use and occupancy information gathered in interview and mapping sessions 
with CRDN members between 2010 and 2016 includes travel, settlement, and use patterns 
within No Hoe Neneh through time.  The information which was digitally recorded is presented 
in Figure 12 in agglomerated form.  These patterns of use and occupancy within No Hoe Neneh 
are reported to be longstanding, having been passed down successively through an unknown 
number of generations over the course of centuries.  Based on CRDN member’s personal 
accounts, the minimal time depth represented in the mapped patterns is five generations.  Since 
a number of CRDN members interviewed were raised by grandparents, who were also raised by 
grandparents, the actual time depth represented is often greater (late 1880s and earlier).   
 
These patterns are reported to have not substantially changed through time.  As noted in 
Section 3.2.2, the main roads within CRDN traditional lands in use today are ancient Indigenous 
travel networks which were in use well before the arrival of non-Indigenous peoples in the 
region.  Denesuline placenames within CRDN traditional lands (Section 3.2.1.3) also have ancient 
origins.  Placenames recorded in 1791 by Peter Fidler (Hudson’s Bay Company surveyor) in the 
La Loche Lake/Swan Lake [Garson Lake] Area (Tyrrell 1934), for example, are in current use by 
CRDN members.  Archival records generated by the Hudson’s Bay Company and Oblate 
Missionaries further confirm CRDN’s ancestral presence in the region.  
 
The attachments of Portage La Loche Band (now CRDN) to wintering grounds north of Des 
Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] are recorded in archival documents created by the Oblate Missionary 
Society (OMI) and the Department of Indian Affairs.  There are written accounts of Father 
Penard, OMI, the first resident missionary at La Loche (Mission de la Visitation) making winter 
trips Up North to the Gós Tú/Swan Lake [Descharme Lake] Area in order to attend to 
parishioner’s needs in 1895. In 1909, Treaty 8 Inspector H. A. Conroy, at Fort McMurray, more 
specifically noted the location and extent of Portage La Loche Band’s (CRDN) wintering grounds 
which includes Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the upper reaches of 
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River].    
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They have a large tract of country, on the east about 60 miles to the boundaries 
of Treaty 10, and extending north and south for about 100 miles....They arrive at 
the fort [La Loche] in the early spring and remain there until the cold weather 
drives them back again into the woods....Here [at Fort McMurray] we meet a 
few families of stragglers who roam all over the country and do not seem to 
have any fixed abode (Conroy 1909). 

Even with government policy decisions to move Indigenous peoples off their lands into 
permanent nucleated settlements (circa 1940 to 1960), the core areas of CRDN use are reported 
to have remained consistent through time.  As noted by CRDN knowledge keepers, what has 
changed over time are the ways in which members access the land, not the areas which are 
most intensively used.   

They aren’t new places, you just get there faster (CR01/02).   

A lot of people had their winter camps up there.  La Loche was mainly a summer 
camp where people gathered but the winter camps were all up there.  And our 
Elders know these areas (CR83/05).   

TLUO maps, created from agglomerated digital information provided by CRDN members born 
before and after 1960, essentially depict the same patterns of use and occupancy as is evident 
in Figure 13 and Figure 14.  A noticeable variation in the northeast, in the Dunning Lake Area, is 
assumed to be due to the Saskatchewan Government’s imposition of designated areas for 
Indigenous trapping.  Trapping Block N-19 was the area assigned to CRDN and La Loche and may 
have prompted CRDN trappers in the Ghëlëł Tu [Dunning Lake] Area to move further west.  For 
the lands west of Gós Tú [Descharme Lake], the variation is likely related to reported forest fires 
and oil sands exploration activities in the Axe Lake Area. Due to Covid-19 restrictions (see 
Section 2.5.2) the apparent differences could not be more fully reviewed with CRDN members  

Living areas are to be found throughout CRDN traditional lands, dating from the first people who 
found good places to live, into the present day.  While the TLUO studies conducted between 
2014 and 2016 were intended to focus on documenting CRDN contemporary use and 
occupancy, such a distinction could not be maintained because a Denesuline way of life is 
fundamentally rooted in the past and the customs, practices, and traditions have been passed 
down through countless generations into the present day.  They cannot be separated in this 
manner.  

4.1.1 Deep Ancestral Living Places  
CRDN members are fully aware that Indigenous peoples occupied all of what is now called 
Canada and that Athapaskan speaking peoples have long occupied the vast boreal arctic 
transition lands, extending from Alaska to Hudson Bay, well before the arrival of the first 
Europeans.  While archaeological evidence supports the presence of Athapaskan speaking 
peoples in the region dating back to 10,000 –12,000 years ago no outside ‘proof’ is required to 
support CRDN members’ knowledge that we were here first. In the course of TLUO interview 
sessions, a number of CRDN members reported finding stone arrowheads or knowing where 
such types of cultural materials were/are to be found.  Areas mentioned included Clearwater 
River, including Methy Portage, Kimowin River, and Firebag Lake.  Locations could not be 
recorded in an office mapping setting; they require a physical presence on the land. 
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At times like we know, like right now I start to remember, like the way we’re 
traveling on the quads and everything on the old trails and everything. We 
usually find old cans eh?  Sometimes beads. Some kind of wire, like [rock] pecks 
Whatever.  I don’t know what it is, but like arrowheads….Stone, along the 
river….I don’t know why I found that thing.  It’s made out of stone….But this one, 
you know how I found it? We weren’t digging or anything. We were hunting 
along the river….I got off the four-wheeler and I was walking around. Right 
there! And that thing [arrowhead] should have been way under the ground but it 
was right on top. I’ve still got it (CR34/03).  

Some people say there are some along the Clearwater....There are lots of camps, 
like.  There’s remnants (CR15/01). 

Somebody says there used to be around here in the Firebag, like that, eh.  Used 
to be [Dene] [arrowheads].  Around Firebag and this – all over like that, eh 
(CR09/01). 

Paintings on rock walls along Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] in the upper reaches of the river 
(near Tthágos Tú [Lloyd Lake] and at *Whitemud Falls, further downstream, have also been 
reported by a number of CRDN members.  Other very old sites, areas, and burials, as well as 
their associated stories have been documented, including the presence of ancestral spirits in the 
area between *Simonson Rapids and Whitemud Rapids (*Skull Canyon) and a fur trade 
massacre and mass burial at the north end of Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy Portage]. 

It’s just around the bend, [Clearwater River in vicinity of Methy Portage] around 
the ‘U’; on this side there’s burial grounds there. There are paintings on the rocks 
there too.  Right before the falls there are ancient paintings (CR17/02) 

Early fur trade remains (e.g. copper kettles, gun parts), possibly dating back several hundreds of 
years, have been reported as well. Such remains have been found on travel routes or in the 
vicinity of contemporary cabins and are safeguarded.    

It looked weird. Copper metal.  It’s not completely round; it’s half. Like a little 
pail.  It must be really old.   It’s interesting.  I’ve never seen a pot like it. [I found 
it] on the upper part of Lloyd Lake elbow [Clearwater River (CR03/02).  

An interest in the presence of ancestral material remains on CRDN traditional lands has been 
expressed by a number of CRDN members who derive satisfaction in encountering the marks of 
ancestors, both in terms of the evidence itself and the fact that these marks were left by the 
Nation’s ancestors who walked the entirety of CRDN traditional lands.  The intrinsic value of very 
old and more recent evidence is recognized as important to CRDN families and the community 
as a whole.   

There’s a path along the river with the paintings on the rocks. I’ve seen them. 
They’re something ….  I like it. Really, I actually can’t believe that they are 
actually up there (CRDN 18/02). 

Since the evidence of deep ancestral presence on CRDN traditional lands was under no threat of 
disturbance and desecration until recently, ancestral remains were left in place.  To date no 
efforts been made to record CRDN members’ knowledge of places on the land where ancient 
cultural remains are known to be present.  Nor have CRDN members’ private finds been 
inventoried and recorded.  On the basis of what CRDN members have reported in passing in 
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TLUO studies to date, there is a collective wealth of information about ancient places.  The 
ancient places mentioned are also long-standing and contemporary occupancy and use areas.  

4.1.2 Ancestral Living Places 
‘Ancestral’ for the purposes of CRDN TLUO investigations is generally defined as more remote 
than grandparents and great grandparents.  With this definition, the time depth, of course, 
shifts, depending on the age of the CRDN informant.  A reference to a great grandfather, for 
instance, made by someone 80 years of age could refer to the late 1800s or earlier. 

All the families – all that area there – there used to be a lot of families, eh.... a 
long time ago when I was a kid, eh [ca. early 1940s] (CR09/01). 

In 2004 and 2007, CRDN set up cultural camps at Amber Lake and Lloyd Lake for the specific 
purpose of interviewing the Nation’s Elders about the history and use of CRDN lands.  At these 
camps, some three dozen or more interviews were completed with Elders, generally born in the 
1920s and 1930s.  The information gathered by the Nation in 2004 and 2007 has not yet been 
integrated into the CRDN TLUO data base.  The oldest members of the Nation who were 
interviewed between 2010 and 2016 refer to those ancestors who were present before their 
time as the old people from a long long time ago, way before my time.  Many of these 
references likely date to the mid and late 1800s. 

Everything. Fishing, trapping.  Somebody used to live over there. A long time ago 
before me the people lived there; all over, eh (CR09/01). 

Within the 2010 – 2016 TLUO interviews there are a number of stories relating to ancestral 
living places beyond the living memory of CRDN Elders who shared them.  Only a few ancestral 
sites/areas recorded in CRDN TLUO data base have been visited in the field.  There are a number 
of CRDN members who have a personal interest in visiting the old living and trapping areas of 
members of the community who have passed on.  There are a large number of such sites.  
Members of the Nation who are actively on the land and have an interest in such matters are 
able to identify such places. 

But I noticed, like – they told me, an old guy used to live around the point here, 
eh. And he passed on quite a while ago.  He`s from here.  And he trapped in 
there....But...this summer we`re still going to look around that area and see if we 
can find things....It`s pretty far from our cabin, eh.... Before when we got in that 
area – we found some traps.  Probably left them there a long time ago – when 
the tree was about this big....And the tree is this big [now] and that wire is right 
inside. The traps was still hanging on (CR33/05).   

Many of the older cabins and camps on record are related to CRDN members who were trapping 
during the 1940’s continuing into the 1980s.  In early 1960s, CRDN Elders report that the 
Hudson’s Bay Company had 260 trappers from La Loche on their books (CR05/02). As was noted, 
there were few external social support systems at the time and people solely depended on the 
land to feed their families.  A number of the old cabins and camps which have been recorded 
relate to mercantile fishing for commercial markets, during this same period. 

That’s a long time ago there was no welfare. You have to work for your kids.  
You have to do something for your kids, growing (CR09/01). “Where’s the fish –
you go there with your family” (CR09/01).  
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There used to be lots of trappers that time.  Lots.  Everybody would go after 
[furs].  And there was no job, nothing....If you’re lazy, you’re starving [laughter]. 
You’re out.  That’s just the way it looks, anyway (CR25/02). 

In reference to shelter systems utilized by CRDN ancestors, a wide range of structures have been 
recorded.  They include sleeping under the trees, lean-to’s, pointy tents [teepees], log cabins 
(with or without mudded walls), side wall canvas tents, simple rough wood structures to fancy 
milled lumber buildings and everything in between.  The type of shelter structure was based on 
what was required to serve the purpose and what materials were conveniently at hand.  

My dad and I used to do that [sleeping under the trees].  We used to cut down 
trees and like we’d lay them across  - the tree -  in the winter. Then we’ll make a 
fire so that the heat goes in and stays in.  So we’d huddle underneath the 
trees.... You would make a big fire so that you heat up the ground. So then you’d 
take the ashes away and put some branches on there....Yeah.   Just like that.  
That’s what he used to teach....It’s not a real big tree that you would cut down.  
You’d cut down the smaller ones so that you’d just lay it at an angle.  We’d put 
the tree across, from tree to tree, branch to branch.  Then you just lay those 
things on top.... Well, you don’t want to put [the fire] inside because it might 
catch that thing on fire, eh.  So the opening would be here – like it would be at 
an angle.  You’d climb in so the fire would be there so that the heat stays in 
(CR02/03). 

[Sleep] Under the trees, that’s what we used to do…a long time ago….This 
country there, nice little country. You can sleep anyplace. Just put the blanket 
there; sleep there. It don’t matter. Like spring, summer time, winter time. Winter 
time, you just put the snow, put a little bit of trees there, that jackpine. Cut it 
out…. you can make a bed on it…..That’s what I do all my life; I used to do a lot. 
But now it’s way different....But before [I built my cabin], I sleep anyplace, don’t 
matter where. Just under the wood there, that’s all (CR37/03).  

The first time I built a cabin there it burned out, so after I made it again….But I 
made a small one; I’m cheap. It’s too much money to haul lumber that far....I 
made my own lumber with the trees (CR37/03). 

As an example of Denesuline practicality and the wide variation in sheltering systems there is a 
‘house’ on record where a CRDN Elder and his fishing/trapping partner constructed a shelter out 
of plastic and spent the winter season, going about their harvesting work in the area, quite 
content.  That summer a forest fire went through the area and the plastic house survived, 
unscathed.  Ironically, many CRDN cabins were destroyed by the same fire whereas the plastic 
house went on to see further use by another CRDN member hunting in that area.   

I went fishing there, fall time. Go across, trap and fish same time. I went there. 
But I don’t have …. that guy [partner] has no house there. So I went, I got to 
[*named] Lake and went behind, there’s one little lake there. It’s a nice little lake 
there. So nice country. I make a little shack with plastic…about that big….It was 
really nice….I stay there until about three weeks, something anyway. So we took 
limit. So I do trapping, then we left there. So we take everything back….Like that 
summer it was burned down….All that, everything burned, that country. All 
burned to the highway. That plastic it didn’t even [burn].  Nothing. All burned 
around but [not the plastic house]. it’s not bullsh--t – but I should have taken 
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picture that time. I didn’t think about that. But all around this way, just around. 
All the fire was here; it didn’t even melt nothing, that plastic. All the country 
burned….That [CRDN member] he went there about 2 years ago.  He said, ‘I slept 
in it, in that plastic. Even the bear didn’t even tear nothing down.’  He said, ‘Even 
the bear don’t bother me’ (CR37/03). 

It is noted by CRDN harvesters that back in the day when members walked in to their trapping 
areas more cabins were required than is currently the case due to the comparative differences 
in travel time. 

Well, I mean, in my father’s time [1950s, 1960s], for example, it would take him 
maybe a couple of days to get up there, right....Now he would need a place to 
stay there too.  And these others [cabins] because there`s fishing and trapping; 
he would need to have a decent place to camp for a few days (CR01/02). 

4.1.3 Contemporary Living Places (Camps and Harvesting Camps) 
Numerous cabins and harvesting camps have been recorded throughout No Hoe Neneh (CRDN 
traditional lands).  Cabins are generally the first point of reference in personal TLUO mapping 
interviews carried out with CRDN members. The number of cabins in current use is reported to 
be a reflection of CRDN members’ deep and enduring attachments to the land and the 
importance of living off the land as Denesuline.  It also is a reflection of the importance of 
domestic livelihoods within the CRDN community at large.  Cabins are described as the primary 
address even though members live and maintain homes in La Loche or Clearwater Village. 

[We] were practically raised there, like, my older siblings. And then – uh, they 
always used this place as their main source of, you know - their address, kind of 
thing.... It’s like central station. What would you call it? Some place you call 
home all the time, right....Here [our cabin], that’s still my home (CR57/05).  

While cabins are more permanent structures, both harvesting camps and cabins are the ’base 
places’ (invariably located near water) from which Denesuline harvesting activities are carried 
out.  At such good places a variety of different shelters can be/are erected where Denesuline 
traditional practices are centred.  In this regard, cabins and harvesting camps are the processing 
and distribution centres for the harvests that are brought in.  Moreover, they are educational 
centres where young people are immersed in customary Denesuline ways of life and have the 
opportunity to watch, learn, and be supported by Elders and other adult members of an 
extended family who are there to assist young people in developing their own skills.  In turn, 
young people so instructed pass on the teachings and knowledge they received to yet another 
generation (see Section 3.2.4.7).   

My family likes going up there.  We’ve been up there I don’t know how many 
times.  She’s [CR16] been there as a trapping student of my grandpa and 
grandma. Clean fish, …making everything from getting wood, to starting fires, 
getting water from the lake in an old pail. It’s our tradition; we still do that when 
we go there.  We don’t go there just to p_ss around.   We go there to use the 
land, and use whatever is provided for us by Mother Nature. That’s what we do 
up there. It’s not recreation.  It’s life.  When we shoot a duck, we pluck it, we skin 
it, we cook it, we eat it. Same with fishing. We aren’t out there to relax and show 
off (CR18/02). 
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Given these characterizing features, the presence of so many cabins and harvesting camps 
within CRDN traditional lands is a visual demonstration of CRDN members’ commitments to live 
as Denesuline people and pass on the traditions to the next generations.  Although fewer 
members of the community are engaged in mercantile fur or fish harvesting activities because of 
unfavorable market conditions, CRDN members’ life on the land continues uninterrupted with a 
greater emphasis on living in cabins that support harvesting and cultural interests throughout 
the year. Younger members of the Nation report being interested in trapping for intrinsic, non-
monetary reasons. 

But people are – because they just love being out on the land so much, they 
focus a lot of their efforts on, you know, trying build a nice cabin....Everyone 
wants a nice cabin....If they had a lot of the comforts of their regular home and, 
you know, they have a good stove and everything – then they would stay longer 
(CR15/01). 

In the course of interviews, CRDN members often stated that cabins are a way of exercising 
treaty rights (namely, living in accordance with customary practices of land tenure and 
Denesuline traditions of mobility and freedom of movement).  For this reason, there is no need 
to seek government approval to build.  Nonetheless, some CRDN members report that they are 
nervous and personally inclined to check with Saskatchewan Environment and Resource 
Management [SERM] regarding ‘the rules’ to avoid potential future problems. 

With SERM that’s what their recommendation is. But that’s not what we are 
exercising. We are exercising our Treaty Rights, so that we are building cabins 
where our families traditionally camped. Where our family’s traditional routes 
are.  That’s where we learned our traditions (CR03/02). 

Like, people want to build a trapper’s cabin here and there….I just kept telling 
them, build it wherever you want. This is our land....I just kept telling them this is 
our land, don’t worry about it (CR27/03).  

And then my husband talked with an Elder from La Loche here....Well he told us 
that we can build anywhere we want (CR59/05). 

Cabins within CRDN traditional lands are in such a constant state of physical and ownership 
changes that maintaining an up-to-date CRDN Cabins Map is very difficult proposition.  Old 
cabins which may not have been occupied for a long time are brought back into use; cabins 
located in an area no longer being occupied for a variety of reasons are moved, traded, or sold.  
As well, there is the toll of forest fires which regularly destroy CRDN cabins (see 6.4.2).  

I’ve got a house there; I’m taking it apart….I don’t think I’ll go there again 
(CR37/03). 

[I]t’s been a while since I’ve been there [my Dad’s old cabin]….It should be 
standing because one time this guy fixed it up and used it (CR38/03).  

My [father’s old cabins] they’re still good because my brother’s there looking 
after it. Every time they want to go there, they always go there. They are fixing 
the house. About two weeks ago, [name] and their two kids went there and go 
fishing (CR42/03).  

[Name] owned it one time....They took it apart about three years ago..... And 
they moved it straight across from there to [this] area right now (CR03/02).  
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Adding to the above complexity in CRDN Cabin recordkeeping efforts is the fact that ownership 
and use cannot be separated solely in accordance with treaty status.  Labels such as ‘Status’, 
‘Non-Status’, and ‘Metis’ are assigned by non-indigenous governments for their own purposes.  
Until recently, such distinctions were of little relevance within the La Loche community at large. 
What has been/and continues to be important are the community’s internal definitions of 
‘family’ and kinship (e.g. marriage and adoption).   

So we have members of the same family - some are Metis, some have status 
cards, and some are non-status treaty Indians (CR01/01).  

In this regard, a cabin ascribed to a Metis owner, for example, will be used by Status and Non-
Status individuals and vice versa.  Furthermore, there are ongoing changes within the 
community as individuals obtain/regain their Treaty status.  The task of attempting to keep the 
CRDN Cabins Map current was assumed by a member of the Nation working in the Band Office.  
Changes or adjustments to this consolidated CRDN Cabins Map are only made directly by the 
owner(s), in keeping with Denesuline conventions to tell your own story (i.e. speak only about 
what is personally known).   
 

 
                    Photo 4 CRDN Cabin Map Updates at the Band Office 
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The numerous cabins and harvesting camps which have been digitally recorded as of January 
2020 are represented in Figure 15 as a partial, collective record through time and living memory.  
Many recorded cabins and harvesting camps date back to the 1940s (and sometimes earlier).  
The majority are in current use. A small number of planned future cabin sites are also included.   
 
While the record of CRDN residency on traditional lands, as depicted in Figure 15, is obviously 
intense, it is known to be incomplete.   A number of CRDN members, for example, explicitly 
stated that they did not want their cabin location to be publicly available.  As well, the 
habitation sites (past and present) which have been recorded do not necessarily include those 
belonging to CRDN families who have yet to be interviewed. 

Given that the use of cabins is readily shared between extended family members, hunting 
partners and friends, CRDN occupancy is much more intensive than what is initially apparent in 
Figure 15.  The locations of most recorded cabins within CRDN traditional lands are retained in 
the mind maps of the many active CRDN hunters.  

4.1.3.1 Cabin Construction 
The more recently erected cabins reported by CRDN members tend to be constructed of milled 
lumber in accordance with contemporary building conventions.  CRDN students in the carpentry 
program at CRDN School have an opportunity to learn cabin building skills and have constructed 
cabins for use by the school.  Structurally, the newer cabins do a much better job of deterring 
small critters (e.g. mice and squirrels) than their predecessors.  Cabins, as defined by CRDN, are 
definitely not to be confused with non-Indigenous concepts of cottages and cabins. 

Like we would never in a million years call it a cottage (CR15/01). 

House cabins.  Most of them....The recent ones....Just like my cabin is a house 
cabin.....I have everything in there....Like, home away from home (CR03/02). 

The majority of CRDN cabins are small and simple structures whether old or new.  Although a 
few CRDN cabins are noted to be “really fancy” it is immaterial to CRDN members if a cabin has 
“lots of glass and two stories” because “we still hang our fish, you know” (CR 15/02).   

4.1.3.2 Cabin/Harvesting Camp Locations  
CRDN cabins and harvesting camps are invariably located on lakes or waterbodies and serve as 
base camps from which more extensive activities (harvesting or otherwise) originate.   Beyond 
that, the various considerations entered into by CRDN members who have built/are 
contemplating building a cabin are broad, varied, and inextricably interconnected.  Many cabin 
sites are reported to have initially started out as harvesting camps.  Multiple cabins in different 
locations are not unusual.  Extended family clusters of cabins and camps are common and 
reflect longstanding customary living arrangements.   Space is maintained between the various 
cabins and camps in a shared area. 

They’re [cabins] scattered.  I would say maybe a kilometer apart (CR27/02). 

In addition to harvesting camps, there are so many temporary camps within CRDN traditional 
lands that no attempt was made to record them.  Such camps are preferably situated in a good 
sandy jackpine spot by water but the camp choice is ultimately determined by the moose that 
presents itself for harvest, not the hunters.  Where the moose is taken is where the camp will be 
located.   Moreover,  with  trucks,  CRDN  temporary  camps  are  extremely simple and portable.  
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[I camp] Anywhere….Where there’s a good place to camp….. A good place – 
wide open spot with water, jackpines….It’s all jackpines when you go up north 
from here (CR41/03). 

[I]f it’s in the summer, I can pitch a tent or whatever.  Fall times I’ll just have a 
mattress in the back of the truck (CR02/02). 

The many considerations that go into deciding where to build a cabin include ease of access  to  
preferred harvesting areas; ease of access to other good harvesting areas; ancestral 
connections; affiliation with ancestral places; family legacy; convenience for family use; and 
respect for neighbours. 
 
Ease of Access to Preferred/Well Known Harvesting Areas. The primary consideration for 
deciding on a cabin site location is its suitability as a base camp to support harvesting activities 
in an area known to provide an abundance of food from the land.  This includes proximity to a 
good fishing lake since fish is the mainstay of CRDN Denesuline diets.   

That’s…where I make another cabin there….Because it was a good area for 
moose [and] trapping (muskrat and beaver, otter) and ducks [and eggs] in spring 
(CR29/03). 

Well, because like I said, one of the reasons why we want to build up in [named 
lake area] is because it’s way up there, like it’s 200 kilometers.   A lot of people 
mainly go hunting in this area.  A lot of people don’t go way up here because it’s 
quite a ways.  They’ll go driving.  Like they’ll drive to Cluff Lake and they’ll drive 
back.  But over-nighters, or weekend hunters, we’ve noticed that a lot of people 
don’t really go into these areas, right.  That’s why we figured – it’s a nice central 
area.  We can build a cabin where we can sleep....Like last year...I pitched a 
canvas tent with a stove rather than all that work where I have to take all that 
time, setting it up, taking it back down, and what not.  That’s what I’ve done and 
so now…[we’re] in a permanent location where we can just go and hunt kind of 
anywhere.  So that’s what we’ve been doing for the past three years.  We...just 
go up in that area (CR51/04). 

For hunting.  [Dene] So I go into other lakes, eh. Winter time I can just move my 
truck all over eh.  [Dene Translation] One of the main reasons why he had a 
cabin there is for commercial fishing. And in the winter time, because it’s on the 
Oilsands Road, he said they clear the snow for him, like a free service. But they 
[siblings] are wanting to build another cabin [on Descharme River] (CR29/03). 

Ease of Access to Other Good Harvesting Areas.  Another matter of importance in the selection 
of CRDN cabin locations is accessibility to travel routes into different, known to be good 
harvesting areas.  Although harvesters may have preferred harvesting areas, there is no thought 
that activities will be restricted to a single area.  ‘I go all over’ is a refrain repeated over and over 
in CRDN TLUO interviews (see Section 4.2.2). 

So finally I decided to build a cabin there because it’s like the central [place] for 
myself, like when I’m hunting up north. Like Cluff Lake road is 245 [km post], 
right? So I can hunt anywhere between and still make it back to the cabin.... So 
like I’m right in the centre (CR58/05) 

.   
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Photo 5 Typical Cabins and Harvesting Camps Within No Hoe Neneh  
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Ancestral Connections.  Many contemporary CRDN cabins are located in areas which have been 
occupied for generations by particular families and are recognized as such by the community at 
large. CRDN cabins are commonly passed down from generation to generation and children and 
grandchildren often rebuild in the same location to maintain the continuity in family presence in 
a particular location.  It is not unusual for new sites to be selected on the basis of ancestral 
family connections and the associated traditional hunting knowledge of that particular area.   
Ancestral foundations are typically left in place. 

I started building maybe earlier [than 2000), but we just took our time, right.... 
like my family used to live in Descharme Lake. That’s where we kind of settled, 
right....when I was a kid. So from there, like, I stayed at my uncle’s cabin there.  
And then from there on, like I didn’t want to be in that settlement no more. 
So....I found that spot like [15-20 km away]...I always visited that spot there.  
Like when I was up north (CR58/05).  

And then I guess my husband’s late grandfather [Name] had a trapping line 
there, so [we built there] (CR59/05). 

Affiliation with Ancestral Places.  In the case of recording CRDN cabins as part of the TLUO 
studies, it was not uncommon for members to come in to review and, if necessary, correct CRDN 
Cabin Map information, particularly in cases where a newer cabin had been built in close 
proximity to an earlier ancestral cabin.  For CRDN members, the attachment to a particular area 
where parents, grandparents and great grandparents derived their livelihoods does not end if 
that area is not visited nor is it specifically tied to the structure itself.  The primary attachment is 
to the ‘place’ not the ‘structure.’ 

Here, for example, is where my dad and I and another person...built a 
cabin....I`ve never been back there since but I have something to do with 
[named] Lake. I don’t go there all the time, but….that`s my father’s site. It’s still 
up. We use the area, but we don’t use the cabin. We take a tent.  Because a lot 
of those cabins you leave for many years so critters get in there- it’s a mess. So 
you’re better off just camping next to it or a few feet away at the same lake and 
that kind of thing....It doesn’t mean anything [if the cabin isn’t being used].  It`s 
our area. I can easily re-build it if I wanted to but I don’t need to. I have a 
cabin....with all the amenities that you would want and I can get up to that old 
cabin place in one day. I don’t need two [cabins] (CR01/02) 

Family Legacy.  As reported by CRDN members, cabins are also a legacy for children and 
grandchildren.  Upon the death of an Elder, the ownership of a cabin(s) is usually passed on to 
children or grandchildren who have demonstrated an interest in maintaining Denesuline family 
traditions. 

Yeah, my Firebag, my house, at one point went down because…you see I built 
that shack for 52 years now….[It’s]  finished.  So I’ve got to try to build another 
one. But I’m okay anyway, not for me, my kids. I’ve got boys and that. If they 
want to do something someday….You know. If they go trapping there….They’d 
have a place in the one house. And they’d be okay; easy that way (CR37/03). 

Convenient for Family Use.  Family use in CRDN contexts is very broad and includes children, 
parents, grandparents and great grandparents, and siblings and cousins of all ages.  The need for 
school age children to attend classes is reported to be an important consideration and a number 
of cabins situated close to La Loche have been built there to accommodate the needs of school 
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age children.  Even though the CRDN School supports and encourages time on the land as 
cultural activity within the curriculum, parents and grandparents report their reluctance to 
interrupt the regular class program.  Thus, a cabin close to the community allows for time on the 
land without missing school classes. 

Well like I said, I got 2 [cabins], just out of town here, about 35 kilometers; that’s 
where they [children] usually stay there quite a bit. They do a lot of – what do 
you call it - winter time – one of my daughters she likes snaring rabbits and stuff 
like that (CR27/03). 

Because our kids were small and they go to school, and we wanted to still camp 
while they go to school….[we still have that cabin] we use it at times too. Like for 
shorter [trips], you know - we go there. The grandkids go to this one too. They 
really like that. We do lots of hunting. Everything (CR34/03). 

Respectful of Neighbours.  As a matter of maintaining respectful and convivial relationships 
within the La Loche community at large, CRDN members planning to build a cabin in a particular 
location report that a proposed plan is usually discussed informally within the community to 
ensure that a proposed new cabin will not be an imposition (bother) or interfere with the 
present residents’ peaceful enjoyment and use of the same area. The families currently using 
the area or the families with ancestral family ties to the proposed location are conferred with. 

And then my husband was looking on the Google Maps, Google Earth and he 
found this lake. Like it looked like it was a beachy area. So one day we decided to 
just walk there and drive.  It was a beautiful lake. Yeah.  So nice beach area. So 
we decided to build there. And we talked to one of the Elders because we 
weren’t sure if we could build anywhere....But he has – like an old cabin.  It’s 
abandoned now. Across the lake from here.  That was his trapline. So we talked 
with his children, like. So like everybody was fine with us building a cabin there 
(CR59/05). 

4.1.3.3 Time Spent At Cabins and Camps 
In the present day, many CRDN members report that they go to their cabins as often as finances 
and children’s schooling schedules permit and stay as long as possible, if their peaceful 
enjoyment is not interfered with.   

Yeah, we go there lots of times on weekends. Especially in the winter, eh. We go 
there just about every week… Just on the ski-doo. [With] The grandkids. 
(CR30/03) 

We want to go there all the time - especially in the summer. I’m just [anxious to 
go] – Next week - to me - it’s just like another month….It’s a long time, yeah 
(CR27/03). 

Like mostly Up North.…Weekends we do that a lot, and when there’s long 
weekends especially. And holidays.  Any time of the year (CR34/03). 

Well we’re thinking of going back there for Easter holidays.  Yeah.  And we 
usually go during the summer holidays as well....Like, more - especially in the 
summertime. Or even for the weekend....And we would go even during the 
Christmas holidays - Whenever the school was out...because it’s kind of hard to 
take your kids out from school (CR59/05).   



69 
 

[W]e would have been up there already but the snow has just gone. It’s kind of 
soft in a couple spots and we’re waiting for it to dry out a little bit. We’re going 
to go out there next weekend.) (CR27/03). 

[W]e normally go in the summertime, maybe about 3 times in the summer. And 
then in the fall time would be four, where we stay there sometimes for two 
weeks, three weeks, for hunting. And my son goes in there sometimes in the 
wintertime and goes to do some fishing. Checks out the area. He was there 
actually last month; stayed there for a week. They use snow machines....He said 
the snow was about a foot deep, maybe two feet deep, so it was a little tough 
(CR60/05).  

Maybe when school is over he’s going to stay there….I’ll stay there for 
summer….I’m going to make dry fish (CR46/03). 

If circumstances permitted, a number of CRDN members have expressed a definite inclination to 
live off the land full time at their cabins.  The preference to be Up North is not a new 
phenomenon.  

So I have two cabins. Here - across here and then up north....I spend more time 
Up North..... I don’t really go this [cabin] that much.  I go Up North. I just want to 
live up there. That’s what I want to do.  It’s a really beautiful place to be 
(CR56/05). 

Us too....can’t afford the gas....Because sometimes we have to pawn our stuff to 
go check our cabin (CR62/05).  

My grandpa used to sell them [furs trapped Up North] for gas to go back Up 
North with it (CR35/03). 

4.1.3.4 Customary Activities/Shared Use 
Harvesting activities of all kinds occur/radiate out from cabins and harvesting camps and include 
fishing, hunting, trapping and gathering carried out in accordance with Denesuline customs, 
practices and traditions.  The presence of extended family is a given.  According to CRDN reports 
family use includes members from both sides of a nuclear marital unit, extending to 
grandparents, uncles and aunties and cousins.  Gatherings of over two dozen people are 
reported to be common, with an arrangement of tents and vehicles in the vicinity of the 
cabin/camp base. 

Yeah, my family – my kids – including my parents too. And my siblings and 
[their] kids (CR62/05). 

When my father goes with us he usually does that, like trapping....I just enjoy my 
cabin with my kids and my grandchildren....Uh, my oldest daughter she likes 
hunting and....Yeah. She always goes hunting in the fall time..... Not only her - 
Some of my family members [too].  And they use the cabin whenever there’s 
hunting season as well....Yeah, my sisters. My in-laws (CR59/05).  

Not only are harvesting activities carried out collectively, the processing of the harvests and 
preparations for storage are also done collectively (e.g. making dry fish and dry meat).  Typically, 
when nets of fish or moose are brought in by fishermen or hunters, the women in the camp 
immediately begin processing the harvest for immediate use or long-term storage.  The harvest 
is shared among the participants and then further shared within extended family networks. 
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I eat fish from there, like rabbits, and moose….there’s still a lot of fish there. In 
summertime we go there; sometimes my mom comes with me and we make dry 
fish. Lots!  Like for my family. We split however much we make. And after I 
brought it home, I’ve got lots of kids too. My family is 9, all grown up though….. 
[Berries…in the fall time…..Just around there [cabin]….Last year we have lots of 
blueberries in there. So my sister-in-law and my brother went there… they picked 
up lots of berries. And myself too (CR42/03).  

Time spent at cabins and harvesting camps is the way CRDN children learn Denesuline values, 
customs, practices and traditions, in the language of the land and in accordance with their age 
and interests.  They also learn to navigate on the land and go out on harvesting trips receive 
traditional teachings from many different family members, starting at a very early age (see 
Section 3.2.4.7). 

Every summer we go out there with our kids and we teach them how to process 
and to store fish.  Not just fish.  But there’s all kinds of berries here. And then 
rabbits, you know.  All kinds of wildlife.... My dad built the road there....And they 
harvested food all over, around there. They used all the wildlife - rabbits, fish, 
ptarmigan (CR57/05).  

And then on the quads, I don’t know, we go lots of places on the quad when 
we’re up there. We go down here and we travel down here. When my grandkids 
are with me we travel down in here and down here. (CR27/03).  Fall time.  We 
spend a lot of time up there, in the summer time. Dry fish, picking 
berries….Everything.  They say we live off the land; that’s what we do in the 
summer time….We spend a lot of time up there. Lots. The whole summer 
(CR27/03). 

Although contemporary CRDN use of cabins tends to be more individualized than formerly, 
cabins are still widely shared.   

Sometimes it’s like when you’re using someone’s cabin, you know what I 
mean....I’ve done a fair bit of canoeing for example.  So along the way you’ll find 
different shelters and you are able to utilize those shelters even though it`s not 
yours. It’s like utilizing common trails, common campsite or cabin.  It’s common 
knowledge. So the point is - it`s almost like those same lakes...it`s not exclusively 
yours; its shared.....Now you have more individualized usage and that is because 
people have the ability to build cabins in different places and have the physical 
ability to access those areas. Whereas in the past if all you had was your canoe 
and your belongings in the canoe and that, it’s pretty hard to build cabins and 
have each individual cabin (CR01/02). It’s quite prominent to have your door 
locked with a string. You walk in and make yourself at home, and leave it the 
way you found it (CR01/02.)  

My cabin. My mom’s cabin, so it’s mine…..Anybody went [goes] there. We don’t 
lock up, so when somebody wants to use it they use it…..A lot of time they are 
changing locks there because…the people break the lock, so last year I was 
telling my brother…just leave it like that....When somebody wants to use, they 
can use it as long as they don’t burn it down….We have everything in there; we 
have blankets, everything (CR42/03).   
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A couple of old fellows in the community here [names]...he used the cabin in the 
wintertime to do trapping. He did that a couple times, trapping. He comes and 
sees me and I allow him to use the cabin for trapping. So that’s what we 
normally do.  And people actually in the fall time, if we’re not going to be there 
in the fall time, they actually ask if they can stay in there. My main thing is what 
you see there, leave there. And get your own damn wood! (CR60/05). 

The custom of open invitations to use cabins is reported to be changing with the increased 
numbers of outsiders entering CRDN traditional lands who do not share the ethics of sharing and 
respect. 

4.1.3.5 Aesthetics and Beauty and Peaceful Solitude 
The words ‘beautiful,’ ‘so nice area’ ‘peaceful’ and ‘quiet’ are invariably used by CRDN members 
in discussions related to cabins and harvesting camps and the land within No Hoe Neneh 
generally.  While time at cabins and camps is described as a time of peaceful contentment and 
relaxation, it doesn’t mean idleness.  Harvesting and processing foods is physically challenging, 
taxing, and time consuming.  Nonetheless, these activities are the source of deep emotional and 
spiritual fulfillment.  The peaceful contentment comes with the satisfaction derived from 
providing food for one’s family directly from the land and preparing them in accordance with 
the age-old Denesuline traditions and teachings which have been passed down through the 
generations.   

Because it’s such a beautiful place. Like, even the land, just sitting there and 
looking at the lake, and....Just everything about the North is just beautiful. Quiet. 
Nature and  - When you’re up there for, even for a few days, like, I don’t know, 
there’s nothing compared to that feeling of just being where everything is just so 
peaceful. (CR59/05). 

Like since 1993 we’ve been going in there. Nice and quiet, sitting by the fireplace 
in the evening…. For me it’s better to live out there, live by the lakeshore.  I just 
like camping (CR27/03).   
 
I noticed it’s a really nice area, so that’s why I started a cabin there....Beautiful 
spot and you’ve got to be there to see it.  So anyways, it’s good [for hunting as 
well] (CR58/05). 

Even the birds, when you want to sit quietly.  You know, you listen to the nature. 
Nature sings to you, you know.  It talks to you (CR62/05). 

With the Covid-19 pandemic, the already intense CRDN use of cabins is reported to have 
increased substantially. 

4.2 Harvesting (Traditional Use) 
Harvesting activities are the essential core of Denesuline heritage and identity.  For CRDN 
members who are committed to maintaining Denesuline customs, practices and traditions, the 
harvesting of foods and other resources from No Hoe Neneh represents both the means and 
ends of a life well-lived.   

4.2.1 Livelihood 
Harvesting activities are the expression of Denesuline livelihood, an economic system where 
CRDN members are directly connected to food supplies and to the land from which these foods 
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are derived.  CRDN harvesting as defined for the TLUO investigations, includes fishing, hunting, 
trapping and gathering, both domestic and mercantile (commercial).  What is of primary 
importance is that the varied activities are carried out in accordance with Denesuline customary 
practices and traditions and contribute to overall family wellbeing (livelihood).  According to this 
definition, harvesting is harvesting.  It matters not if harvests of fish, meat, or berries were/are 
traded, sold or shared.  It wasn’t so in the past and it isn’t so in the present, even if Canadian 
courts have ruled differently.  

Just because we didn’t use a dollar bill that had the Prime Minister or the 
Queen’s face on it back then doesn’t mean that we didn’t trade things. Back 
then we didn’t have money but we had other things that we traded (CR15/03).  

In the context of harvesting for commercial markets, for example, while parts of a harvest such 
as the hides, pelts, or fillets were/are sold, those parts not considered to be ‘saleable products’ 
were/are still eaten or otherwise utilized.  Many fish and animal gut parts, for example, are 
Denesuline food delicacies; they are definitely not ‘waste.’ While fur harvesting and commercial 
fishing in a contemporary context do not provide the cash incomes that they once did, the 
enduring and intrinsic values of harvesting activities are central to Denesuline community life 
and continue to physically, emotionally, and spiritually sustain CRDN individuals and families.   

That’s where we go to hunt. My grandpa, his dad my uncles, that’s what we use 
the land for, for the family. We don’t go to the grocery; we don’t want to go and 
buy T-bone steak. This is what we learned growing up as kids; and this is what 
we teach our kids (CR18/02).  

We don’t want to live off of store food.....Because that’s all manufactured stuff 
you know. Like we go out in the bush, we get a moose.  Nobody gave it 
antibiotics or injections, like, to make it grow really fast, you know. It’s all 
natural. But in the store, that’s where all these diseases come from....They do 
that to mass produce (CR57/05). 

For tradition-oriented members of the Nation, preferred foods are those which are derived 
fresh and direct from the land. When these foods are procured, they are collectively processed 
and shared within the extended family and wider community.  The fundamental Denesuline 
tenets of respect and no waste are observed. 

But for me, whenever my dad killed a moose, I used to be, you know, stop eating 
that raw meat. I’d cut the raw meat and put lots of salt on it. I think, like I prefer 
it raw than cooked [chuckle]....Cut off the ears.  Cut off the tail.  Cut the antlers.  
Put it on a plate.   That’s what we say anyway [laughter] (CR02/02). 

Because we love eating this type of food....Our chicken is almost purple, see. We 
don’t bleed it, you know.  And those [super]markets, they do that because it’s 
mass production. We don’t need mass production. We only take when we need 
it....We throw a net in here and we get 50 fish.  And if there’s ten people here, 40 
goes back [to them]. Yeah. Unless we have somebody who is going to do the dry 
fish thing. And even if you do dry fish, if we take a fish apart, even the back, 
nothing gets thrown away. Nothing at all.... If there’s like fish guts or something 
that you don’t use you boil it and the dogs eat it....[E]verything works, like, in a 
circle.  Like if, you know, the lynx eating the rabbits; the rabbits eat - the 
ptarmigan, people eat it. It just keeps going round and round. But that’s what 
we were taught.... And when we do it, it’s done right. Even we get leaves, like 
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from branches, it’s all covered on the ground.  Because we respect that carcass 
still [Dene]. And then you prepare it.  Everything, even the bones, you know. All 
the time....I love eating the insides of animals because it all tastes like trees 
(CR57/05). 

When food stocks are running low, harvesters go out to the land (the backyard fridge) and 
replenish supplies in accordance with what is seasonally available.  Members of extended 
families and the community-at-large pool their resources to support the effort.  Wage-employed 
CRDN hunters who are engaged in shift work away from the community schedule their 
harvesting activities accordingly.  Many CRDN shift workers report they would spend more time 
hunting if schedules allowed. 

If you’re - like if my grandma says she wants rabbits and there’s none around, 
then.... we’ve went down there specifically   just for rabbits....And if we see a 
moose, or something that’s a bonus (CR20/02). 

But now it’s like - everything’s all cost, so...I work out of province now.  I work in 
Alberta.  Just to make ends meet, right....I’m away 14 days out of the month. 
Most times I’m away for 21 days and home for 7 (CR64/05).  

Yeah. If I haven’t got work, I’d be out there [hunting].  Like my days off I plan on 
going back up there for 4 days or whatever (CR40/03). 

I wanted to do that, but I wanted to go from there all the way down to here but I 
didn’t –I don’t have enough time with the shifts that I’m working (CR20/02).   

4.2.2 CRDN Harvesting  
Harvesting activities of all kinds are so widespread within CRDN traditional lands and have 
continuously been so since time immemorial that a recording process reflective of this use had 
to be devised with CRDN harvesters at the outset of TLUO investigations.  Since contemporary 
CRDN harvesting activities are so varied, intensive, extensive, and continuous, detailed recording 
of specific sites and areas was immediately precluded. CRDN harvesters simply did not and 
cannot describe their harvesting activities in this way.  The statement I go all over was made 
repeatedly.  Harvesters go where the foods they are looking for are likely to be located and 
change locations as necessary.   

And then I go to, like on the rivers, like from Agar and to Descharme, from 
Descharme to sometimes Clearwater....I’m all over, yeah. Like when I hunt I’m 
just not in one specific area. But for fall hunting, I was in this one specific area 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake]...That was my spot, right.  But other than that, like in 
the summer I go, like I said, from – I canoe from Agar to Descharme, and 
Descharme to sometimes Clearwater, Clearwater back to the bridge.... Uhm, 
that summer route would be from Descharme and Descharme River, right here.  
So I go from Descharme River, right. All the way to Clearwater – Clearwater 
River. It ties up with the Clearwater River, right....So anyways, depending on the 
water level, that’s my summer area.  And then from Agar Lake to ah - Deep End.:  
And from Deep End to Dupre and to Descharme. So those are my other 
areas...These are canoe [routes.]....I get dropped off (CR58/05).  “There’s 
another place that we used to go hunting too, it’s called Wenger. And when my 
grandfather was alive we used to do commercial fishing over at 
Wickencamp....That’s where we used to do our commercial fishing....At times 
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when I did commercial fishing with my grandfather they still had the float 
planes. Like bring the fish to Buffalo Narrows there at the fisheries (CR58/05). 

Any attempt to record CRDN harvests and harvesting areas as time-specific and discrete would 
be somewhat equivalent to asking an urban food shopper to retrospectively document their 
food purchases and the stores where the foods were procured, on an annual or lifetime basis.  
CRDN Elders, for example, reported that they had been harvesting since they were 10 years old 
(or younger) with parents or grandparents and could not conceive of distilling 60 or 70 years of 
harvesting into discrete little boxes (digital points, lines and polygons) called ‘fishing’, ‘hunting,’ 
’trapping’, and ‘gathering’ even if those activities took place in the same general area (which 
they did not).   
 
CRDN harvesters in their early 20’s, who have been hunting since they were 6 years of age, 
reported the same difficulty with a much shorter time frame of experience.  The reality for 
CRDN members is that foods are harvested when and where they appear.  Moose hunters set 
snares for rabbits and fish and procure ducks to eat while hunting, as do fishers when the nets 
are in the water.  Trappers harvest moose as well as fur-bearers and berry-pickers are 
accompanied by hunters who check out the surrounding area for animals. 

We usually get them there every year. Every year it’s different though (CR20/02). 

So it’s not same.  You’d go where the animals are.  It’s not the same thing all 
your life, all the time.  It’s all different areas (CR25/02). 

We used to pick berries along the river there. There’s a road right along the river 
there, all the way to Descharme….I used to take her [my grandmother] on the 
quad….While she’s picking berries, I leave my brother there or somebody - like 
him and her, maybe four or five of us used to go and we’d take the quad trail….I 
go out and shoot chickens and rabbits, while I check for moose and stuff 
(CR35/03).   

It was also not possible to map the specific resources procured in any given locale either 
because of the reported variability and changes through time.  Moreover, the ‘resources’ (gifts) 
which present themselves are beyond the control of the harvester.   Harvesters who are 
intimately familiar with the places where a preferred species is known to be present and likely 
to be procured have no guarantees that the animals or berries will offer themselves.  Rather, 
harvesters are inclined to gratefully accept what comes their way or, depending on 
circumstances (such as the time of day), pass on an opportunity which might present itself.     

And then last year [2015], there’s a group of us that went down this road and we 
went and checked out some lakes along the side there.... Well, like if we see if 
there’s a lake nearby we’ll kind of stop and listen, make moose calls and 
[check]…Because it’s a body of water, you know…So, this is a place we go 
hunting all the time (CR51/04). 

Everywhere we go, we always look for something along the trail, along the lake 
(CR18/03). 

[Dene translation]  He said every year they used to go to different places. 
Sometimes, they would use that area for maybe two years, and then after that 
they’d move on to a different area and they might come back to that area, they 
might not.   It just depends where that takes them (CR25/02.) 
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You don’t decide. The moose decides as to where to go (CR47/05). 

Even with fishing which is relatively circumscribed by the parameters of a particular lake, there 
are so many fish-bearing lakes within CRDN traditional lands that lakes fished in could not be 
fully recorded.  Moreover, in this regard, at the scale of the TLUO mark-up maps ultimately 
decided upon for functional reasons (ca 1:150,000 scale poster-size), many small unnamed lakes 
do not even show up (see Section 2.1.2) (Appendix 2).  CRDN harvesters commonly report that 
many of these small lakes provide very good stocks of large fish and small lakes visited for the 
first time are commonly checked out to see what might be present. 
 
Given the realities described above, the documentation of CRDN harvesting was necessarily 
focussed on delineating the various areas where harvesting were/are carried out.  If specific 
details were provided, they were documented and such detail would appear on individual 
personal maps.  Moose kill sites are an example of sensitive information that only appears in 
personal CRDN records (if reported).  Therefore, in mapping harvesting activities, CRDN 
members interviewed usually marked the trails and travel routes utilized in search of moose or 
fur-bearers and circumscribed the general area of activity, noting lakes fished in, with the 
understanding that every hunting, fishing, trapping, gathering trip is different. 

It’s not all about moose hunting; we go hunt ducks and things up north too. We 
hunt ducks on Agar and at [CR03}’s cabin (CR18/02.) 

Yeah, usually we could get less [berries] this year, over here…[and] we could find 
lots of up there. That’s how it is all the time (CR34/02). 

[Dene Translation] He said he just used to go to different areas....[You’ve got to 
try different areas. If the animals are scarce in one area, you’d remember that I 
had a good time in an area there a few years ago and you’d go back to that 
area.  You’d just alternate.  You don’t stay....Same with fishing - commercial 
fishing - you can’t set your net in the same place all the time. You have to move 
them, you have to chase them (CR25/02). 

The wide variety of CRDN harvesting activities which have been documented and consolidated 
in the CRDN TLUO database is therefore a very superficial of representation of what actually has 
taken place/currently takes place on the land.  An ongoing joke in trying to map CRDN 
harvesting activities was that it would be much easier to record where harvesting did not occur.   

So all I do is use it for hunting, fishing I guess. All this. Where I [go]…The whole 
area! [laughter] (CR40/04). 

It is recognized that the hunting corridors that were digitally mapped along the trails and travel 
routes utilized are far too narrow and do not accurately reflect the extent of ground which is 
actually be covered.  As described, hunters commonly start off on known trails and move off on 
foot or with quads in various directions in response to the signs of game. The Cluff Lake Road 
hunting corridor is widely used by CRDN harvesters in this way. 

That’s the trail there, we’re just on the road….If, say we see fresh tracks of 
moose here, we’ll go scout it, go tracking for that moose….On foot, yeah 
(CR40/03).  There’s lots of trails and we go check in there, see what we see…. 
Some of them are about a kilometer off the lake, you know? The little lakes, they 
have trails. Some of them are further (CR40/03).  Here. Trails, all over.  We’re 
going all over, by foot. See what I mean? If there’s a trail, we go, and some go 
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on foot, some go in trucks and some go on quads and some go on boats 
(CR40/03). 

[Off Cluff Lake Road] Yeah, wherever there’s a trail. Lakes, all the small lakes, 
where everything is good for moose (CR51/04). 

At best, the digitally mapped corridors illustrate where hunters are scanning the land for tracks 
and evidence of moose.  An identified moose sign then becomes a departure point for hunters, 
depending on its freshness, the time of day, and/or available time.  Should a decision be made 
to track the animal, the hunters organize themselves accordingly and far greater distances will 
be covered, reflecting the expected movement of the animal. 

Like we drive around the area and like we see tracks and stuff in the area and 
then we scoreboard the area, right.  If we don’t, then we just carry on….we do 
that on [foot] – sometimes we use quads, yeah….We use the vehicles and 
quads….And then we’ll usually make up – we’ll have a little camp area or 
whatever.  And then from there we’ll go on quads, right (CR03/05). 

 

 
Photo 6  CRDN Members Preparing to Hit the Trail on Quads 

4.2.3 Traditional Knowledge Supporting Harvesting 
CRDN harvesters carry an immense and intimate knowledge of the lands, waters, animals and 
plants which are present within No Hoe Neneh.  This knowledge cannot be mapped.  
Simplistically considering fish, the mainstay of CRDN members’ diets, the widespread harvesting 
knowledge includes the locations of numerous lakes as well as the species of fish likely to be 
found in each of the lakes.  Beyond that, there is also a vast body of knowledge of where, in 
each of the different lakes, fish are likely to be found in various seasons (i.e. their location, 
depth) as well as the various ways they can be procured in different seasons under a variety of 
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conditions (e.g. winter ice; winds) in conjunction with the most suitable tools and equipment 
(e.g. nets, lures) required.   

[Broach Lake] Well, it’s a hit and miss.  You’ve got to know where the fish are 
different times of the year (CR02/01). 

With net fishing, as a specific example, there is also the knowledge associated with setting and 
pulling nets, removing fish from the nets, and ongoing care of equipment.  As well, there is the 
knowledge associated with initial assessments of the health and well-being of the catch (e.g. 
size, number, anomalies, and sores) in reference to each of the fish species.  A concurrent 
assessment is made of the health of the waters in which the fish are living and what they are 
feeding on (i.e. examination of stomach contents).  When the catch is brought off the water for 
processing, further assessments are made based on the state of the internal organs.   
 
If deemed to be good, each of the different kinds of fish netted is prepared for immediate 
consumption or for storage in a variety of different ways.  The various species of fish are 
processed differently recognizing that some, for example, are best scaled (or not), filleted, 
skinned, or cut up.  Processing also includes the selection of different specific gut parts, which 
are prized delicacies (e.g. whitefish pipes, mariah livers), their proper removal, and the various 
ways they are customarily cooked or otherwise prepared for eating.  In addition, fish processing 
can also include the preparation of fish grease (oil), derived from boiling whitefish remains. The 
final treatment of fish catch remains could include feeding dogs or bringing them into the bush 
for other animals to feed on.   
 
If fish are to be dried, wooden racks are required, specific types of fire need to be lit, using the 
correct woods and then properly tended.  The ways of cooking (immediate or post-preservation) 
vary according to the type of fish as are the ways of preserving them (dried, hung whole, 
frozen).  A small sample of the variety of CRDN Denesuline fish foods is presented in the Photo 7 
collage. 
 
The depth and wealth of Denesuline traditional knowledge and customary practices which relate 
just to fish, as simplistically and superficially described above, applies to all harvests.  This 
knowledge has been passed down continuously for thousands of years in Dene (the language of 
the land) and continues into the present day.  Denesuline tenets of respectful harvesting are 
adhered to in regard to taking only what is needed and not wasting what has been taken. In this 
regard, many CRDN Denesuline food specialities and delicacies are derived from animal viscera 
and parts that are considered to be waste by others (e.g. the heads of moose, caribou, and 
suckers; beaver and muskrat tails, moose noses).   

Yeah, like how do we handle our food, how we cook it, and at what time of year 
do we collect these foods.   Right now my son he’s there now [fishing]…Certain 
foods we….only gather at certain times of the year (CR43/03]. 

Harvesting endeavors and associated food processing and preservation activities typically 
continue to be carried out collectively in extended family groups and harvests are equitably 
shared within the group.  The shared portions are further distributed to Elders and others who 
might not otherwise have access to foods from the land (see Section 3.2.4.2).   
 
There is a similar vast and immense `body of knowledge which supports the processing and 
preservation of all the various foods which are derived from CRDN traditional lands. 
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Photo 7  Sample of CRDN Denesuline Fish Foods 
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5.0 PATTERSON LAKE AREA  
This IRKS investigation is the first time that the Nation’s TLUO research carried out between 
2010 and 2016 has been applied to provide evidence of CRDN Denesuline traditional activities 
within a specific area of No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands).  These earlier TLUO investigations are 
described more fully in Appendix 2. The specific area of examination for this study is referred to 
as the Patterson Lake Area, as depicted in Figure 4 (p. 10).  Although the study area is centered 
on Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] it encompasses a much larger area 
surrounding the lake.   
 
Good for everything harvesting areas are typically described by CRDN members in relation to a 
main lake.  References to harvesting at K’ıt́uázë [Sabine Lake] or Tthëł̨ Tú [Axe Lake] for example, 
take in the named lake as well as a much larger complex of other water bodies, streams, and 
grounds in the surrounding vicinity of the named lake.  For this reason, the Patterson Lake Area, 
as defined for this study, refers to the larger area.  If the IRKS examination were to be narrowly 
focussed on just the lake and its shores, the patterns of CRDN use (harvesting) and occupancy 
would essentially be erased when, in fact, the Patterson Lake Area is the most intensively 
documented CRDN use and occupancy area within No Hoe Neneh. It is an area obviously highly 
important to the Nation’s families and the community at large.   
 
While the boundaries of the Patterson Lake Area so defined are recognized as arbitrary, they 
were formulated by the IRKS research team such that the study area takes in other nearby lakes 
and streams which CRDN members typically include when discussing or personally mapping 
their activities at Patterson. These water features include the upper reaches of Clearwater River 
to the east, Hodge and Murison lakes to the north, Bray Lake to the west and Dahle and Dixon 
lakes to the south. The area which encompasses these water bodies is approximately 80 km 
east-west and 47 km north-south, an area approximately 3,750 hectares in total.   
 
Even within this larger area, a stringent adherence to the arbitrary boundaries in some cases still 
obscures the relationships to spaces and places referred to by CRDN members.  Therefore, the 
detailed examination of CRDN traditional use and occupancy of the Patterson Lake Area which 
follows also includes a number of additional regional maps, at different scales, for purposes of 
clarification.  A segment of an identified trail within the defined Patterson Lake Area, for 
example, has limited explanatory value if the relevant CRDN members’ connections to the entire 
trail network are not apparent.  
 
It is also to be noted that CRDN members’ references to a named lake can refer to either the 
larger area surrounding the main lake, described above or to the lake specifically.  The context 
of the discussion reveals whether the reference is to the specific waterbody or to the larger 
harvesting area.  For example, the statement, We used to take the kids swimming at Patterson, 
is a lake-specific reference whereas I used to hunt at Patterson is reference to the larger 
surrounding area.  Similarly, when CRDN members refer to Cluff Lake they can either be 
speaking about the larger harvesting area which includes Carswell and Saskatoon lakes or to 
Cluff Lake itself (see 6.5.2).   In order to accurately reflect what CRDN members are speaking of 
when referring to activities at Patterson/Patterson Lake the understanding of this difference is 
important.   
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5.1 Waters 
Water is recognized by Indigenous peoples worldwide to be of fundamental importance for all 
life.  CRDN Denesuline members understand and acknowledge the waters within No Hoe Neneh 
with the deepest respect.  The waterways (rivers and lakes) were the first roads and travel 
routes utilized by ancestral Denesuline peoples and shaped how CRDN traditional lands came to 
be known and travelled.  As noted in Section 4.2 (Figure 10; p. 30), CRDN ancestral and current 
use and occupancy is recorded within nine different watersheds including Churchill River, 
Firebag River, Richardson River, Old Fort River, Douglas River, William River, McFarlane River, 
Snare River and Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] which encompasses the sub-watersheds of 
Descharme River (Gó Gós deseh*) and Christina River (Kai kos deseh).  

 
Photo 8  Des Nëtthë/́Clearwater River 

The proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill is situated in the upper reaches of the Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] Watershed.  Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake (Patterson/Forrest Lake] is a main 
lake which is an integral part of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] system – the big/wide river which 
flows through the greater part of CRDN’s traditional lands, No Hoe Neneh.   
 
Specific water matters related to the Patterson Lake Area are examined more fully below.  It is 
to be noted that Denesuline conceptions of the lands and waters within CRDN traditional lands 
are known to differ from conventional western-scientific understandings. 
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5.1.1 Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River]  
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] is the largest river flowing within CRDN traditional lands, moving 
south and west and eventually joining Athabasca River at Fort McMurray where it continues on 
to the Mackenzie River and the Arctic Ocean.  The headwaters of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] 
are situated north of Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake, which was re-named by the provincial 
government as two separate lakes, Patterson Lake and Forrest Lake (see Section 6.2).  
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is intrinsically (inextricably) connected to 
Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] and is recognized by CRDN members to be a holistic river 
ecosystem in its own right.  A segment of the river, therefore, cannot be viewed in isolation 
from the river in its entirety.  CRDN members’ references to Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River], Up 
North, invariably include mention of the connected chain of lakes (Patterson-Forrest-Beet-
Preston-Lloyd) which are integral to the river.   
 
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] is part of an ancient travel network utilized by Indigenous peoples 
long before the advent of Europeans.  For CRDN members, the significance of Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] is amplified by the fact that the greater part of CRDN traditional lands and 
ancestral and current harvesting areas Up North are located within the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater 
River] Watershed. The Nation’s name - Clearwater River Dene - honours this connection.  The 
spectacular beauty of the river is referenced often by CRDN members.  Clearwater River’s 
spectacular beauty is often referenced by others who have travelled the river (see Marchildon 
and Robinson 2015). The aesthetic value of Des Nëtthë ́ was a key consideration in the 
designation of Clearwater River as a Canadian Heritage River and was similarly noted by the 
Province of Saskatchewan when Clearwater River Provincial Park was created.   
 
There is a global movement initiated by Indigenous peoples to recognize the rights of the 
natural world which has resulted in rivers having been granted legal status – personhood (e.g. 
Maori and Whanganui River in New Zealand).  In Canada, the Muteshekau-shipu/Magpie River in 
Quebec was recently conferred with rights of personhood by the Innu.  This status has not yet 
been tested in the courts. 

5.1.2 Clearwater River Headwaters 
Contrary to prevailing western views that Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] originates at Łuëzanë Tu 
[Broach Lake], CRDN Elders and hunters of a younger age (who received the knowledge from 
Elders) report that Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] has underground origins, north of K’ëd́aghë 
Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] and east of Łuëzanë Tu [Broach Lake].   

From Patterson, the river goes to the Lloyd Lake, eh.  See, right here, eh....The 
river comes right here, eh.  But they don’t show it sometime, eh. That Clearwater 
here [on the map], that’s false data but I can’t say that. Then...to Lloyd Lake, the 
river all goes like that....Goráchághı Desë ́[Pelican River] (CR09/02). 

You go up and this is Clearwater.  Like the Clearwater actually starts here.  Like 
the full Clearwater River or whatever. That where it starts.  It starts with the 
Patterson River flowing into the Mirror River.  It starts here and it starts coming 
into here.  And there’s currents here.  And like you can see the current actually 
coming in here.  There’s sand bars and stuff around here.  And you come down 
and that’s where – it goes to a CRDN camp [colloquially] known as ‘McMurray’ 
[Tli kli na*/Where the Rivers Meet] so that’s where it starts.  You come – like we 
went this way around here a lot.  This is Mirror right here (CR20/01). That blue, 
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like that aqua blue kind of color. I asked my grandpa where this whole river 
system starts and he said, it’s underground....The Mirror, where it starts coming 
out....He’d be a better person to pin point where it starts (CR20/01). 

This one here.  This lake is just a small lake.  You can see it on a map.  Don’t put 
anything on it [the map] yet. That’s where the Mirror River comes out....This is 
just a small lake, and it runs into the ocean from a small little lake [Dene 
name/*Park Lake] (CR05/02).  

There’s a river here, the Mirror River; there’s another lake called Rock Lake. The 
Mirror River actually goes into the Haultain; a lot of people make mistakes about 
that. This is the actual Clearwater River from Forrest Lake. Patterson, Forrest 
Lake, Beet Lake, and all that (CR21/02).  

When a clarifying question was specifically asked as to whether Clearwater River originated at 
Broach Lake, the CRDN Elder’s answer was an emphatic No.   

No, no, no.  From here….It joins, eh.....That’s from the Broach there, you know.  It 
runs into this one it looks like (CR05/02). 

5.1.3 Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
In another instance where CRDN Denesuline conceptions of the lands and waters differ from 
prevailing western conventions, Patterson Lake (K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake) 
and Forrest Lake (K’ëd́aghë horah chii tu/Lower Pelican Lake) are understood to be one large 
lake characterized by a narrow constriction (isthmus).  As CRDN Elders explain, K’ëd́aghë 
Goráchághı tu and K’ëd́aghë horah chii tu are two arms of a single lake, Goráchághı tu/Pelican 
Lake; they are not two separate lakes (see also Section 3.2.1.3). 
 

 
Photo 9  K’ë́daghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] 
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CRDN understandings and knowledge of traditional lands Up North also preclude viewing 
Goráchághı tu/Patterson/Forrest Lake [Upper and Lower Pelican Lake], or any other lake, as a 
discrete and separate waterbody.  For CRDN members, the many smaller streams and 
waterbodies which are part of Pelican Lake [Upper and Lower] cannot be dissociated from the 
larger water body.   

And there’s lots of rivers that go into every lake, eh (CR34/03).   

Furthermore, the waters within CRDN traditional lands are also understood to be connected to 
underground rivers which include muskegs.  At Dahle Lake [in sa la dey tu*], for example, 
attempts by CRDN harvesters to identify inflow and outflow streams have failed.  Since it is a 
good fish-bearing lake, the connections are understood to be underground and that the fish in 
Dahle Lake are travelling underground. 

I don`t know if they ever – is there underground links in there    I don`t 
know...Why would there be fish in this [Dahle] lake when there`s no rivers going 
in there?  It has to be underground, right...I know there`s a river that goes in 
from this [lake]....But for this one [Dahle Lake] there`s no river that links to this 
lake.  But there`s a lot of fish, eh....It`s got to be - underground.  But they [fish] 
need water to move, right, to survive. Yeah.  And I mean, we went around that 
lake many times, fishing....No river, nothing (CR33/05). 

5.1.4 Clear Clean Waters 
It is very evident in interviews that CRDN Denesuline highly value clear clean water. Within 
CRDN traditional lands, many clear clean water sources have been reported, a number of which 
are situated within the Patterson Lake Area.   

That’s a – lots of beautiful lakes....What do you call that little lake there. That we 
camped there this past fall? [Bray Lake]....That’s a nice little lake too. Carswell is 
a really nice lake too for swimming. There’s lots of beautiful natural beaches in 
there. Yeah. Clean water, yeah.  That’s the beauty of the north, like....Good fish, 
good clean water (CR03/05). 

As reported by CRDN harvesters who have travelled the full extent of the river, Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] derives its name from these very qualities which characterize its upper 
reaches in the north. The unusual clarity of the northern waters of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River], up to and including Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], is specifically and commonly 
noted by CRDN harvesters.   

This is all really clear, clean water too. Patterson’s really clean. All this.  Like this 
river, in here, like this connects Beet and all this stuff here.  Right in this area 
here, until it gets to the Clearwater, is really really clear water....It’s all 
clear....It’s pretty clear into here.  But when it comes here there’s a lot of mud 
and stuff.  It’s a really muddy area, muskeg and stuff.  So it’s a lot of dark water 
on the bottom. The bottom is really muddy. So it’s a lot of muddy areas from 
here on this way. But here [tli kli na*/Where the Rivers Meet] it’s all really clean 
clear good water.  Like, Patterson, Forrest, all that, is really good water 
(CR20/02). 

Within the Patterson Lake Area, exceptionally clear, clean waters are also reported at Hodge 
Lake and Murison Lake (see Section 5.1.2).   
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5.2 Traditional Use and Occupancy Within The Patterson Lake Area 
Denesuline peoples are known to have customarily moved between different harvesting areas, 
according to the seasons.  For CRDN Denesuline the ancestral wintering grounds are located Up 
North, i.e. north of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] where extended family harvesting groups 
typically dispersed into various areas where food (fish and game) was readily available.  In the 
summer, extended family groups typically gathered together at a number of summer 
settlements, such as Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́ [La Loche] and Uldaı ́ Tú [Gipsy Lake], where there was an 
abundance of fish and game to support greater concentrations of people.  As is clearly evident in 
Figure 16, the Patterson Lake Area is situated within the core heartland of the Nation’s primary 
traditional use and occupancy areas ‘Up North’.   
 
A ‘zoomed-in’ view of the agglomerated sites, areas and activities which have been digitally 
recorded by CRDN members in the Patterson Lake Area clearly depicts a space of obvious 
intensive use and occupancy.  It is the space of most heavily documented use and occupancy 
within No Hoe Neneh and it was recorded years prior to the present IRKS.  A closer examination 
of some aspects of this recorded use follows, in a series of separate maps which show the Trails 
and Travel Routes, Harvesting Activities, Harvesting Camps and Cabins, and Placenames.  It is to 
be noted that examining specific (single) digital layers of CRDN use and occupancy in the 
Patterson Lake Area in isolation obliterates the contextual (relational) complexities which are 
apparent in Figure 17.   

5.2.1 Trails and Travel Routes Within Patterson Lake Area 
Trails and travel routes are inextricably linked to all CRDN living and harvesting activities.  As 
described in Section 3.2.2, there is an extensive network of looped trails and travel routes which 
ancestrally and in present times, continue to afford CRDN harvesters with ready access to No 
Hoe Neneh, the entirety of the Nation’s traditional lands.  Figure 18 illustrates how the various 
trail segments which show up within in the Patterson Lake Area relate to the larger CRDN trail 
and travel network. It also is illustrative of how CRDN harvesters travel in, out, and within the 
area (oftentimes in the course of a single harvesting trip if moose are elusive). 

Sometimes we go down in this area, like [Patterson Lake]....We’ll go to the lake, 
to the lake areas, right?....Sometimes we go to Forrest area, the back trail.  This 
one here....And sometimes we go back in from this side too, from – not Preston – 
Dixon area. Go from here, this side. Uh – Dixon, yeah. We go down in this area 
too [quads]....You can drive in there too. You can drive; there’s cabins up in this 
area too, eh? Yeah. It’s about three or four cabins in there now. And then 
sometimes we go down in these little lakes back in here [really good 
harvesting....There’s these little creeks that you have to cross, eh [quads].  
Sometimes you can take trucks down there too....Yeah, and then you can take 
the quads and then you go back into Forrest Lake area too, from this side.  
Yeah...Usually, they usually make homemade little bridges, yeah....There’s lots of 
trails back in there....Up in that area too [Depper Lake].  Like we go by boat too, 
from Lloyd Lake, eh.  Like from – You come into Lloyd here and then we go by 
boat.  We go in - there’s a trail right here. Then we go by boat up in – up this 
way, all the way up this river here.  As far as you can go, you can go for hours on 
this river....[If not successful] Then you just come back.  Sometimes you’ll spend 
the night up there, whatever (CR03/05). 
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Four segments of CRDN’s primary (ancestral) travel network lie within the Patterson Lake Area 
(Figure 19).  For the purposes of discussion, they are referred to here as the Clearwater River 
Route which includes Patterson/Forrest Beet/Preston/Lloyd Lake Loop, Cluff Lake Road, Wenger 
Lake Road and Axe Lake Road.  The names for these routes have been assigned by the IRKS 
research team in the absence of a community review process due to Covid-19 (see Section 
2.5.2).  Irrespective of the names which have been assigned it is evident that the Patterson Lake 
Area is a nexus for travel. 
 
The Cluff Lake Road trail segment is situated immediately west of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  Cluff Lake Road is an ancestral trail north to Lake Athabasca and 
beyond and in the present day is the main route taken to all of CRDN traditional lands Up 
North).  In the not so distant past, CRDN ancestors walked, with or without packing dogs (dog 
packs).  The original (ancestral) Cluff Lake Road saw some improvements in 1955-56 for the 
purposes of commercial fishing.  In the late 1970s it was upgraded to serve the Cluff Lake Mine.  
In the years before Old Cluff Lake Road was upgraded, CRDN Elders report that the Government 
of Saskatchewan offered CRDN trappers air transportation Up North (1960s and 1970s). 

In the 1970s, early seventies....The government used to help people to fly to the 
traplines....There used to be a budget for that....To pick them up (CR05/01). 

By plane. Before freeze-up I’d get there and a little before Easter I’d come back 
here. [Before that] Walking....Like a [government] subsidy (CR08/01).  Before the 
seventies they used the plane.  But after they made the Cluff Lake road, no more 
plane (CR08/01). 

Upgrades to Cluff Lake Road in the late 1970s significantly reduced the usual travel time to 
CRDN traditional lands Up North. In the present day Cluff Lake Road continues to be used by 
everybody since it affords easy and convenient highway access for standard vehicles (trucks, 
cars, and vans) throughout most of the year.  By CRDN members’ accounts, the reduction in 
travel time made it possible for many people to spend even greater amounts of time on CRDN 
ancestral lands Up North, including women and children who had been more confined to village 
settlements at La Loche with the introduction of compulsory school attendance tied to family 
allowance payments, circa 1950s.  

The current travel time by vehicle between La Loche and the Patterson Lake Area is about 1.5 to 
2 hours. By community standards, this travel time is negligible.   

Every weekend [I go to my cabin]. Sometimes every day, when we have the 
money for it....Yeah, gas [money]. Because it’s like two hours’ drive from here.  
Two hours is just like two minutes for me now (CR62/05). 

[CRDN member] told me it’s only an hour and a half to get to [their cabin at 
Broach Lake] (CR83/05). 

For CRDN members, current travel times are invariably compared to the time it took parents, 
grandparents, and great grandparents to travel the same distances on foot.  The clustering of 
harvesting camps and cabins between Łuëzanë Tu/Broach Lake and Gós Tú/Descharme Lake is a 
reflection of this convenience and easy access into members’ backyards, Up North (see Section 
5.2.3).  

[W]here my father used to be up in the Patterson Lake Area...up in this area, 
Broach, and north....It would take him literally a couple of weeks to come home   
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and it would take me one day, now, by boat and maybe quad and vehicle and I 
can get up to where it used to take him that long (CR01/02). 

Well people, like I said, my grandpa and everything, they used a dog team to [get 
around], you know.  My grandpa – [went] everywhere.  He’s been everywhere. 
And that’s where we like to keep that tradition going, right? It’s not like —like you 
said they would walk and then use the dog team, and now we drive, it’s a lot 
faster. We can cover more....Now there’s quads and everything, right? So [not 
far]....You know, you have to think that way, because like, you know, back in the 
day when my grandpa and everybody traveled, it’s walking and dog team and 
they never said it’s far, you know? They had to go, right...So now we can’t 
complain because we have quads and everything, right? (CR18/05). 

Beyond providing access to the Nation’s most intensively utilized living and harvesting area Up 
North, Cluff Lake Road is also the preferred access route for CRDN harvesters who currently 
choose to spend time in areas which see less intensive use.   From points north along Cluff Lake 
Road, access is gained to hunting areas east, west and north which are reported to have more 
animals because there is less disturbance and harvesting pressure.  The dense coloration of Cluff 
Lake Road as it appears in the agglomerated data (Figure 17, p. 88) reflects its recorded use by 
many different CRDN members. 

And over here, you`ll find, probably because of the Cluff Lake road that`s 
existing, you’ll find a lot of access from the highway, especially with quads and 
some for trucks.  And then what a lot of guys will do is get as far as you can 
using the two, then use a boat (CR01/02). 

Another ancestral and contemporary travel route segment within the Patterson Lake Area is Des 
Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] proper, as it flows southward and then westward to join Athabasca 
River (Figure 19). At its upper reaches, Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] offers many travel options 
for CRDN harvesters. 

This is generally...what we do...stay on the water and stay with Clearwater, 
right...We go Preston, Lloyd and we go to Descharme. And we’ll do this [route] 
from Patterson, Wolvernan. We have another option to go Mirror and up this 
way or this way. We go through and come through here (CR20/02).  

The ancestral and contemporary travel loop, which is a part of the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] 
system, is consistently recorded by CRDN harvesters of all ages.  It is referred to here as the 
Patterson/Forrest/Beet/Preston/Lloyd Lake Loop. The intensity of use of this travel route is also 
evident by the dense coloration in Figure 17 (p. 88) although the loop pattern is somewhat 
obscured by its confinement within the arbitrary boundaries of the defined study area.  Travel 
on this loop includes many reports of canoe trips on Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] including 
those which are regularly completed by CRDN School students and the canoe club (see Section 
3.2.4.7).   

And then the other times, we take the kids and we go on the canoe trips, down 
through here....We start from here and then we come across here.  This 
way....And then we go all the way down there, the Clearwater River. Yeah.  We 
go all the way down here....twelve days sometimes....And then from Lloyd, from 
the bridge to Fort McMurray, towards Fort McMurray, there’s the beautiful, 
beautiful river.... We’ve done it – we’ve done it many times.  Like we’ve done it 
with kids.  We’ve done it with ourselves. Like I’ve done it with my son and some 
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friends. Like there’s a number of times I’ve done this trip...From Patterson to 
Lloyd [too]....And sometimes from Lloyd to Clearwater Bridge. And sometimes 
from the Clearwater Bridge all the way to Fort McMurray. Sometimes we fly into 
the Whitemud area and paddle into Fort McMurray (CR03/05).   

In addition to the water route, many CRDN harvesters report the widespread use of overland 
trails around Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the other lakes which are located 
within this travel loop (Figure 18).  The travel route, through the area between Patterson Lake 
[K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake] and Forrest Lake [K’ëd́aghë horah chii tu/Lower 
Pelican Lake] is also obviously and intensively used.  This area is reported to be an exceptionally 
good moose harvesting ground (see Section 5.2.2), as the intensity of trail use attests. 

We go up to there and then we go from Patterson. We go – let’s see – that`s not 
the one there.  The road comes in, we go around. Goes through Naomi, Beet, 
yeah - the road must be here.  Yeah, it’s the one.  The road goes through.  The 
road that comes in kind of – there’s one road that goes in here.  It goes between; 
that’s the right road.  And there’s another at Patterson road where I thought we 
went.  Because Patterson comes in – I thought it was – Yeah, this is the road 
here that goes in there....And this one goes - I can’t say exactly how far, but this 
road goes in a long way, this road here.  It goes in a long ways and you can see 
Patterson - the shores of Patterson (CR20/02). 

As is evident in Figure 19 there are also two main trails recorded on the west side of Cluff Lake 
Road in the vicinity of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  These two travel routes connect 
to Tthós Des Ląghë [Wenger Lake], a longstanding CRDN settlement/harvesting area and the 
Tthëł̨ Tú [Axe Lake], another longstanding settlement/harvesting area.  Both areas have their 
own networks of looped trails and travel routes which are not shown.   

5.2.2 Harvesting 
Harvesting activities have been extensively documented within the entirety of the Patterson 
Lake Area (Figure 20). Historically and currently, the area has/is recognized as good for 
everything harvesting grounds which have sustained CRDN members through time, beyond 
living memory.  The presence of an abundance of all forms of fauna and flora (fish, large game, 
small furbearers, birds, berries, and medicines) necessary for a Denesuline way of life is the 
reason for this enduring use.  In the 1960s and 1970s the Government of Saskatchewan 
recognized and supported CRDN trappers in their commercial livelihood endeavors in the 
Patterson Lake Area by flying trapping partners in, with or without their dogs. 

By airplane, fishing yeah [1966, 1967]....[I] trap and fish....my uncles [named] 
they go in together for fishing, eh, before....I use the airplane that time. But we 
were using dogs earlier, eh (CR08/01). 

So I was married to her, and I have to [change my harvesting area] - my brother-
in-laws and everybody used to trap over here so I start trapping with them, eh. 
Then pretty soon I was on my own. And one of them [name]- -every year we trap 
up here. Fly.  Once, you know, we flew in two airplanes; one Norseman – you 
know the big two plane, eh.  And the other one was a 185, small. We put dogs 
and everything in there. And the groceries was cheap that time and we load up 
the airplane (CR05/01). 
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While the extensiveness of CRDN harvesting activities throughout the Patterson Lake Area could 
be readily mapped, as presented in Figure 20, the intensity of the members’ harvesting activities 
definitely could not be reflected in a digital format.  Because there are so many CRDN harvesters 
who repeatedly visit the same harvesting areas within CRDN traditional lands over and over in 
the course of their harvesting lives, it was not possible to record individual harvesting activities 
layered through time.  Nor was it generally possible to record the specific activities engaged in 
(fishing, hunting, trapping, and gathering) given that they are not necessarily (or seldom are) 
separate undertakings.   
 
For reasons explained more fully in Section 4.2.2 the various types of harvesting activities and 
the frequency which has been digitally recorded within CRDN traditional lands generally, and 
within the Patterson Lake area specifically, seriously under-represents what has actually 
occurred, and continues to occur, over many seasons of use by just one CRDN harvester in the 
present day.  Under these circumstances, what is depicted in Figure 20 are the digitally 
documented areas where individual CRDN harvesters have hunted, fished, trapped and 
gathered as if it were a one-time event, which definitely is not the case.   
 
CRDN Elders, for example, have 60 or 70 years of repeated harvesting experiences which cannot 
be distilled and layered in digital formats, even if the activities took place in the same general 
area (which they definitely have not).  The same is true for CRDN harvesters in their early 20’s.  
Having started at the age of 5 or 6, young CRDN harvesters already have some 15 years of 
experience to draw upon.  In essence, what is portrayed are the primary areas where CRDN 
harvesters ‘go shopping’ for their foods. Areas used by many different people are denser in 
colouration.  
 
The digital records of fishing within the Patterson Lake Area primarily include the larger lakes 
which have been/are commercially fished, recognizing that they are also fished domestically.  
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is reported to be an important commercial 
fishing lake.  Most of the lakes within the Patterson Lake Area which are fished by CRDN 
members could not even be recorded since at the scale of the standard TLUO mark-up maps 
used in the course of TLUO investigations many smaller lakes are not apparent on the maps 
which were utilized (see Appendix 2).  Because fish are the mainstay of CRDN diets, cabins and 
harvesting camps are typically located in proximity to a good fishing lake (see Section 4.1.3.2).   

Commercial fishing – they still do that there, Patterson....Commercial fishing [is] 
still happening...They`ve got Lloyd Lake, Preston.  They`ve got Broach Lake, 
Patterson, Wenger, all those lakes here (CR03/02). 

As with all CRDN harvesting activities, fishing is not confined to particular lakes.  It is widespread 
and determined according to needs, interests, and circumstances.  Moreover, CRDN members 
know which lakes and where in the lake particular species of fish are to be found and can 
‘customize’ their catches if so desired.  

But for me, like something that you’re going to have on your plate there, so I’d 
rather go set a net and then catch it in the morning....[at Tthaı ́ K’osë 
Tu/Preston/Red  Sand Lake]. Walleye and jacks...And lake trout....Oh yeah, and 
whitefish there too (CR58/05).   



94 
 

I go into Broach and fish sometimes.  There’s a trail into Gedak.   We fish in 
there.  Sabine, there’s a trail that goes like that. We fish in there. Harbo. We 
fished in there.  There’s all trout in this area here (CR20/02). 

And pickerel love that pine trees and those needles. So [my father] knew where 
all the pickerel was judging from what type of trees (CR57/05). 

Hunting, when referred to by CRDN harvesters, is said to generally include moose and ducks.  A 
number of specific good moose hunting areas have been recorded in the immediate vicinity of 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (Figure 20). These are areas where CRDN hunters have 
consistently been successful and are along the travel routes and corridors described in Section 
5.2.1, namely, Cluff Lake Road, Clearwater River/Patterson/Forrest-Lake-Preston Lake-Lloyd 
Lake Loop, and within the Patterson/Forrest Lake peninsulas.  The very obvious concentration of 
hunting activity in the peninsula area between Patterson Lake and Forrest Lake (Goráchághı tu) 
is a reflection of the abundance of moose in those particular grounds in part due to the two 
small lakes which are situated there.  This locale is noted by many CRDN hunters to be an 
exceptionally and consistently good area for moose hunting.  Hunting on the water at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is also reported to be very good because moose on the 
shore can be seen for a long ways.   

[T]hat was my key hunting area. Forrest Lake area and Patterson....I always hunt 
around that Forrest Lake area, Patterson....That’s the old road, and then there 
should be a road that cuts across to Forrest....that one there [pointing to road 
and two little lakes]. I used to go hunt on this road....And then – In behind here, 
it’s like the road that goes to Patterson.  There’s another road – Jet Lake. It’s in 
behind Patterson and it’s somewhere around here....And that whole area, I used 
to go hunting (CR64/05). 

See, I’ve already marked that area. It’s a big hunting area. You go to Beet Lake, 
Naomi over here, all the way here, Gull Lake and all the way down to Lloyd Lake 
again. A lot of moose and ducks on that route; fishing. We fish with rods. We 
don’t have time to do nets because we are trying to get moose (CR18/02).  

So now this is where I used to always go. In the fall times I’d go Up North all 
around this river….This used to be my favorite hunting spot. That’s where – that 
Patterson Lake....That was my favorite place to hunt here, because it was only 2 
km off the road and it’s a big lake….I just go there, drive like only 1 km, unload 
my stuff, go hunting (CR35/03).  And there’s a big steep hill, when we’re running 
along in the boat, right along that shore, it’s like very steep, easy to see a moose 
(CR35/03). 

In addition to the above, the lands surrounding Broach Lake (Łuëzanë Tu), Preston Lake (Tthaı ́
K’osë Tu) and the many other smaller lakes which are included within the defined Patterson 
Lake Area are also considered to be good moose harvesting grounds (e.g. Wenger [Tthós Des 
Ląghë],-Dixon, Dahle [In sah lah tue*], Depper, Gedak, Bray [Tsi-tan-tue*]).  By CRDN hunters’ 
accounts, the difference in intensity of hunting activities on the west and east sides of Cluff Lake 
Road which is apparent in Figure 20 is said to be due to the terrain.  The lands east of Cluff Lake 
Road are reported to be much more difficult to navigate and for this reason many CRDN 
harvesters prefer to hunt in areas to the west. 
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Within CRDN TLUO interviews there are few references to caribou harvesting, with the 
exception of an unusual event in the 1950s when large numbers of barren ground caribou 
arrived at La Loche.  Areas frequented by woodland caribou are commonly noted.  Whether 
woodland caribou are currently harvested is not known and could not be ascertained due to the 
Covid-19 related curtailment of IRKS investigations in March 2020.  In interview discussions, 
CRDN members also speak about the widespread discontinuation of bear harvesting due to the 
fact that bears started feeding in unclean areas (waste dumps) and were therefore unsuitable 
for Denesuline consumption and use.  As a result, bear-related traditional knowledge 
(harvesting and processing) is eroding within the community. 

Well I can’t say much for the bears, because people don’t eat bears now.  But in 
the old days they used to eat bear and the meat was really good (CR47/05).  
[B}ecause of the bears being eating from the garbage ground and all that, so 
that’s why people stopped eating them (CR47/05).   

While fish is the dietary staple and moose provide a proportionally large volume of meat for 
CRDN family tables, many other smaller animals and birds contribute significantly to household 
food consumption totals.  Within the Patterson Lake Area, many rabbits are reported to be 
snared along Cluff Lake Road and along trails in the vicinity of cabins.   

You see, what we do, in springtime or fall time, we usually snare rabbits [on Cluff 
Lake Road] too on our way back. We’re coming back early in the morning, check 
them....[our trapline] [laughter].  Something like that.  Rabbit, eh (CR61/05). 

Because a lot of us use this area for rabbits, moose, beaver, squirrels. Some 
people do eat squirrels. Yeah.  It’s our food.    Fish, all different kinds of fish. 
Berries (CR62/05). 

Yeah, so anyways...that’s our old stomping grounds too, right, for trapping....But 
around my cabin there, like I go there, I teach my kids how to hunt, how to snare 
rabbits and stuff (CR64/05).  

Upland game birds (chickens and ptarmigans) ducks, and geese, are also regularly harvested in 
season.  Ducks are reported to be a favored food in the course of fall moose hunting ventures. In 
the spring, eggs are harvested from the bird island on Tthaı ́K’osë Tu [Preston Lake].   

We’ve went around there duck hunting, moose hunting. Like lots of people have 
shot moose on that lake just going for ducks but they’re are all on the shore 
because it’s fall time, right (CR20/02).  Like with a duck you can take all the 
feathers and singe it, and whatever and put it in a bag or something like that.  
They are easy to keep.....With a duck you can just cook one and then you’re good 
to go. And then cook another one, and then you’re good to go. It’s like snacking, 
instead of eating a big meal....In the fall time you just take the guts out and stuff 
and you just leave them. And then you cook them as you’re hungry, because 
they’re small. And it’s fall time so you’re sitting there frozen anyway. So you just 
cook them and it’s as you go.  You don’t even have to bring food in the bush 
(CR20/02). 

The best part about going north there is the ptarmigans, the white ptarmigans.... 
That’s probably the best one. Yeah. And then we see a lot of chickens, you know, 
summertime. With their babies here and there, right (CR58/05). 
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You portage right there.  You take the canoe over sometimes to Preston there to 
get eggs (CR17/04). 

A preliminary list of the various species reported to be harvested within the Patterson Lake Area 
is presented in Table 1 (see Text Box, p. 111). 
 
Because there are so many berry-picking locales within the Nation’s traditional lands Up North 
an attempt to record them was deemed to not be a good use of time, particularly when the 
presence of berries in any given patch is not consistent from year to year. Within the Patterson 
Lake Area many unrecorded berry picking locales are found in close proximity to cabins and 
harvesting camps.   As with all other CRDN harvesting endeavors, berry picking is not confined to 
a single area.  The various berries to be found within No Hoe Neneh are also understood to have 
medicinal properties (see below). 

Usually around Dixon here too. And then there’s Dipper Lake here, around here 
too. All around (CR33/03) And somewhere around here too. Patterson to here.  
Somewhere about here. That’s where I pick berries (CR34/03.).  

Because information regarding medicines is sacred and safeguarded by CRDN medicine 
knowledge holders, few medicinal plant gathering areas have been recorded within CRDN 
traditional lands.  As is the case with berries, the occurrence of forbs, shrubs, and trees known 
to have healing properties does not automatically mean that medicinal energies are present.  
The medicinal properties are related to the recognized quality of the grounds in which they 
grow.  Medicinal plants are not gathered from areas which have been disturbed.  Areas where 
medicines are harvested require respectful care.   

We’ve got all kinds of berries there. They are all used for medicine. Even the 
leaves from the trees are used for medicine, you know. We get rat root from 
there. Rat root is used for everything from mental illness to physical pain....In the 
summer there’s beautiful blueberries, raspberries, all kinds of berries there. And 
if somebody had kidney problems or something, my mom said “You just go out in 
the bush, grab some cranberries.”  And now the mainstream society is figuring it 
out....And gooseberries, you know, is good for your eyes. Like all these things. 
We know that stuff (CR57/05). 

Yeah, like in that area here [Patterson/Forest Lake] there’s a lot of pine trees and 
there’s stuff that’s growing on the pine. And we use that for medicine as well, 
too. So we have to – even cutting down the tree you have to cut down the right 
tree, that there’s no sticky stuff on it. If it’s got the sap on the tree, you can’t cut 
it down because you need that tree for medicine….We keep it.  You know, we 
might need it. So you have to [leave them]….All those things - you know - you 
have to respect - eh.  Even the trees. Which you’re going to use for fire, and 
which for medicine, you have to do that.  Stuff like that (CR34/02). 

Water harvesting which customarily occurs at cabins and harvesting camps, including CRDN 
School harvesting camps, has not, for the most part, been digitally recorded within CRDN 
traditional lands.  Denesuline harvesting activities are predicated on clean water and for most 
CRDN members harvesting water off the land is a given.  In some instances, CRDN harvesters 
report that supplies of water are also brought back to homes in Clearwater Village/La Loche. 
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Table 2 Preliminary List of Species Harvested 

 

Information regarding medicines is sacred and safeguarded by CRDN medicine knowledge 
holders, therefore, few medicinal plant gathering areas have been recorded within CRDN 
traditional lands.  As is the case with berries, the occurrence of forbs, shrubs, and trees known 
to have healing properties does not automatically mean that medicinal energies are present.  
The medicinal properties are related to the recognized quality of the area in which they grow.  
Medicinal plants are not gathered from areas which have been disturbed.  Areas where 
medicines are harvested require respect.   

Yeah, like in that area here [Patterson/Forest Lake] there’s a lot of pine trees and 
there’s stuff that’s growing on the pine. And we use that for medicine as well, 
too. So we have to – even cutting down the tree you have to cut down the right 
tree, that there’s no sticky stuff on it. If it’s got the sap on the tree, you can’t cut 
it down because you need that tree for medicine….We keep it.  You know, we 
might need it. So you have to [leave them]….All those things - you know - you 
have to respect - eh.  Even the trees. Which you’re going to use for fire, and 
which for medicine, you have to do that.  Stuff like that (CR34/02). 

We’ve got all kinds of berries there. They are all used for medicine. Even the 
leaves from the trees are used for medicine, you know. We get rat root from 
there. Rat root is used for everything from mental illness to physical pain....In the 
summer there’s beautiful blueberries, raspberries, all kinds of berries there. And 
if somebody had kidney problems or something, my mom said “You just go out in 
the bush, grab some cranberries.”  And now the mainstream society is figuring it 
out....And gooseberries, you know, is good for your eyes. Like all these things. 
We know that stuff (CR57/05). 

Water harvesting which customarily occurs at cabins and harvesting camps, including CRDN 
School harvesting camps, has not, for the most part, been digitally recorded within CRDN 
traditional lands.  Denesuline harvesting activities are predicated on clean water and for most 
CRDN members harvesting water from the land is a given.  In some instances, CRDN harvesters 
also report that supplies of water are brought back to homes in Clearwater Village/La Loche. 

We [CRDN School] drink the water.  We can drink the water from the lake there.   
No, we don`t haul water [chuckle] – bottled water, or whatever [purifiers] 
(CR80/05). 

[Dahle Lake] Clear, clear, clear. Really fresh, too.... It’s more fresher than the 
water you get from the stores. It’s really fresh – (CR34/03).   

Actually when we go home we usually take all the water and we use it on the 
machine (CR33/03).  

A number of specific sites and areas, known for their clean, clear water, have been digitally 
documented, throughout No Hoe Neneh, some of which are located in the Patterson Lake Area.  
These clean, clear water harvesting sites are reported to be regularly visited by CRDN members.  
At Hodge Lake, for example, there is a well-known water harvesting site which has been visited 
by generations of CRDN members. 

 
 

PRELIMINARY LIST OF SPECIES HARVESTED BY CRDN MEMBERS 
 
  Mammals    Fish    Birds 
  Caribou    Grayling   Ptarmigan 
     Woodland     Jackfish    Ducks (spp.)  
...  Barren Ground   Herring    Geese (spp.) 
  Rabbit     Lake Trout   Grouse  
  Beaver    Ling Cod (mariah)  -Spruce 
  Black Bear     Pickerel    - Ruffed 
  Deer     Suckers (spp.)   Seagulls (spp.) Eggs 
  Fisher     Minnows      
  Martin           
  Mink           
  Moose 
  Muskrat 
  Otter  
  Porcupine 
  Rabbit 
  Weasel 
  Wolves 
  Wolverine 
________ 
 
  Berries    Medicines   Shrubs 
  Blueberries    Kinnikinnick   Dogwood (Red Willow) 
  Cranberries    Labrador Tea   Willows (spp.) 
  -  Bog     Mint      
  -  Low Bush    Spruce Gum 
  Gooseberries    Sweet Flag (Rat Root)  
  Saskatoon     
  Cloudberry 
  Strawberries 
  Raspberries 
________ 

 
  Trees     Other Vegetal Materials 
  Birch     barks - various 
  Jackpine    mosses - various 
  Poplar (spp.)    roots - various 
  Spruce (spp.)    punk (rotten wood) 
  Tamarack 
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We [CRDN School] drink the water.  We can drink the water from the lake there.   
No, we don`t haul water [chuckle] – bottled water, or whatever [purifiers] 
(CR80/05). 

[Dahle Lake] Clear, clear, clear. Really fresh, too.... It’s more fresher than the 
water you get from the stores. It’s really fresh – (CR34/03).   

Actually when we go home we usually take all the water and we use it on the 
machine (CR33/03).  

A number of specific sites and areas, known for their clean, clear water, have been digitally 
documented within No Hoe Neneh, some of which are located in the Patterson Lake Area.  
These clean, clear water harvesting sites are reported to be regularly visited by CRDN members.  
At Hodge Lake, for example, a well-known water harvesting site has been visited by generations 
of CRDN members. 

I gotta go get some water.  Now, you see what I mean….I’m getting drinking 
water….Here.  Hodge Lake....That little creek here...It’s really clean there. That’s 
where I get my water...30- 40 years...About 15 jugs....We just go there hunting 
and [get] water....I did that for almost 40 years....I remember since I was a kid. I 
was trapping with my grandpa....Well it goes in the creek and there’s that filter, 
eh....All clear water up here (CR65/05). 

Concerns about clean water are recent within No Hoe Neneh generally (see Section 6.6.3.1) and 
within the Patterson Lake Area specifically (see Section 7.2.1.1).  It is also noted here that the 
2010 Syncrude Ducks incident in Alberta where 1600 ducks perished in a toxic oil sands tailings 
pond was a matter of considerable concern for CRDN members, documented in the initial TLUO 
studies. While it did not occur within the Patterson Lake Area, it did it happen uncomfortably 
close to home and served as a stark reminder for CRDN members of how vulnerable birds (and 
wildlife and the Indigenous people who depend on them for food) actually are in relation to 
large-scale industrial resource extraction projects.  As a result, CRDN food harvests, and ducks in 
particular, began to be inspected for signs of ill health more carefully than before. 

5.2.3 Harvesting Camps and Cabins (Living Places) Within the Patterson Lake Area 
There are numerous cabins, family living places and harvesting camps recorded within CRDN 
traditional lands (Figure 15, p. 65), many of which are situated within the Patterson Lake Area.  
The complexities in maintaining an up-to-date record of CRDN cabins has been described in 
Section 4.1.3.  Cabins and harvesting camps digitally recorded as of January 2020 are presented 
in Figure 21. It is an incomplete record (removed from contextual relationships) and only 
includes information from CRDN members who have participated in TLUO interviews or 
subsequently came forward to record new cabins erected between 2016 and 2020. It does not 
include an unknown number of CRDN cabins that were constructed in the Patterson Lake Area 
in response to the Covid 19 pandemic and family sequestering efforts.  
 
The total number of people utilizing cabins and harvesting camps is far greater than the actual 
number of recorded sites since cabins and harvesting camps serve as base camp locations for 
extended family harvesting endeavors.  By CRDN members’ accounts, family use of a cabin or 
harvesting camp easily involves 20 or more individuals of all ages, as described in Section 
4.1.3.4.  Moreover,  it  is  not  possible  to  readily  account  for  the  total number of people with 
  



Sie
be

n L
ak

e

Ge
da

k L
ak

e

Co
fli

n L
ak

e
Co

he
n L

ak
e

Ko
op

 La
ke

Da
hle

 La
ke

Ho
dg

e L
ak

e

De
nn

is 
La

ke

De
pp

er 
La

ke

De
rk

son
 La

ke

Di
xo

n L
ak

e

Dy
ck

 La
ke

Sh
olt

e L
ak

e

Ro
zel

l L
ak

e

Me
an

we
ll L

ak
e

Mo
rro

w 
La

ke

Pa
tte

rso
n

La
ke

Ga
ll L

ak
e

Ho
ok

 La
ke

Gr
yg

ar 
La

ke

Pr
est

on
 La

ke

Wi
lke

s L
ak

e

Wa
les

 La
ke

Fi
reb

ag
 La

ke

Be
et 

La
ke

Br
ay

 La
ke

Br
oa

ch
 La

ke

Fo
rre

st 
La

ke

We
ng

er 
La

ke

95
5

C l
e a

rw
ate

r R
ive

r

ClearwaterRiver

Cl
ea

rw
ate

rR
ive

r

NA
D 

19
83

 U
TM

 Zo
ne

 12
N 

D
en

e 
P

la
ce

 N
am

e

An
ce

st
ra

l C
am

p

C
am

p

Sc
ho

ol
 C

am
p

C
ab

in
 (C

R
D

N
 C

ur
re

nt
)

C
ab

in
 (C

R
D

N
 P

ro
po

se
d)

C
ab

in
 (C

R
D

N
 B

ur
nt

)

C
ab

in
 (C

R
D

N
 O

ld
/R

el
oc

at
ed

)

C
ab

in
 (N

on
 C

R
D

N
)

C
ab

in
 (S

ta
tu

s 
U

nk
no

w
n)

Pr
op

os
ed

 R
oo

k 
1 

P
ro

je
ct

 F
oo

tp
rin

t

W
:\C

lie
nt

s\
CR

DN
\1

23
51

34
28

_C
RD

N\
Fig

ur
es

\R
ep

or
t\

12
35

13
42

8-0
43

_R
ep

or
t_F

ig_
Ca

m
ps

_C
ab

ins
_D

en
eP

lac
eN

am
es

.m
xd

 D
CS

pr
y

12
35

13
42

8-
04

3

Dis
cla

im
er:

 Re
co

rd
ed

 sit
es

 a
nd

 lo
ca

les
 ha

ve
 no

t b
ee

n v
er

ifie
d i

n t
he

 fie
ld

Ca
mp

s, 
Ca

bin
s, 

an
d D

en
e P

lac
en

am
es

 Re
co

rd
ed

 W
ith

in 
the

 Pa
tte

rso
n L

ak
e A

rea
 (2

01
0 -

 20
20

 D
at

a)

So
urc

es
: B

as
e 

Da
ta

 - 
Go

ve
rnm

en
ts 

of
 A

lb
er

ta
 a

nd
 C

an
ad

a;
 Th

em
at

ic 
Da

ta
 - 

Cl
ea

rw
at

er
 Ri

ve
r D

en
e 

Na
tio

n

CL
EA

RW
AT

ER
 RI

VE
R D

EN
E N

AT
IO

N

0
2.5

5
7.5

10

ki
lo

m
et

re
s

Fig
ure

 21



100 
 

Treaty Status (i.e. CRDN members) who might be engaged in cabin/camp based activities on the 
land since CRDN definitions of family include relatives who are Non-Status Dene and Metis 
members within the La Loche community-at-large and beyond. 
 
As discussed in Section 4.1, CRDN cabins and camps are situated where they are because the 
areas are historically recognized as good for everything harvesting places which have sustained 
CRDN members through time beyond living memory and continue to do so in the present day.  
Not all areas within CRDN traditional territories are as generously endowed with food resources 
as the harvesting grounds which are encompassed within the Patterson Lake Area.  Moreover, 
as described by CRDN members, harvesters radiating out from this central hub are able to 
access many other preferred areas throughout the Nation’s more northerly traditional lands 
along the typically looped trails and travel routes. 

We’ve got trails probably—like Dixon Lake would be like a central place for 
hunting....And you’ve got trails going towards Patterson, Forrest Lake and then 
you go back to Preston, Lloyd Lake and then you go east, west, north, south. 
There’s trails here and there....Wenger Lake....We’ve got a lot of quad trails, 
yeah....So it’s a nice area for all the hunting areas, I guess (CR58/05). 

There are a number of digitally recorded cabins and harvesting camps which are situated on the 
shores of Patterson Lake and between Patterson and Forrest lakes.  Most of the camps within 
the Patterson Lake Area have not been digitally recorded since they are more typically one-time 
use sites, located by necessity where a moose happened to be procured.   Such ephemeral 
camps are reported to be difficult to map in a desktop setting because they generally cannot be 
identified without a physical presence on the ground.  Moreover, there being so many 
temporary camps of this nature, the effort to document them was simply not deemed to be a 
good use of time by CRDN hunters. 

So finally we built some cabins, me and my partner (CR33/05).  I like it there 
[cabin Dahle Lake].  Yeah.  But my kids do use this, these two, like for campouts 
too.  Up North....My children use is more than me because all summer they 
usually go there, eh.  Campout....They all live in different areas now (CR33/05). 

And then it comes into Dell, and then it comes down and then that’s the little 
lake I’m talking about there. Because we can go from this – this is McMurray 
[camp] we call it. We sleep there all the time....Where the rivers meet.  Same as 
Fort McMurray....There’s a little lake up north of it.  That just where the rivers 
meet.  We stay up on the shore there....Every year there’s lots of people. All 
along that river there’s three main ones [camps] that we stay at....Now the other 
ones I don’t really know the names; my grandpa knows the names and I can’t 
really place them. If I had – if I was up there, and I know how to GPS or 
whatever, I would know (CR20/02.) 

So many forest fires have gone through the Patterson Lake Area that CRDN members report that 
the CRDN ancestral cabins and living areas (deep and more recent) have largely been burned 
over.  Due to the English renaming of No Hoe Neneh, many of these living locations have been 
lost in the Nation’s historical record.  Nevertheless, evidence of the presence of grandparents 
and great grandparents in the Patterson Lake Area can still be found by CRDN members who 
recognize what they see and/or know what signs to look for (see also Section 5.3.1).  
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Due to the forest fires and everything, you know, they [ancestral cabins] were 
burned. Like they used to tell us the in Dene - names.  Like those lakes, but now 
in English I don’t know which lakes. That’s a problem (CR34/03). 

Even around here there was evidence....I guess somebody had put traps - tied 
them with a wire on the tree, a long time ago. And that tree was this big and 
that wire was growing in it. It’s where they trapped in those trees....They’d go 
back in the winter and re-use them (CR33/03). 

CRDN harvesting activities, cabins and harvesting camps are base-camp places where 
Denesuline values, practices and traditions are passed on to CRDN children and youth in 
accordance with traditional instructional ways (Denesuline pedagogy).   

We just camp there or stay there. When my father goes with us he usually does 
that, like trapping.... He trapped there - around there, like... Just around the 
Broach area, where - Around my cabin. That’s where....[he traps]  Rabbits and 
what do you call that?.... Nampiye, [fisher] yeah....He did that for a couple 
winters.  The last time he did it was a couple years ago, two years ago 
(CR59/05).  Me and my husband....got moose a couple times across the lake, 
from my cabin.  Right beside [name] house....Different times...whenever we can. 
Whenever (CR59/05). [M]y oldest daughter she likes hunting...She always goes 
hunting in the fall time....Not only [my daughter]. Some of my family members.  
And they use the cabin whenever there’s hunting season as well....my sisters. My 
in-laws (CR59/05). 

[Child’s name] likes to hunt. [Another child], my little cousin. Even my brother’s 
son…I believe he’s seven; six, seven years old – he likes hunting too. He’s always 
talking about hunting, hunting. Uncle, let’s go fishing. Uncle let’s go out, shoot 
rabbits. Uncle let’s go shoot moose. And this is why I wanted to take him on 
Patterson Lake; go boating. I wanted to show him that area (CR35/03). 

Patterson Lake would be one of the lakes that I spotted 20 years ago for a nice 
area for family tradition stuff like—traditional stuff like fishing, trapping.  That’s 
how I looked at it for the last 20 years....When I go for summer break I usually 
take my grandkids there yet, looking at the lake... In summertime, almost once a 
week; in winter time, I would say once a month....That’s the best part, 
wintertime....Well my son [uses the cabin]....And my daughter comes there 
summertime [with her two kids] (CR58/05). 

5.2.4 Placenames 
The temporal depth of CRDN’s ancestral connections to the CRDN traditional lands will likely 
never be fully determined because ancient Dene people’s presence in the northern transitional 
forests dates so far back in time (millennia).  Denesuline placenames, however, offer evidence of 
the antiquity of this relationship and the enduring, intimate familiarity with the lands and waters 
within No Hoe Neneh.  As noted in Section 3.2.1.3 and Appendix 2, the lakes, watercourses, and 
features within CRDN traditional lands have been extensively named in accordance with 
Denesuline conventions.  Denesuline placenames encapsulate stories about the features which 
are named and why these names came into being.  In this regard, placenames provided the 
necessary information for ancestral travel and navigation.   
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Many Denesuline placenames have been recorded within the Patterson Lake Area as depicted in 
Figure 21 (p. 101).  However, for reasons outlined in Appendix 2, the majority have not yet been 
rendered into digital text formats.  CRDN members’ discussions and/or mapping activities which 
focussed on the Patterson Lake Area were seldom isolated from reference to the surrounding 
connected network of streams and waterbodies and/or their corresponding placenames.  
References to Patterson Lake [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu] and Forrest Lake [K’ëd́aghë horah chii 
tu] almost invariably include references to Broach Lake [Łuëzanë Tu/Trout Lake,] Beet Lake, 
Preston Lake [Tthaı ́K’osë Tu/Red Sand Lake] and Lloyd Lake [Tthágos Tú/Big Hills Lake] and their 
relationship to Clearwater River [Des Nëtthë/́Wide Water River].  
 
The enormous task of gathering the secondary level of CRDN placenames for each of the main 
lakes above has not even begun (see Appendix 2).  For Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
as an example, there would be Denesuline names for various features such as points of land, 
bays, net fishing locales, shoreline segments, shallows, and species habitats such as deep holes 
which are widely known by CRDN Elders and harvesters.  The same apply for each individual lake 
within the Patterson Lake Area. 
 
As described in Section 5.1.3 above, CRDN Elders understand Patterson Lake and Forrest Lake to 
be a single waterbody, not two lakes as represented on government-issued maps. K’ëd́aghë 
Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] and K’ëd́aghë horah chii tu/Lower Pelican 
Lake [Forrest Lake] are two arms of one lake, Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake.  Similarly, in regard to 
the upper reaches of Clearwater River [Des Nëtthë/́Wide Water River] the segment of the river 
which flows from [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] to Tthágos 
Tú/Big Hills Lake [Lloyd Lake] has its own specific name, Goráchághı Desë/́Pelican River.  The fact 
that a particular section of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] is eponymous with pelicans is evidence 
that the Goráchághı/Pelican Nation has shared the occupancy of No Hoe Neneh (CRDN 
traditional lands) with Denesuline peoples for a very long time.   

The earliest printed maps of the Upper Churchill/Lower Athabasca region prepared by Euro-
Canadian/American fur traders and surveyors in their search for the access route into the fur-
rich Athabasca Country via Methy Portage were based on information provided by Indigenous 
informants and guides (usually unnamed).  The earliest of these maps identified to date is a 
parchment map of the routes and landmarks, drawn according to Indian convention (see Section 
3.1.1).  On these very early maps Pelican Lake and Pelican River appear as prominent travel 
reference points.  The earliest named reference to Pelican/Pillion/Pellicon River and Lake 
[Clearwater River and Lake] in relationship to Hoteh Hochoghe [Methy Portage] and Athabasca 
River found to date appears on a map prepared by Peter Pond in 1785 (Figure 22).   

The original naming of Pelican Lake and Pelican River would have occurred at a much earlier 
time for it to be in widespread regional use at that time. This ancient and venerable Denesuline 
placename was replaced with two English placenames by the Canadian state in 1938 (see 
Section 6.2.2) 

5.3 CRDN Denesuline Cultural Attachments to the Patterson Lake Area 
CRDN members connections to the lands encompassed within the Patterson Lake Area are 
evident throughout the detailed examination of the various digital layers of CRDN use and 
occupancy which have been presented in the foregoing.  As informative as these layered maps  
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Figure 22 Pelican Lake and Pelican River Showing Relationship to Portage La Loche and Great R. Araubaska 
(Athabasca River).  Segment of a Map Presented by Peter Pond to Lord Hamilton, April 1785 (Wagner 1955) 

are, they only show what can be represented in a digital format.  What they do not and cannot 
do is represent the intimate and enduring depth and complexity of CRDN Denesuline reciprocal 
relationships with No Hoe Neneh and the Patterson Lake Area, specifically. This type of 
knowledge permeates CRDN members’ everyday lives in the present day as is evident in the 
many TLUO discussions which have been recorded since 2010.  

5.3.1 Ancestral Connections 
Ancestral connections are embedded within the entirety of No Hoe Neneh and define CRDN 
Denesuline heritage and identity. In this regard, CRDN ancestral connections to the Patterson 
Lake Area are not unique.  What is unique is Goráchághı tu, in its own right and the relationship 
of this main lake to No Hoe Neneh, CRDN core traditional lands.  There is only one Goráchághı 
tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and it inherently belongs to Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River], along with a chain of sister lakes.  Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] also happens to 
be located in the upper reaches of the Des Nëtthë́ [Clearwater River] Watershed where 
ancestral CRDN Denesuline wintering activities and life on the land are known to have been 
concentrated for generations beyond living memory.  This longstanding presence is confirmed in 
missionary and government archival records (see Section 4.1; Appendix 4).   

Moreover, CRDN activities, in relation to contemporary harvesting, travel, and living on the land 
locations (cabins, harvesting camps), continue to be concentrated in this same area as described 
in Section 4.0.   

All over like that Up North.  See, even the Cluff Lake Road – you go off the road, 
eh.  Where’s a good land. Somebody chopped the wood, eh. You can see it, eh.  
You kick it [rotten wood[, it’s gone, eh.  It’s a long long time, eh.  A long time 
that people have done that (CR09/01).   

Beyond the many harvesting activities that are carried out within the Patterson Lake Area, many 
CRDN families report that they specifically chose/choose to maintain and/or re-establish current 
relationships with the places where grandparents and great grandparents lived (see Section 4.1).  
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From right here [as a kid]. And we’d go all the way to Gedak Lake....We get 
there, we set things, and we go fishing and hunting with Grandpa and uncles. 
We’d snare rabbits.  Fishing... It was at least two weeks at one time....We’d take 
tents, food, tarps.  Stuff that you would need – nets.  Guns for hunting. 
Whatever you’d need for that.  Pretty much, that’s about it....Set nets, they 
would take you with them. Haul out the fish....I [visited Gedak] just this past 
summer [2010], fall time.  Just to go there, memories. I usually stop there when 
I’m hunting to check out the lake, see what’s changed (CR18/02). 

My parents, my dad, they were trappers all along here as well too. And my 
grandpa.  Like I never knew my grandpas because I was smaller when they 
passed on. My mom and my dad used to tell me about my grandparents, like you 
know how to - they were usually out there....They still took more of the land, 
trapping, then. But us, we never go that far yet. We never make it that far yet 
(CR34/03).   

We were there [at cabin] this fall; all of us stayed there for just about three 
weeks, hunting....My grandparents – Like my grandfather used to hunt around 
there....I used to go with him when I was a kid (CR33/05). 

A number of CRDN members have also reported their interest in encountering ancestral 
material remains and expressed their appreciation for the intrinsic value of these marks 
(evidence) of the long ago people who came before.   

But they [cabin remains] show on the ground....Yeah, it’s on the [ground]….Right 
here. Right here….That’s my dad’s (CR46/03).  

There’s an old cabin site. The [exploration company] guy that was in charge...he 
was saying nobody had ever been there, but there are actually signs of a cabin 
there. And they found old cartridges and casings. They are old....What goes 
through my head, I am thinking, What BS! (CR18/02).  

Within the immediate vicinity of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], CRDN history keepers 
report visits or planned visits to some of the old living places just to see the vestiges of 
past/ancestral use because it is of importance to descendant families and the Nation’s history 
and heritage in general. 

To see if we can locate that area around there – but – probably look for some 
kind of old stuff around there....Because for the family too, around here. 
[There’s] Lots (CR33/05). 

5.3.2 Deep Ancestral Connections 
As noted in Section 4.1.1 there are a number of areas within No Hoe Neneh where deep 
ancestral (archaeological) material remains are known to be present.  The identified locales are 
all places known to have been intensively occupied by CRDN ancestral families.  Certain good 
lakes located off the Cluff Lake Road have been described as locations where the long time ago 
people lived. At Łuëzanë Tu [Broach Lake], for example, the remains of a pointy tent* (teepee) 
settlement area, observed on walking treks north, circa 1930, has been recorded. 

All that area [Up North] is like that (CR09/01).  See, from Cluff Lake Road you 
could see some – like what do you call that? – Bal cho ay* [pointy tents] they call 
them in English - Teepee....Used to be – a long long time [ago]....Not all over, but 
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some places, eh.  Some place here is a good lake, you know….It used to be from 
long time ago, years and years, eh....You can see it, eh.  All the trees....All the 
trees like this, eh [teepee hand gestures]...rotten and everything, eh.  Piled 
up....Broach....That’s the place.  Around here somewhere. [Dene translation ‘He’s 
saying where they were.  Like the remnants]’....You can see it, eh. Some 
place...even making a fireplace, eh.  Not like white people, eh.  Just making a fire 
like that, eh.  Some place the moss is about this thick, eh.  Where you can see it 
(CR09/01). 

While there are no specific CRDN records to date of deep ancestral remains being present on 
the immediate shores of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], the likelihood is very high, 
given the longstanding and intense Denesuline use that has been documented, particularly in 
the peninsula areas and the isthmus separating Upper and Lower Pelican Lake/Goráchághı tu.   

5.3.3 Intergenerational Transmission of Denesuline Heritage/Knowledge at Home and School 
In accordance with fundamental Denesuline tenets, the Nation’s tradition people are committed 
to honoring sacred obligations to future generations (current and yet to be born) and ensure 
that the customs, practices and traditions which uniquely define Denesuline identity and 
heritage continue to be maintained, nurtured, protected, and strengthened.  These sacred 
reciprocal obligations extend to the future generations of all non-human nations living within No 
Hoe Neneh (traditional lands).  Within CRDN extended family systems, the importance of cabins 
and harvesting camps in creating the opportunities for children to learn what it means to be 
Denesuline has been described in detail in Section 3.2.4.7.   

Like our parents, our ancestors, like they were raised off the land, and that’s how 
I was raised. And that’s how he [husband] was raised. So this is what we’re 
doing right now for our children and our grandchildren, you know? We took our 
children to those kind of camps, we teach them to hunt, to trap and everything. 
And now - their parents are working and our grandchildren we are teaching 
because their parents won’t be there for them, to teach them, because they are 
working.  You know, like we take them out and we show them how to do things 
(CR34/03).   

Yeah, so anyways...that’s our old stomping grounds too, right, for trapping 
though. I haven’t done any trapping in a long time.  But around my cabin there, 
like I go there, I teach my kids how to hunt, how to snare rabbits and stuff. Like 
in the fall time. We’re basically there almost every weekend in the summer....We 
spend most of our time up there.  Like when I’m away at work and then when I 
come back, like we’ll spend 3, 4 days up there every week, depending on the 
school days for the kids....I know they say it’s okay because it’s cultural.  But they 
still have to learn, right, at the same time, so.  But we spend lots of time up 
there....In the summer....We still go out there [in the winter], like for rabbits, like 
we’ll go for rabbit –snaring....I have four [kids]....They kind of stayed away [from 
the cabin] for a little bit, for a few years and then all of a sudden, like this year, 
everybody wants to go back again....They’re teens, right....But they started going 
back now....Like, in the last few years they didn’t come around much.  But this 
year [2019-20], like every trip that I went, they were with me again....And 
sometimes my grandson comes up with me (CR64/05). 
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The Nation’s commitment to passing down a Denesuline way of life to future generations is 
reflected in the CRDN School programing and curriculum which emphasizes land-based learning 
in ancestral areas Up North (see Section 3.2.4.7.  The choice to locate the school’s programs in 
the Patterson Lake Area has been clearly articulated by CRDN members.   

A lot of people had their winter camps up there.  La Loche was mainly a summer 
camp where people gathered but the winter camps were all up there.  And our 
Elders know these areas too.  They know those areas.  That`s why the Elders are 
the ones that take our students up there.  They are the ones that show them, 
teach them (CR83/05). 

A lot of these areas are traditional lands that are- you know – our grandparents 
and– it`s all be traced back to around that [Patterson Lake] area.  Like, from 
Clearwater, all this northern area here. You know our people were nomadic 
people and they travelled the distances.  All through this, following the caribou 
and the moose.  And that`s kind of how –even though we were kind of mainly 
settled around here, like West La Loche, mostly – there was still a lot of 
travelling that was done  through all here.  And a lot of it can be tied back to this 
[Patterson Lake] area and around Clearwater (CR81/05). 

The maintenance of contemporary connections with the Nation’s ancestors is a testament to 
the area’s importance and ensuring that CRDN children are able to stand strong and proud in 
the knowledge of their Denesuline heritage and identity.  The school harvesting camps are 
currently located at Bray Lake (Tsi-tan-tue*/Deep Ice Lake), south and west of Patterson/Forrest 
Lake (Goráchághı tu).  They are described as base encampments for student activities.  From the 
immediate and surrounding environs of the camps the upcoming generations have many age-
appropriate opportunities to receive customary teachings from CRDN Elders and develop a wide 
variety of traditional Denesuline skills.  Learning and skill building opportunities include multi-
day canoe trips which regularly travel the ancestral routes in the area, including the Goráchághı 
Desë/́Pelican River loop of which Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is a part.   

We sometimes…take the kids out on the trapline, and spend the night there – 
make clearings, you know.  We show them the survival skills and all that stuff - 
out on the trapline And how they can spend the night without, you know, 
blankets or whatever in the bush….Without a cabin. Nothing. Minus 25-30 
weather.  You have to make a shelter area with trees.  They make a big fire. Get 
the fire going; get lots of supplies; even green wood after that burns, its good. So 
you get all your wood supply there and then you burn it for a while. You let it die 
down and then you clear an area right in front of it.  You scrape that over so that 
ground you had your fire going 2 or 3 hours is now warm. And then you put your 
spruce boughs there and then you make your shelter from behind with trees. 
And then you are protected from the wind or whatever, right.... And then that’s 
where you sleep and you have your fire going beside you (CR03/02). Yeah, those 
are the kinds of things that happen out there…They’re [kids] from grade three… 
Some of them are young. Then they go right till grade seven....The schools after - 
are different. The elementary school, K-6, have their trapping school. High school 
has their trapping school. And they also have different types of leadership camps 
and stuff.  And there’s fish camps (CR03/02). 

The Venture Program is another land-based educational program in which a number of CRDN 
youth are involved with.  In a brief TLUO mapping session with students enrolled in this program 
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Photo 10  CRDN School Harvesting Camp Activities 
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(see Section 2.5.2) two different group tables quickly created consolidated TLUO maps reflecting 
personal activities on the land Up North.  The patterns of use and occupancy within CRDN 
traditional lands which emerged in these maps included the trails and harvesting areas (hunting 
and fishing) already recorded by CRDN  adult harvesters and Elders in relation to the Patterson 
Lake Area. In the course of this mapping exercise, several young hunters wanted the IRKS 
research team to clearly understand that their personal hunting areas were both very large and 
not confined to specific areas. 

5.3.4 Stories/Oral History 
Embedded in the land within the Patterson Lake Area are innumerable CRDN stories and story 
places (ancestral and contemporary) which are vital and integral aspects of the Nation’s oral 
history and heritage.  Relatively few stories from the land reside in the current CRDN TLUO 
database because the investigations carried out between 2010 and 2014 were specifically 
focused on desktop mapping of contemporary use and occupancy in an office setting.  They did 
not take place on the land. In Denesuline oral traditions, the stories of lived experiences on the 
land are typically prompted and recounted in direct contact with the land and landscape 
features where they occurred.   
 
The stories and oral histories which have been recorded within the Patterson Lake Area, 
commonly relate to deaths due to drownings and airplane crashes and to placenames which in 
themselves are the containers of ancient stories.  No burials are documented in the Patterson 
Lake Area; however, given CRDN’s longstanding presence in the area they certainly exist.  As 
noted in 3.3.4.8, most known ancestral burial places within CRDN traditional lands can only be 
identified on the ground by members of the Nation who hold such knowledge (i.e. know the 
locations), providing the ground has not been disturbed. If the CRDN keepers of such specific 
information are not interviewed on the land, burials cannot be digitally recorded.  No 
comprehensive attempts to locate ancestral burials have been initiated by CRDN as yet. 

Within the immense oral repository of stories relating to the Patterson Lake Area are those 
which are associated with CRDN’s long history of involvement with trapping and commercial 
fishing.  Because TLUO investigations were focused on the creation of digital maps, the vast 
majority of these personal stories have not been recorded for text compilations.  Many story 
owners have also passed on. Within the small repertoire of stories which are on record, there 
are characteristically humorous accounts of personal experiences on the land. 

Oh, that’s the old people [stories] from a long time ago.  Like my old dad, my 
grandpa, used to be trapping all over, eh.  Hunting all over.  No job.  That’s all 
they’re doing, eh (CR09/04).  But nowadays the young people....don’t know 
about the old days.  See, used to be a….People, now you can buy anything what 
you want in the store.  In the old days it’s not like that.  For even a family, you go 
fishing, rabbit snares, hunting for moose, like that, eh.  And from the store, the 
one you use is flour, tea, flour, sugar (CR09/04).  I was – in the old days, from the 
60’s, 70’s the people went out here [Up North].  Lots of trappers in La Loche.  
They went out on October sometime, November.  Come back for Christmas.  
Sometimes about 20 of December or 15 December and they go back after New 
Year.  Come back for Easter – for a couple of months.  And after Easter, they go 
for beaver again, for about a month.  And come back in May.  That’s it for the 
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year....What you make, that little bit of money on the beaver, you keep it for 
summer (CR09/04). 

They took us here [Patterson Lake] one time, for fishing once, when it was 
[commercial fish] company, Took us there January 1, January 2 or some time 
there. Me and my friend; dropped us off there, next day we were going to fish. 
There was no line, no fishing line. So that guy used a plane, came back to get 
some line for us, got back and crashed on the lake....We never saw a plane til 20-
some days. But we knew a plane was crashed around us; there was a radio. 
Night time we listen to the news, we knew. Where we stayed there, about 20 
days or so for nothing....[No line] No fishing!. Those days there was no food, just 
wild game.  A few days later, he came back, took us back to Descharme. There 
we fished for a little while. That was in April, that time.  Closing time (CR41/03). 

TLUO studies to date have recorded two traplines and commercial fishing living areas at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] as depicted in Figure 23 and Figure 24.  However, they 
only represent the activities of two individuals in a single winter season, whereas six or more 
trappers/fishermen were working together at the time and each person would have their own 
experience to record in the course of that single season.  Moreover, the cabins are reported to 
have seen continued use for an unknown number of years afterward. 
 
Layered over time, the actual complexity of CRDN trapping and commercial activities at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is not readily apparent and is difficult to represent in 
two-dimensional mapped formats.  This is generally the case in attempting to portray CRDN 
occupancy and harvesting activities as described more fully in Section 5.2.2. The collection of 
CRDN stories is even more complex.  The number of CRDN members who were engaged in 
similar trapping and commercial fishing activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is 
not known.   

 
Figure 23 CR07 Markup Map Segment, Trapline at Patterson Lake (circa 1950s) 
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Figure 24 CR08 Markup Map Segment, Commercial Fishing/Trapping  
at Patterson/Forrest Lake (late 1960s) 

5.4 Environmental Observations Within The Patterson Lake Area 
In addition to the many CRDN environmental understandings related to the Patterson Lake Area 
described in the foregoing (Sections 5.1.2 and 5.1.3) a collection of members’ observations of 
various environmental conditions within the study area appear in the following segment of this 
report.  Most have to do with baseline conditions (i.e. current and recent historical conditions 
and changes in baseline) within the Patterson Lake Area.  They are presented in the interests of 
providing additional information pertinent to the regulatory environmental studies and to assist 
impact assessors in better understanding matters which are of relevance to CRDN members.    
 
CRDN harvesters who are active on the land have a wealth of information related to the 
environment within the Patterson Lake Area but reportedly have not been involved in any 
terrestrial studies related to the EA for the proposed NexGen Rook 1 project.   

Fish 
A massive fish decline is reported to have occurred at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
following exploratory drilling which took place on the lake, sometime during the late 1970s and 
1980s (while Cluff Lake Mine was in operation).  Fish populations in the lake are reported to 
have never fully recovered. 

Back in the day, like I think it was 70s, sometimes. When the—after the Cluff 
Lake mine was open - they been drilling in that lake [Patterson]. Because I don’t 
know how they drill it though.  They’re drilling a whole bunch of holes. There 
wasn’t—there was no fishing after that. Nothing!    I would say...70s to 80s.... 
And I fished in that lake one time after they’ve been drilling. I fished in that lake. 
Two weeks, I don’t think I took 400 lbs of fish out of there. I used about 50 nets. 
Because there was no fish!....After they did the drilling, 1970s, nothing.  No 
fish....[The fish] come back, but not as much as before....I’ve never tried it 
[Patterson Lake] again after that ,eh. So I don’t know (CR63/05).  
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In this same time period, fish stocks in many of the lakes north of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], situated in proximity to Cluff Lake Road, are reported to have also 
declined.  Deformities in fish that were caught at the time were also noted. 

You know, all the rivers that go through, you hit the lake [Patterson] from the 
road....The lake, no fish in it.  Nothing....Broach Lake.  It used to be lots of fish in 
that lake. Nothing back then, nothing....Gedak wasn’t too bad.  But this one here 
[Murison] already dead back then. Now Gedak’s got no fish in there too. There’s 
hardly any fish....One time, I set - I don’t know, about 30-some nets, overnight.  I 
caught about...20 fish. So I quit. Then I moved to Eastley.  Same thing. The fish 
that I caught - big head and narrow. Harrison [Lake].  Same thing (CR63/05). 

Clams 
While there are no reports of clam harvesting within CRDN traditional lands, clams are known to 
live in and belong to Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River].   

We know about them [clams] in Clearwater River.  We don’t eat them.  They’re 
too rich.  Hard for people to digest (CR47/05).  

Woodland Caribou 
Within the Patterson Lake Area, long-standing woodland caribou grounds are reported in the 
Dahle Lake/Depper Lake area.  Another range area, reported to be less well known, is located 
west of Gedak Lake (Figure 25).  Woodland caribou are also reported near the Alberta border in 
the Axe Lake Area and in the vicinity of Lloyd Lake.  The caribou in the Dahle Lake area are 
reported to have largely disappeared in 2012-2013, concurrent with a large fire and intensive 
uranium exploration activities and aerial overflights at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]. 

Caribou, by our cabin [Dahle Lake] there used to be some tracks. But last year 
[2013]….They used to be all around here. Depper Lake...All around. We used to 
see them all the time; we don’t see them now....Just around there CR33/03.  

We always meet up with them [caribou] sometimes.... But now, it`s mostly burnt 
now, eh - that area....Not very many...in there – around there now. [The fire 
moved them out]....A couple of years ago [circa 2018].  They had a pretty good-
sized one [fire] that side, eh (CR33/05).   

I’ve been all in those areas there. There’s tons of woodland caribou in that area 
[northwest of Gedak Lake] and a lot of people don’t know about that. Woodland 
caribou, moose (CR21/02).  

[Dahle Lake Caribou] Nothing. But those planes, they’re busy, all that and 
everything…. Yes, they were chased, just like they were chasing them away. All 
around. Even right here.  No more….Nothing, nothing.  Totally….. Well last year 
[2013] we don’t even see a track of caribou in our area (CR34/03). 

Kodiac Bear 
A huge bear, referred to as a Kodiac bear was encountered on a berry picking trail, in the vicinity 
of Wenger Lake (circa 2010) (CR34/02) (Figure 25).  The animal was reported to be much larger 
than the black bears which are common in the area.   

I don’t bother this [Oilsands] road now; I don’t go for the picking. There’s berries 
but  not  as  much  as  before.  And  there’s  a Kodiak bear, around - along these  
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roads too. We ran into one, one time, and I didn’t like it….It’s a way bigger bear 
than a grizzly bear…. And some of them are 8 feet away from us. We were on a 
quad. I told him, don’t stop, but he stopped….It was just right there; it’s the size 
of a big moose. The length; the head’s about this thick. I didn’t move; I froze 
right there (CR34/03). 

No further information is available.  The bear encountered may have been a grizzly.  The Grizzly 
Bear Hills (presumably named in reference to the presence of grizzly bears) are located south of 
La Loche and west of Peter Pond Lake.  The Grizzle Bear Hills were mapped in 1791 by Peter 
Fidler (Tyrrell 1934).  

Pelicans 
Pelicans, Goráchághı, have a longstanding presence in the Patterson Lake Area based on the 
evidence of Denesuline placenames (Section 3.2.1.3).  Patterson/Forrest Lake has long been 
known as a single lake, Goráchághı tu, Pelican Lake.  References to Pelican Lake and Pelican 
River appear on the earliest fur trade maps for the region (1785) (Section 5.2.4).  A pelican 
gathering place on Des Nëtthë/́Wide Water River [Clearwater River], situated between Preston 
and Lloyd lakes, is specifically named Goráchághı Desë/́Pelican River.  

If you go to Lloyd Lake you got to go to Patterson and Beet Lake and then you 
come back to Clearwater River, eh.  And then you go back to Lloyd Lake....They 
call it Pelican Narrows, that one area, eh..... Where Lloyd Lake meets the 
Clearwater, there’s a lot of pelicans there (CR07/04). 

Swans 
Denesuline placenames and archival maps confirm that swans also have a long-standing 
presence within CRDN traditional lands.  Within CRDN traditional lands, Up North, swans 
continue to stop at Gós Tú/Swan Lake [Descharme Lake], Gós Tuázë/Little Swan Lake [Dupre 
Lake], and other surrounding waterbodies on their annual seasonal migrations (CR47/05), as 
they have long done.   

Bald Eagles  
Bald eagles are described by CRDN members as the protectors of the land and the people.  
Eagles are reported to make their home at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (CR47/05).  A 
group of ten bald eagles was recorded north of Łuëzanë Tu [Broach Lake] in 2011 (CR03/02) 
(Figure 25).   

Bird Nesting Island   
On Tthaı ́ K’osë Tu/Red Sand Lake [Preston Lake] there is an island where seagulls and other 
water birds have long been known to nest and where eggs are gathered by CRDN harvesters in 
the spring (Figure 25).  ‘Black birds’ (cormorants?) are reported to have recently arrived on the 
island.   

Preston. There’s that island here, eh.  There’s an island there. That’s eggs.  Rock 
Island (CR07/04). 

There’s two elements here, kind of a seagull island, eh.  So it’s to keep the island 
alive, I think. Seagulls....Bird island, but for the last 6 years [since 2014] that 
there’s blackbirds that’s getting the seagulls away (CR58/05). 
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Grayling   
Grayling are reported in streams in the Patterson Lake Area.  No specific streams have been 
recorded. 

Red Suckers 
The section of the river which connects Beet Lake to Des Nëtthë [Clearwater River] is reported 
to be full of red suckers in the spring (Figure 25). 

Like this river, in here, like this connects Beet and all this stuff here.  Right in this 
area here, until it gets to the Clearwater, is really really clear water and full, like 
it’s red of suckers in the spring. If you go down in the spring it’s just red; there’s 
so many.  Like - when you go over them you’ll feel them on the boat there’s so 
many suckers in there sometimes (CR20/02). 

Frogs 
A general decrease in frog populations has been reported; the absence spring frog choruses is 
the observation most noted.  

We don’t see a lot of frogs anymore… And when you go to Lloyd Lake and go 
down to the lake and launch the boat, right.  And it’s kind of swampy down 
there. There used to be tons of frogs, just jumping all over and now you’re lucky 
to see a couple.  There must be something about that (CR15/03). 

[Frog song] Not this year [2014].…They’ve disturbed the habitat. They are saying 
they’re not, but I think they are….You only notice the side effects on the frogs 
when you’re paying attention to it (CR43/03). 

Other Beings 
Other Beings, not generally visible to human eyes, are reported to live within a number of lakes 
within No Hoe Neneh (see Section 3.2.4.6).  Some of these Other Beings are very small and some 
are very large (monsters).  The large Other Beings are understood to be benign presences, 
“keeping the waters alive”.  Large Other Beings are reported to be present in Dahl Lake, Hodge 
Lake and Murison Lake.   

I’ll tell you, where I built my cabin, this old guy told me some people don’t bother 
that lake because they seen something.  Dahle Lake.  Yeah, our lake. Anyways 
this one time about 5 o’clock in the morning I got up, I seen two really long – 
right in the middle huh? – two humps, long ones, side by side, so I was looking at 
it for a while. When I woke [my wife] up, we were looking at it.... But as soon as I 
opened the door, the thing starts lowering, going down. That’s a deep lake.... 
Yeah, there’s something in that lake.... Haven’t seen it yet (CR33/03).  

There’s stories of something large living in Hodge Lake that I don’t know if 
you’ve heard about that... No idea [what it is].  Something.  Big....Nobody has 
taken a picture or anything, but there’s stories (CR02/02). 

And not only La Loche Lake, right here but stuff – other lakes too.  Like Murison 
Lake.  That’s another lake....that lake is deep...clean.  It was just so deep....We 
don’t call it....We don’t have a name for it....Some people would refer to it as 
monster, right....Goo cho [big ugly] (CR03/02).   
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Forest Fires  
Many different forest fires have gone through CRDN traditional lands (Section 6.4.2).  Forest 
fires are reported to have ravaged the Patterson Lake Area at least 3 times in the living memory 
of CRDN TLUO informants.  It was not possible to map the various burn areas since their full 
extent on the ground was not known by informants.  There are a number of reports by CRDN 
members of the association between forest fires and the movement of drilling operations into 
an area (Section 6.6.1.5).  

There’s lots of fires through the years. It’s all black before. I used to go trapping 
around here....Patterson. Around here...All around here. And it’s all connected 
right up to here (CR41/03). 

 [Patterson Lake Area] It’s been burned about two times, three times. Growing 
over, burn again, growing over, burn again....This one [ca. 2015]. That I’m 
talking about, this one here.  It was about 40 years ago.  We [CRDN firefighters] 
put it out then (CR63/05). 

A couple of years ago [2018].  They had a pretty good-sized [fire] that side, 
eh....Around there, yeah.  A couple of years ago, yeah.... Like they usually [burn] 
towards Cluff Lake.  By Cluff Lake too they had a big one too... A couple of years 
ago, around Lloyd Lake area.  In this area, around too.  And they had a big one 
here too – Forrest.  Forrest and Patterson... Cluff Lake even – after a new 
growth, [it] burnt again, eh (CR33/05). [Fire went through Patterson Lake again] 
But there was trees; those drillers were happy.  They went and burnt, eh.  Easy 
to clear, eh.... everything burnt in there already, eh.....Even that area, too.  It 
burnt quite a bit, eh.  Lots of area burnt (CR33/05).    

Murison Lake Forest  [2006?] Fire Up to Broach Lake Murison [Fire], I don’t know 
how far it went into…   Okay around Broach it burned right around Broach here. 
That’s where it stopped here….somewhere in here, like this (CR38/03).  

As reported by CRDN members, it is common for some smaller areas within a large burn area to 
escape the fire.  A lot of the spots are okay from that [fires] (CR`63/05).  In the area between 
Patterson and Forrest lakes where the NexGen camp is located, CRDN members report that a 
forested area which had even survived the most recent fire was subsequently clear-cut by 
exploration crews (see Section 6.6.2).   

Just, five years back. Four [2015, 2016].  Not only that, but the other side too.... 
[It didn’t burn] In between those two lakes [Patterson and Forrest Lake]. That 
point of Patterson and Patterson Lake - in between....That white area 
there....That was...not burnt....It didn’t burn [this side].  It did burn on the other 
side though (CR47/05). 

Winter Temperatures 
Winter temperatures are reported by CRDN members to be considerably and noticeably warmer 
now than in the past. 

It used to be, maybe 10 years ago [circa 2000], it used to snow by that time 
[September].  Like, it used to be so cold (CR15/02).  
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In the old days it used to be cold cold.  For me, right now it’s not cold cold.  It 
used to be really cold where you can hear trees cracking and stuff, sometimes.  
That used to be cold (CR02/02). 

Patterson Lake Water Quality Changes  
Since exploratory barge drilling began on Patterson Lake [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı Tu/Upper 
Pelican Lake] (circa 2013) the waters of Goráchághı Tu are reported to no longer be clear and 
clean (see Section 5.1.4). Water quality changes have been noted by a number of CRDN 
harvesters which are very disconcerting. 

Patterson, through Forrest, Beet Lake.  The river starts here. [People are scared] 
That Patterson Lake has real real clean water (CR41/03). 

Like on the lakeshore, it looks like there’s yellowish, kind of foamy - floating on 
the lakeshore, eh.  And then once you get on the lake, yeah, there’s residue like 
on - like weird kind of looking, right.  I don’t know the causes, but like I said, 
there’s that. Yeah [it makes me] Unsure (CR51/04). 
 



117 
 

6.0 ENCROACHMENTS ON CRDN LIVES AND TRADITIONAL LANDS  
The historical relationship between the original peoples and the Canadian state and settler 
populations is characterized by colonial policies and practices that were intended to dispossess 
Indigenous Nations of their homelands and force assimilation.  For CRDN, state efforts to 
assimilate and displace the Nation’s families first began to be directly experienced several 
hundred years ago.  They include missionary activities, residential schools, the Indian Act, and 
the failure to adhere to the full scope of the terms of Treaty 8, particularly in regard to state 
assertion of control over natural resources with a range of negative implications for the CRDN 
and No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands).   
 
A comprehensive examination of the many encroachments on heritage, identity and traditional 
lands which have been experienced by CRDN, individually and collectively, is beyond the scope 
of this IRKS investigation.  However, some of the antecedent experiences in CRDN’s history that 
are directly and indirectly related to concerns and issues being expressed by the Nation’s 
members in relation to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] do warrant attention here.  In this regard, Treaty 8, the renaming of No 
Hoe Neneh (CRDN traditional lands), the Nation’s efforts to secure reserve lands, and provincial 
government land management policies, including mineral exploration and extraction activities 
taking place on CRDN traditional lands (past and present) are examined in some detail.  This 
examination is intended to ground issues and concerns expressed by CRDN members about the 
proposed Rook 1 project within a broader historical context.  
 
Unlike many First Nations in Canada who experienced language loss as a result of assimilative 
encroachments, CRDN has retained the Dene language and, until very recently, has been able to 
maintain and nurture both the longstanding relationships with intact traditional lands and the 
normative customs, practices and traditions which are embedded in the land and define CRDN 
as a distinct Denesuline community. 

6.1 TREATY 8  
CRDN is signatory to Treaty 8 which was negotiated with Dene and Cree peoples in 1899 and 
1900.  The vast tract of land subject to Treaty 8 included Indigenous traditional lands within the 
Athabasca and Mackenzie basins and included lands in what are now northeastern British 
Columbia, N.W.T., northern Alberta and northwestern Saskatchewan (Figure 26).  Although 
northwestern Saskatchewan Indigenous peoples’ requests for a treaty had been ignored for 
decades before 1899, the Federal government was finally prompted into action by the discovery 
of gold in the Yukon Klondike and rapidly rising tensions between Indigenous peoples and the 
rush of gold seekers invading traditional lands on their way to the gold fields.   
 
With all the First Nations who participated in Treaty 8 negotiations and adhesions, the written 
and oral records (government, missionary, and Indigenous) describe the widespread concerns 
that a treaty would interfere with their ability to hunt, fish, and live in customary ways and fears 
that they would be confined to small reserves and treated poorly, as happened earlier with 
Treaty 6 Nations. As recognized and reported by the Treaty 8 Commissioner, had the Indigenous 
peoples  not  been satisfied that they would be able to live as before, a treaty would never have  
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been negotiated (Morris 1979). No written accounts of the Treaty 8 proceedings which took 
place on August 4, 1899, at the final venue at Fort McMurray, have been located to date.  
 
Exactly which Indigenous family groups and respective homelands were represented at the 
proceedings at Fort McMurray is unclear.  At all the other locations, separate paylists were 
created for each of the different Dene and Cree bands who were present, whereas at Fort 
McMurray, everyone who came forward was assigned to an arbitrary conglomerated list called 
the Cree-Chipewyan Band of Fort McMurray. This conglomerate included peoples who were 
unrelated, spoke different languages, and were attached to different tracts of land within the 
region (see ICCP 1996).   
 
In 1900, when annuities were being paid at Fort McMurray to the previous year’s treaty 
signatories, additional families who were not present at the 1899 proceedings, signed adhesions 
to Treaty 8.  Some of these new adherents were added to the paylist for the Cree-Chipewyan 
Band of Fort McMurray. Other new adherents were assigned to another administrative entity 
called the Stragglers of Fort McMurray.  After 1900 the families who came forward to be 
included in Treaty 8 were simply assigned to one or the other paylist rather than signing 
adhesions.  Ancestral Denesuline families, who in time would come to be known as the Portage 
La Loche Band (now CRDN), were included in the paylists for both the Cree-Chipewyan Band of 
Fort McMurray and the Stragglers of Fort McMurray (see ICCP 1996).   
 
It is to be noted that only CRDN’s northern homelands situated within the Athabasca River Basin 
were included in Treaty 8 (Figure 27).  The southernmost traditional lands, situated within the 
Upper Churchill River Basin were included within Treaty 10 boundaries.  (The headwaters of 
Churchill River are situated at Lac La Loche).  CRDN was not involved in Treaty 10 proceedings 
whereas the Metis peoples of La Loche were.  

6.2 RENAMING NO HOE NENEH (CRDN TRADITIONAL LANDS 
The renaming of the Nation’s traditional lands has been identified by CRDN Elders and culture 
keepers as a matter which has serious negative implications for the preservation, revitalization, 
and strengthening of CRDN history, language, and culture.  Matters related to the extent and 
nature of Denesuline naming of landscape features within No Hoe Neneh has been described in 
Section 3.2.1.3, Section 5.2.4, and Appendix 2.  CRDN placenames are the result of countless 
generations of Denesuline families living in relationship with the same lands.  Many original 
Denesuline placenames for the main rivers and lakes are still in everyday use within the CRDN 
community at large. 

We know them [Dene placenames]; we use them all the time (CR54/05).   

However, it is matter of great concern for CRDN Elders and members that many of the names 
for less prominent features are being lost as Elders pass on, carrying this knowledge with them.  
The replacement of Denesuline placenames by government authorities substantially contributes 
a gradual, invisible process of assimilation.  The complexity, antiquity, and deep lore contained 
within Indigenous placenames is perhaps outside the conceptual grasp of most Canadians and 
Saskatchewan residents, whose history and sense of place is based on such relatively recent 
movement into ‘new frontier lands’.   
 
The renaming of Canada has its early beginnings in the mid-1800s with federal colonial 
government assertions  of  sovereignty  and  the search  for resources.  After the passage of the  
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Natural Resources Transfer Agreement (NRTA) in 1930, the Province of Saskatchewan continued 
on with the practice of renaming traditional lands.  In the course of Euro-Canadian 
encroachments Denesuline placenames within CRDN traditional lands have largely been 
replaced with names that reflect outsider values, culture, and history and according to these 
outsider conventions, places have received names which are intended to honor government 
officials, their family members, and other non-Indigenous people.  

[Dene translation] She’s just saying that in the Axe Lake area, her parents used to live 
there. She is talking about how they used to have Dene names, and then the lakes were 
getting named after white people [*to ti ne]   (CR06/01).  

Many ‘unnamed’ lakes within CRDN traditional lands have been renamed as part of the Geo-
Memorial Project intended to honor military personnel killed in war service overseas (on 
recommendation by the Province of Saskatchewan) (GNBC 2021).  CRDN members report the 
presence of monuments at Vermeersch Lake and at Bray Lake.  They also note that these lakes 
were not ‘unnamed’; they have Denesuline names and the non-Indigenous people so ‘honored’ 
have absolutely no relationship to lakes within No Hoe Neneh which now bear their name.  

You know, I find this lake [name] funny. You know why? It [the lake] belongs to the 
people that know it, right? And you know whose picture they got? A German from way… 
- Vermeersch.  Monument right there.  Monument there and a picture like that…– but he 
was never a trapper in around there (CR33/03). 

The renaming of Cluff Lake Road by the Province of Saskatchewan is another source of 
contention.  Cluff Lake Road is an ancestral Indigenous trail north to Lake Athabasca and beyond 
(see Section 5.2.1).  When Cluff Lake Road was upgraded in 1955-56 it was renamed Semchuk 
Trail in recognition of one of the contractors credited with building the original trail2   Jonas 
Clarke, the CRDN guide to the route, is barely, if ever, mentioned in the historical records. 

That’s what I mean. Look at this, Semchuk Trail -Some Chicken, I call it.  This trail 
here he followed it over all the way over to Cluff Lake. That’s not Semchuk’s trail; 
that’s the Aboriginal’s Trail…. I mean I don’t understand it….I mean the only thing 
was this Jonas Clarke knew his way over there. There’s a trail here, right beside 
this Semchuk’s trail. Whatever….That’s part of it there. And here’s parts of it, it’s 
all the way. Here. I don’t know why they call it Semchuk’s Trail…. [That’s the 
wrong name] I know from Wasekamio [Lake] there’s a trail going all the way up 
to Tomczak [Tu cho] and then from Tomczak, it goes another way around. But 
they just put that trail right in the middle and use that all the way through, and it 
comes down to Semchuk’s Trail again (CR38/03). 

As for Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake, it was recommended for renaming in 1938 by Sidney Ells, a 
federal government surveyor conducting geographical between Clearwater River and McFarland 
Lake in 1935.  The names Patterson Lake and Forrest Lake were submitted in 1938 to honor 
Leonard Patterson and Leslie Forrest, two labourers who were part of the Ells survey crew, even 
though it was not standard practice to use the personal names of living persons.  These 
unconventional names recommended by Ells were approved in 1944 (GNBC 2021).   
 
In such ways as described in the above, CRDN Denesuline peoples and Denesuline named places 
are ‘disappeared’.   

                                                            
2 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Saskatchewan_Highway_955 
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Indigenous communities engaged in decolonizing efforts throughout Canada are reclaiming 
original names for themselves and their traditional lands. Government authorities responsible 
for geographical names are now beginning to recognize and acknowledge that the ancient 
presence of Indigenous peoples in Canada has been erased by the imposition of outsider 
placenames. The task of redress is recognized to be immense. 

6.3 SECURING CRDN RESERVE LANDS 
In the three decades post-Treaty 8, the various paylist assignments were of little or no 
consequence to the signatory CRDN families. They simply received their annuities at the 
appointed dates and places and continued living on in accordance with Denesuline customary 
ways, as was agreed upon in Treaty 8 proceedings.   However, when growing numbers of 
outsiders began taking up lands in the lower Athabasca, around 1915, the various Nations 
agglomerated within the Cree-Chipewyan Band of Fort McMurray and the Fort McMurray 
Stragglers (i.e. Fort McKay First Nation, Fort McMurray First Nation, Janvier Band/Chipewyan 
Prairie Dene First Nation, Portage La Loche Band/CRDN) began defining the areas which they 
wanted the Federal Government to set aside as reserve lands (see ICCP 1996).   
 
Selected lands were soon surveyed and ultimately secured for all the bands above who 
recognized themselves as distinct, with the exception of Portage La Loche Band.  CRDN’s long, 
complex, and collective oral history related to the creation of the Nation’s reserves has not as 
yet been compiled in written form.  However, based on Department of Indian Affairs (DIA) 
archival records (DIAND 676/30-19), reserve land selections by Portage La Loche Band were first 
anticipated in 1926.  In 1931, lands were requested by the band at Clos tu*/Whitefish [Garson 
Lake] and at Uldaı ́Tú [Gipsy Lake].  Although land in severalty was an option under the terms of 
Treaty 8, DIA officials in Ottawa were opposed to two reserves because of difficulties entailed in 
‘supervising’ two reserves.  Nothing more about reserve lands for Portage La Loche Band 
appears in the DIA records for another five years.   
 
In 1937, Arsene Piche (son of Alphonse Piche), the officially ‘unrecognized’ Chief or Portage La 
Loche Band, sent a letter to Indian Agent S. L. Macdonald, again requesting reserve lands at Clos 
tu*/Whitefish [Garson Lake] and Uldaı ́ Tú [Gipsy Lake] and this application was formally 
submitted to Ottawa. By 1939, two adjoining 10,112 acre tracts of land at Clos tu*/Whitefish 
[Garson Lake] had been tentatively set aside by the provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta for 
Portage La Loche Band.  In that same year, however, J.P.B. Ostrander, a new Indian agent, 
assigned to ‘oversee’ the affairs of Portage La Loche Band wrote to DIA officials in Ottawa 
stating his strong opposition to the selected lands which had been approved by his predecessor. 
He requested that the decision be held in abeyance.  Ottawa acquiesced and Portage La Loche 
Band reserve land proceedings were immediately suspended (DIAND 676/30-19). 
 
What followed was a protracted thirty year-long process where all the Nation’s subsequent 
alternate reserve land selections in the Upper Churchill River, in the vicinity of Tthı ̨t́élaztúë ́[La 
Loche], were repeatedly rejected at the regional administrative level as DIA officials attempted 
to force Portage La Loche Band to capitulate to their unilateral plan to move the Nation to Peter 
Pond Lake.  For the purpose of this IRKS investigation the details need not be examined here.  
What is important to note is that Portage La Loche Band (CRDN) was steadfast in its refusal to 
move away from ancestral lands and abandon the Nation’s ancestors.  The impasse came to an 
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end in 1969 when DIA was politically embarrassed into finally reaching an agreement with the 
Nation (DIAND 676/30-19),   
 
CRDN was one of the last Treaty 8 Nations to have their treaty land entitlements satisfied.  In 
the official federal government proclamation, the blame for the failure to reach an agreement 
for so many years was placed on CRDN for changing its mind on reserve locations.  No mention 
was made of the many alternate locations selected by CRDN which were put forth and rejected 
by the DIA and, at later stages in the process, opposed by the Province of Saskatchewan. 
 
It is also important to note that during the decades of impasse referred to above, CRDN 
continued to be largely ignored by the DIA regional administration.  Other than following 
through on annual annuity payments and nominal support for destitute and ill members of the 
Nation, internal department records provide much evidence of misinformation, confusion, and 
inconvenience associated with the ‘oversight’ and ‘supervision’ of the remote and recalcitrant 
Portage La Loche Band.  This included losing track of the fact that Portage La Loche Band was 
signatory to Treaty 8 (not Treaty 10) and that CRDN was a Denesuline Nation, not a Cree Nation.  
Because of their refusal to abandon their “wandering, hunting way of life”, the Nation’s families 
were largely left to their own devices to live as a Denesuline people, as they always had, with 
minimal governmental interference.   
 
Until recently, CRDN traditional lands were considered to be remote and inaccessible and 
generally of little interest to state and industrial interests. CRDN families were therefore able to 
continue living in customary ways as a Denesuline people on traditional lands into the present 
day.  This is a very different situation from most Indigenous peoples in southern Canada who 
were very early displaced by the influx of agricultural settlers and resource extraction interests.  
The retention of Dene language within the community, despite the concerted efforts of the 
residential school system to eradicate Indigenous languages and heritages, is a reflection of the 
Nation’s retention of Denesuline customary lifeways.  

Contrary to state assertions that the Indigenous lands within Treaty 8 territory were ceded to 
the Crown in 1899 and 1900, CRDN understands that the Nation’s sovereign rights to live within 
No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands) as a Denesuline people were never given up.   

In our case we [CRDN] say it’s an agreement to share the land and the resources 
with the rest of this country.  We didn’t give it all up.  Who in their right mind 
would give up their country? So we didn’t give it up, contrary to what they took, 
right?  So, that is why treaties were signed -   between two sovereign nations 
(Chief Roy Cheecham 2010). 

6.4 PROVINCIAL LAND MANAGEMENT POLICIES, PRACTICES 
For all Treaty 8 signatory Nations, the non-interference with customary harvesting and ways of 
life was a prerequisite condition of the agreement with the Crown to share the land.  While 
Treaty 8 provided CRDN with the right to continue living in customary Denesuline ways, the 
federal and provincial Crowns have made a number of decisions that members of the Nation 
perceive as undermining these rights, particularly in the realm of land management policies and 
practices.  Policies and practices of relevance to proposed uranium mining and milling 
operations at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are examined in greater detail for the 
purposes of this IRKS.  
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When the provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta were created in 1905, the responsibility for 
natural resources and their management of natural resources (e.g. forests, wildlife, and 
minerals) was retained by the Federal Government.  In 1930 these responsibilities were 
transferred to the respective provincial governments of Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba 
under the terms of the Natural Resources Transfer Acts. Certain powers, however, were 
retained by the federal government and/or are areas of shared responsibility (e.g. 
interprovincial waters). 
 
Within both the federal and provincial resource management frameworks, the extraction of 
natural resources (e.g. oil, gas, minerals, and forests) is considered to be the ‘highest and best 
use’ of land.  This position ideologically conflicts with Indigenous peoples’ valuation of land as 
the source of their very being and from which they cannot be separated.  The land encompasses 
the people, ecosystems, social systems, spirituality, law, and food systems which are all 
connected to the ancestors and Indigenous knowledges and teachings.  Therefore, for 
Indigenous peoples, and CRDN Denesuline, the land does is not viewed as a capital asset nor 
does it represent commodities. 
 
Following the passage of the 1930 Natural Resources Transfer Agreement (NRTA), the provinces 
of Saskatchewan and Alberta began introducing land management policies and practices which 
contravened the Treaty 8 promises that Indigenous people would be able to live as they always 
had before.   One of the first breaches was the imposition of trapping blocks (Saskatchewan) and 
registered traplines (Alberta) which constricted trapping activities to particular tracts of land.  
This was followed by the imposition of other wildlife policies and practices, ‘conservation’ 
measures, which impinged on customary Indigenous ways.  A full exploration of this history is 
outside the scope of the current IRKS.  Suffice to say, various laws and regulations were 
unilaterally imposed which affected CRDN and customary community practices.   
 
Two Province of Saskatchewan land management practices of particular concern to CRDN 
members and directly relevant to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill are 
examined in the following. 

6.4.1 Dispositions/Notifications 
A point of contention repeatedly raised by CRDN members in regard to provincial government 
land management policies is the fact that the Government of Saskatchewan unilaterally grants 
mineral exploration licenses/permits to individuals and corporations intent on finding and 
extracting mineable resources within CRDN traditional lands without properly consulting with 
the Nation.  The rationale for the process adopted by the Government of Saskatchewan is that 
mineral exploration endeavours are low impact activities.   

However, CRDN maintains that such endeavours cannot necessarily be assumed to be low 
impact as described below.  While there is a government-prescribed notification process 
whereby trappers and cabin owners are to be advised of impending exploratory work, CRDN 
members describe it as perfunctory, if it even happens.   

Right now, even, they start drilling up north; after the fact they come to us....It 
shouldn’t be that way. They should come to us before they start drilling” 
(CR26/03). 

We don’t know what’s going on.  Nothing.  They tell us nothing (CR05/01).  
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You know what.  If we went south and dig someone`s yard out…we would get 
shot.  But why come to our country and not let us know what`s you`re digging 
(CR53/05).   

Like government is so easy to say ‘Oh...go drill 200 holes up wherever you want’ 
(CR18/05).  

Because the Nation is not involved in advance, unilateral government approvals for mineral 
exploration within traditional lands can and do have deleterious consequences for CRDN 
Denesuline families.  These consequences are largely unrecognized and/or unacknowledged. 
Such consequences are more fully described in Section 6.4.1.   
 
As reported by CRDN members, mineral explorations activities are now taking place at an 
extraordinarily rapid pace in many of the good for everything places within No Hoe Neneh that 
have long sustained the Nation’s families.  At the same time, Treaty 8 promises that guarantee 
First Nations, including CRDN, the ongoing right to hunt, fish, trap, harvest, and live in 
accordance with customary values, beliefs, practices, and traditions are, in effect, being 
compromised by the rate at which CRDN harvesting lands are being disturbed, degraded, and 
constricted (see Section 6.4, Section 6.6.3.4).  From the perspective of CRDN harvesters and 
members, mineral exploration endeavours cannot be assumed to be low impact activities. Too 
often, they can and do have serious, far-reaching, and long-term deleterious consequences 
contrary to provincial government and industry assertions.   
 
A case in point is the commencement of oil sands exploratory operations, initiated by Oilsands 
Quest in the Axe Lake Area (circa 2007).  The company’s activities were particularly distressing 
to the Nation’s members because they affected an intensively used CRDN hunting area with a 
longstanding history (ancestral and current) of use and occupancy.  While the original company 
involved went bankrupt, the new owners are reported to be engaged in even more intense 
exploratory activities in the area in question (see Section 6.4).  

Many, many years.  They don`t tell people what they`re going to do” “We’ve 
never been told about anything, eh? Like nobody knows who….Because they 
started. Just like that Oilsands Quest. Nobody knows anything about it until they 
moved in (CR33/03). 

It’s all bullsh_t. Just like that, quick quick. [Dene translation ‘They didn’t talk to 
us’] (CR45/02).  

[Dene Translation]  She said, ‘No one knew this [Oilsands Quest] was happening.  
They just went and did it’ (CR12/01).   

They [Oilsands Quest] never even came and talked to him [CRDN member] 
before they got their lease, before they got their exploration permit even. Now 
it’s a lease (CR15/03). 

The commencement of uranium exploratory work at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is 
another, and particularly salient, example of what can happen when the Nation has no control 
over provincial approvals for preliminary mineral exploratory activities on traditional lands.  The 
notification process which preceded the initial exploratory activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] was described by CRDN member, Tarcisse Piche (now deceased), who 
at the time headed up the La Loche Trappers Committee.  While he reported that he had clearly 
articulated his concerns about the initial proposed drilling activities on Patterson Lake (before 
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work commenced) the limitations which he had verbally insisted upon (namely, 12 kilometers 
away from the lake) and which ostensibly were agreed to, ended up being totally disregarded.   

Mr. Piche was asked to sign documents at the time, even though the drilling company was 
aware that he could not read English.  When drilling subsequently commenced on Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], Mr. Piche’s personal dismay and distress was so great that he 
subsequently refused to respond to any other industry notification.  (The day following his 2014 
TLUO interview, he brought in more than half a dozen unopened notifications for the TLUO 
study team to review and pass on to CRDN Chief and Council). 

Now this [drilling at Patterson/Forrest Lake] is coming up….Some of these days I 
worry about it….That drilling at Patterson Lake, I told them not to drill that 
place. Those guys told me we’ll have a meeting. They said we’re going to hear 
from that Patterson, right now, here….Patterson, right here. They said they’re 
going to drill. I told them, “Not on the lake. I don’t want anybody drilling on the 
lake”, I told them, “Turn around.” Okay, we’ll do that. And they said from the 
lake, 12 kilometers. We’ll start drilling. Next…time, they’re drilling on the 
lake….Nobody listens!….I do meetings all the time there....I do everything. I plan 
it. I do it for him [industry]. They don’t help me. Every time I told them,’ I say 
No’. I never said Yes. There’s only one time I made a mistake, because I don’t 
read….white men was there; I was only there by myself….I don’t know what they 
say, some of them. So I signed for that guy, I put 30 drill holes. For 30….So after I 
told him, if you want to drill, I told them, don’t drill on the lake, I told them that 
time. But only me.  Nobody listens to me.  So after that, they are drilling in the 
middle of the lake. After that I never signed for nothing. I got lots of letters in my 
house. I never signed, I never say Yes, nothing yet. I say No all the time….The first 
time. Long time ago, about 3, 4 years ago [circa 2010, 2011]. After that, how 
many places do they drill, those guys? About 600 holes there, they drill…. There’s 
not any time to know what they’re doing, those guys….Because they send you a 
letter. The next day he wants to come in. Wants to have a meeting….They do by 
the phone sometime too....Every time I told them, I say no. I never said yes. 
There’s only one time I made a mistake. Because I don’t read. I talk, it’s good. 
Only white men was there; I was only there by myself there. I don’t know what 
they say, some of them. So I signed for that guy, I put 30 drill holes. For 30. [I 
didn’t understand what I was signing]…. So after I told him, if you want to drill, I 
told them, don’t drill on the lake, I told them that time. But only me [at the 
meeting].  Nobody listens to me.  So after that they are drilling in the middle of 
the lake. After that I never signed for nothing. I got lots of letters in my house. I 
never signed, I never say yes, nothing yet. I say no all the time anyway. [I signed] 
For drilling the holes, for 30 holes, the first time. Long time ago, about 3, 4 years 
ago [2010, 2011…. Well I told them [I can’t read]. They know it….Somebody 
needs to check with that. That’s all I know (Tarcisse Piche 2014).  

A detailed examination of the effects that uranium exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], reported by CRDN members, is presented in Section 6.6.3. A 
preliminary map created from publicly available sources (2019) for explanatory purposes 
illustrates the extent to which CRDN traditional lands are currently taken up by Saskatchewan 
and Alberta government dispositions (Figure 28).    
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6.4.2 Let It Burn 
Another contentious issue repeatedly talked about by CRDN members is what is usually 
described as the Government of Saskatchewan’s ‘Let it Burn’ Policy.  Under this policy, naturally 
caused forest fires are left to burn when they are not a threat to critical infrastructure, homes, 
or people.  Only homes within a 20 radius of a village settlement (La Loche, for example) are 
protected in the event of a wildfire.  CRDN cabins (current and ancestral) are not protected (a 
consideration for members who are planning to build) (see Section 4.1.3).  Many CRDN cabins 
have burned over the years, sometimes repeatedly, and the financial costs are borne by 
families.  The loss of CRDN ancestral cabins is a sad event for affected families.   

There’s two of them [cabins]. The first time burned, then another. Burned two 
times….After that they burned and they [father and grandfather] build another 
one but they burned again that one anyway. First time they burned down, and 
later on they build a cabin here. They was building and they burned too.  My 
dad’s cabin, my dad was making a cabin there (CR37/03). 

I just told him [government official] ‘You don’t care about the land up here... We 
use the land, we fish, we hunt, now everywhere we go it’s just black because of 
your policy,’ I said....So because of that we lost, you know, my late grandpa’s 
cabin (CR18/05). 

A matter of greater concern for CRDN members is that there is no consideration for the Nation’s 
rights and interests when fires go through long standing productive harvesting areas, destroying 
fish and wildlife and their habitats, greatly reducing harvesting options for the local community 
for many years afterward.   

You know -the government people are really smart. All these herds that live in 
there....It’s all burnt. ...They burnt all the land....You can’t see nothing on any of 
it. All the animals are burnt.  All the fish is gone.  All the big timbers are gone.  
People can’t get nothing. So the government doesn’t want to give anything.  
They don’t give us any compensation (CR63/05).   

And you know the thing I don’t understand is like, when you’re trying to harvest 
food for your family, like, right – wildlife, moose, whatever.  And you kind of get 
turned away from [areas]– and then there’s fish and wildlife, right, conservation 
officers....And then they let – they get the Let it Burn policy in Saskatchewan. 
How many animals do you think...Perish in the fire, right (CR54/05).  

They Let it Burn now, eh.  I don`t know why.  But – for sure all our animals are 
dying (CR33/05).  Like Up North, they let them burn. Just burn out. Let them 
burn. [Axe Lake Fire]….About six, seven years ago [ca. 2008] (CR46/03).  

That’s when there’s a forest fire, it’s not only the cabins that’s been burned 
up...There’s a lot of animals....Even the fish died of smoke (CR47/05). 

Lots of fish, that place [Firebag]. I never fished there, for two or three years now. 
Maybe they were burned out two years, maybe three years ago [2011, 2012], 
maybe the fish die, I don’t know. Sometimes they used to do that….Another two 
years, about two, three years now again, they come back….That’s a fire that 
killed fish, a lot of fish killed (CR37/03). 
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And how many places they burn right now?  How many bird eggs burning?  How 
many rabbits burning?  How many squirrels....Even the fish.  They got something 
on the lake, they eat that and the fish will die (CR09/04). 

There’s an old burn so I just stopped going there….It’s all black, about 20 miles 
out of here. Way up there, used to be all black…. It’s black there too, Descharme. 
Somebody burned down there last year [2012]. They were burning grass or 
something; they were camping or something like that. There’s a big burn down. 
That’s in the spring time…. I don’t remember the years….I’d say about 15 years 
ago [circa 1999]….That place is burnt down too, around Descharme. Last year 
that burnt down because of that (CR41/03).  

My cabin’s still there because we went there last fall….We spent the night there, 
hunting…. We go around the lake, but like I said, this whole area is burnt 
eh….Murison Fire….Right now it’s growing back but the trees are still short 
(CR39/03).  

Letting the land burn is perceived by many CRDN members as a deliberate strategy employed by 
the Government of Saskatchewan to drive Denesuline people off the land.  A big burn on CRDN 
traditional lands Up North that occurred in the 1980s is reported to be the underlying reason 
which precipitated the steep decline in CRDN mercantile trapping which has continued into the 
present day because of depressed fur market conditions. 

Everything burned through that whole area [1980s]....And now the government 
will just let the fires burn right now (CR05/01).  

That country is all burned now – after the 1980’s. All over....That’s why people 
don’t trap there now (CR08/01).  The government burnt all the country from the 
people (CR08/01).   

Before it burned [1980’s] a lot of people used to go trapping, every year. Year 
after, year after. But everything got burned out.... 

If you can’t make a living, you can’t go trapping. That’s a lot of work....Why 
would you bother [on burnt lands] (CR05/01). 

In the course of TLUO interviews, a number of wry observations were shared by CRDN members 
about how areas within the Nation’s traditional land that have been subjected to wildfires are 
soon followed by drilling rigs and camps (see also Section 6.6.1.5).   

But who actually knows if they [animals] even survived? Because like I said, 
those fires were so massive. Because they let them burn…..At one time, one 
recent example would be Oilsands Quest area. If you ever drove out there, that 
whole area was at one time forestry was like this area here – green. And then 
they let it burn, and then all of a sudden they developed that camp up there. 
Drilling (CR39/03).  The old trapper’s committee, most of them have deceased, 
and like I said, in the past 20 years, 10 years, in the past 10 years [2004-2014] 
the government imposed regulatory policies, see. And most of the prior trapping 
areas have been burned, were left to burn. And after the fires went out, we 
noticed the rigs going through and started drilling. See? Who in their right mind 
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is going to go out there and trap in a burned area? Its things like that, that was 
never brought to an issue (CR39/03). 

CRDN harvesters report that some recent fires were determined to have been started by 
company personnel working on CRDN traditional lands.  Whereas the responsible parties were 
reported to have been charged and fined none of the money was returned to the community to 
compensate for harvesting (food) losses.   

I understand that this fire over here, Murison they call it Murison Fire. I mean 
that was a big fire; they just let it go. And then here it was one of the companies, 
but the companies denied it, and here they got a big fine. Paying some million 
dollars… I forgot which [company]…. I don’t know if I can go back and check into 
it….But that fire, like I mean that was the companies that did that….It was a 
man-made fire. Like the big fire over here, the Richardson Fire. I don’t know how 
it started, but that was a big big fire like I mean. They didn’t care about 
nobody….[The fine] doesn’t make it back to the people. I don’t think whatever 
they get, the government takes. I don’t think they’ll give it back to you….It was 
called the Richardson Fire….A couple of years back [2012] (CR38/03). 

When industrial interests take over traditional lands that have burnt, CRDN members report 
that they are uncertain about their rights to rebuild family cabins.  There are also reports that 
cabin owners have been disallowed from checking their property. 

I used to have a cabin in Axe Lake but it burned out a couple years ago [ca. 
2012]….I tried to build a cabin but …we have a cabin here at Axe Lake but it’s 
burned. There was a burn going on. Now I try to build a cabin again, [but] what’s 
going to be happening [with Oilsands Quest]? (CR46/03). 
 
And then when your cabin burns, they have that ‘Let It Burn’ policy; no one is 
going to protect your cabin for you anymore because they just let it burn....that’s 
not right….[CRDN member] had a cabin in there and two years ago he went up 
there with his grandson; he wanted to see if it was still there. They wouldn’t let 
him check. So nobody knows if their cabin is burned or not [CR15/03).   

CRDN members also report that forest fires are more frequent and tend to be bigger and burn 
hotter than in earlier times.  Whereas local firefighting crews were once dispatched to suppress 
wildfires, CRDN members report this is no longer the case and outside crews (e.g. Dene from 
Arizona) are now brought in at a substantially greater expense.  CRDN members no longer have 
a role to play in the protection of their own homelands upon which they depend for food, year 
after year.  Government of Saskatchewan fire staff are also reported to not be as attentive as 
CRDN members expect.  

You know I was talking about that fire.  When you go there - you pack from 
there, eh – pack your groceries to the fire.  You walk in there and work with a 
shovel. Some people work at night; sometimes people work in the daytime, with 
a shovel. All the time they carry water, eh. That’s how they put out the fire. But 
later on, a few years back, if you see fire about twenty kilometres from town, 
just let it go.  They don’t care about the people.  Burn everything - animals and 
stuff like that, trees, everything.  Who can go trapping now? (CR07/01). 

So we [CRDN firefighting crews] put that fire out in one day. Just that morning.  
We did that many times. Now, they [government fire personnel] can’t do that. 
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Because [at the fire cache] they just look at it; take pictures of it, they laugh 
about it....Let it Burn. ‘Holy sh--! No homes, looking good, take a picture of it’.... 
One time there was a fire coming this way [La Loche settlement], from the north, 
from the fire cache. [The fire manager] Said, ’Oh we know that.’ I said, ‘It’s 
coming too close to town here, to the reserve....What are you guys going to do 
about it?’ ‘Nothing’ (CR63/05). 

Last year [2015], there was a big fire here too.  Now, you look at McMurray.  
Just down here, a little ways here, maybe twenty miles [away] now, that fire 
(CR09/04).   

While CRDN members have always been alert and watchful for fires, because lives (animals and 
people) and livelihoods are dependent on intact land, the increasing incidence and severity of 
fires on traditional lands and within the wider region has exacerbated the concern, particularly 
following the evacuations of the entire La Loche community in 1999 and again in 2016 with the 
Fort McMurray Fire. 

Even outside, when we make fire, when we’re ready to go back, put water in 
there, eh.  Make sure that the fire won’t go no place.  That’s what they used to 
do, eh.  But now, they don’t care.  Look at that big fire in McMurray.  It cleared 
out lots of trees for sure – animals.  Young ones, big ones.  In the old days they 
used – people trapping there all the time and they really watched the fire.  They 
really watched the road where they go trapping because they know that in the 
fall time they’re going to go there again.  Trapping (CR07/04). 

It’s pretty scary actually.  Like, even when we go up in the summer, we have to 
call frequently. Like you can see smoke up there, and no one warns you about 
anything so you really have to [watch] – you’re on your own.  And we have to 
call Saskatchewan Environment to make sure that - try to get a better sense of 
where the fire is. Because they just ‘Let It Burn’ (CR15/01). 

Because from here you can’t see Turnor Lake....From here you cannot see what’s 
burning in Alberta.  But if it’s closer to you, you can see the smoke and all that 
[across the lake]....It is [scary]....Garson and Conklin.  There too....That was the 
first fire[evacuation] that I ever saw....in my entire life.  The first fire in 1999. And 
I made 15 days. And we didn’t even have enough food.  There’s supposed to be 
seven to one group.  But there was only five of us.  But they kept us over 15 days 
(CR47/05). 

6.5 URANIUM MINING WITHIN CRDN TRADITIONAL LANDS 
In the course of TLUO interviews carried out between 2010 and 2016, a substantial body of 
information has been documented related to past uranium mining activities in northwestern 
Saskatchewan which have affected CRDN traditional lands and families The information was 
largely shared in passing and was not explored in detail since the interview sessions were 
primarily focussed on mapping members’ personal contemporary use and occupancy within No 
Hoe Neneh.  The subjects of these brief recorded discourses include the uranium mines that 
operated in the vicinity of Lake Athabasca in the 1950s and Cluff Lake Mine, further south, which 
operated between 1980 and 2002. 
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6.5.1 Athabasca Basin Uranium Mines 
A number of CRDN Elders reported having worked at the early uranium mines in the vicinity of 
Lake Athabasca (Uranium City and Beaverlodge) and noted that when the mine works flooded 
the tailings piles were simply abandoned. 

I used to work at Uranium City a long time ago, eh - in 1950.  There used to be a 
lot of people from all over, just like McMurray.  And they used to work under the 
ground.  Trucks to the lake - middle of the lake.  And the water came and 
dropped under the lake, then they shut it off, eh – they shut it down.... So then 
they talk about it and they shut it down.  And then, when they take the dirt out 
from under the ground there and they saved one place, eh.  They put everything 
back in there....And they leave it that way, eh (CR7/04). 

Younger members of the Nation report that until they began researching the legacy of these 
early uranium extraction operations they had been unaware of the number of uranium mines in 
the Lake Athabasca area which had simply been abandoned.  Nor were they aware of the nature 
and extent of the resulting environmental contamination and the toxic cleanup and remediation 
which remains to be completed at public expense.  

I usually read on stuff like the old mine sites they had and their old tailings that 
they never cleaned up....Leaked into the Athabasca [Lake] (CR64/05). 

I go on YouTube and look at them.  Like Cluff Lake Mine and the Gunnar Mine 
where they left it....I don’t know about the Key Lake and that, McArthur because 
they’re setting that now too, eh....I didn’t even notice about the Gunnar Mine.  
Because when I looked into the YouTube, that’s when I noticed. And it wasn’t 
only that, there was lots of mines around that area too, eh....But they’re all 
abandoned. They left it like that....Well I thought about it, why do they just 
abandon it after they’ve, you know, took whatever they were looking for down 
there? Like Gunnar Mine, eh.  One of the guys that had to work on it to get those 
clean - I don’t know the guy’s name, I forgot about it anyway - he’s going around 
the mine there....Make sure it’s clean or make sure it’s done real good.  Even the 
[tailings] ponding lake, they said, eh. The way their wastewater goes (CR61/05).  

Other CRDN Elders and members of the Nation report having working at uranium mines in 
Saskatchewan, further east at Key Lake (1983-1997) and more recently at Cigar Lake (2014 - ).  
Employment at these mines was described as an opportunity to secure cash to purchase goods 
for immediate needs and contribute to overall family support.  The comparative costs of goods 
were described by one CRDN Elder who worked at Key Lake. 

I used to work in that Key Lake.  I lived in a tent.  Same kind I bought it in 1961, 
eh...., So I come back from Key Lake in 93 – 83.  [The store manager told me],... 
your tent is here.  Winter.  Eight hundred and eighty bucks.  In 61, I got over 
three hundred dollars, I buy tent, I buy groceries, and I buy clothes [two kids] and 
I got money [left over] (CR09/04).   

As welcome as the opportunity to earn a cash income from mining related employment might 
be, other CRDN members report that they are aware of downsides in the realm of physical and 
emotional health and well-being.  CRDN’s lack of direct experience with the environmental 
downsides of mineral extraction activities within traditional lands has also been noted (Section 
7.1.1). 
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Well, there’s not much that I really know but from the people that I grew up with 
that had worked in the mining area...Cluff Lake and Key....The other one there 
near Key Lake there [Cigar Lake].  Because my brother had worked at Cigar Lake.  
My son had worked at Key Lake.  My sister in law had worked at Cluff 
Lake....What I have learned from them is that sometimes – when they were 
there and they come back, it’s kind of like it drains out their whole body....No 
energy.  Lack of sleep.  Even their eating pattern was really down.... And even my 
sister in law she had a bald [spot] right here.  She started getting bald and so I 
told her that maybe it’s because of that (CR47/05).   

6.5.2 CRDN Cluff Lake Mine Experience 
The Cluff Lake uranium mine and mill was in operation on CRDN traditional lands from 1980 – 
2002. A summary of CRDN members’ perspectives of Cluff Lake Mine and its effects on 
individuals, families and the community at large is presented as follows.   

In the years preceding the approval of Cluff Lake Mine, the Saskatchewan government was 
advancing economic visions of prosperity based on the extraction of mineral resources in the 
north and actively partnered with uranium mining companies interested in extracting the rich 
uranium reserves known to exist within the Lower Athabasca Basin (see Waiser 2005; Harding 
2007). CRDN Elders report that from the very outset, the planned Cluff Lake Mine faced a great 
deal of opposition from northern Indigenous peoples.  Despite this opposition the mine was 
approved.  

In Cluff Lake, I remember, nobody wants that uranium to be opened. That last 
meeting we had - big meeting in Buffalo, nobody wants it and they went ahead.  
The government allowed it. And the people said No!  And it went ahead 
(CR5/01). 

The northern Indigenous people’s opposition to the proposed mine was advanced by the 
Federation of Saskatchewan Indians, based, in part, on the fact that some Treaty 8 First Nations 
in the province still had unfulfilled treaty land entitlements.  It was also recognized that the 
proposed uranium mining project would violate guaranteed treaty rights to hunting, fishing, 
trapping and gathering as well as affect rights to health, economic development and resources 
management (Bartlett 1980).  The matter of unrecognized Metis rights in northern 
Saskatchewan was also raised.  Ultimately, the terms of reference prepared for the 
environmental assessment of the Cluff Lake Mine excluded consideration of Indigenous rights 
on the grounds that it was too complicated and would have to be dealt with as a separate 
matter (Bartlett 1980:15).   

6.5.2.1 Erasure of CRDN History/No Compensation to CRDN Trappers Affected by the Mine  
CRDN Elders report that only one Indigenous trapper, Alec Flett, a member of Athabasca 
Chipewyan First Nation, was recognized as having interests in the area affected by Cluff Lake 
Mine and that he received a monthly compensatory payment during the time the mine was in 
operation.  In a Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) report, CRDN’s (and other 
Indigenous peoples’) presence and interests in the Cluff Lake Area were effectively erased.   

Traditionally, the site was seasonally accessed by an aboriginal trapper who 
maintained a commercial trap line in the local study area.  The trapper also 
hunted and fished for personal consumption.  There is no evidence of any other 
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site activities by aboriginal or non-aboriginal people prior to site development 
(emphasis added) (CNSC 2003:4-49). 

The recognition of only one Indigenous person harvesting in the Cluff Lake Area stands in sharp 
contrast to CRDN Elders’ (trappers) accounts that there were many more Indigenous people 
affected by the uranium mine and mill at Cluff Lake, a number of whom were CRDN members.  
By CRDN Elders’ definition, the Cluff Lake Area included Carswell Lake and Saskatoon Lake, not 
only Cluff Lake as an isolated lake feature.  CRDN Elders’ accounts make reference to the 
clusters of tents/cabins and camps and trappers’ gatherings in the Cluff Lake Area.   

See.  Even at Cluff Lake –that old guy used to trap in there, eh.  I know that old 
guy.  He’s from Fort Chip, eh.  He’s a Dene, so I used to know him.  He used to 
have a cabin there....Then later on I see him.  He said they build a house where 
he used to have a cabin and…he gets money every month....On that trapline 
there, eh.  He’s the only guy that’s doing that.  But nobody else [could] do that.  
And then they shut down Cluff Lake now (CR07/04). 

Because, you know, we used to have a camp right here on...Cluff Lake. And the 
Carswell is just about this distance here. We used to have - we built a camp right 
here....Carswell, what I was telling you right here. Then we used to walk – we 
used to walk to the cabin from here, to another guy, from Fort Chip - they had 
cabins over here....Alec Flett, he’s from Fort Chip, he had a cabin right on Cluff 
Lake (CR05/01). 

Carswell too.... there used to be people, trappers....It’s not too far that one - 
Carwsell.  Not far from Cluff Lake, eh (CR07/01).  

As described, these gatherings involved the trappers from all over the north country who were 
actively trapping in the Cluff Lake Area. Trappers from Fort Chipewyan, Fond du Lac, Black Lake 
as well as La Loche were named.  These gatherings are reported to have been very happy 
occasions where stories were exchanged about trapping activities and were a very welcome 
break from the solitude and hard work of running traplines.  Stories of these gatherings have 
been passed down to the younger generations of the Nation. 

Lots of times we see people from Alberta and La Loche, seen together.  And Fort 
Chip.....Yeah [that’s where they’d gather] (CR08/01).  

Well, they used to tell us a story - tell a story of how we’re trapping, stuff like 
that.  Talk about that.  Really happy, eh, because you don’t see nobody from fall 
time, eh. [laughter] You can talk to your dog, maybe. [laughter]  Unless you 
want to talk to yourself, if you can talk, eh.  That’s why we meet out there.  
Really happy, eh....Really friends, eh (CR07/04). 

I think [Saskatoon/Cluff Lake] is where a lot of the trappers, like the ones from 
Fond du Lac and – they used to see each other and stuff up there. I remember 
my grandpa talking about that (CR15/03). 

6.5.2.2 CRDN Displacement from the Cluff Lake Area  
While the mine was under construction and during the course of its active operations CRDN 
trappers and harvesters were physically denied access to Cluff Lake and much of the larger Cluff 
Lake Area (i.e. the larger area encompassing Cluff, Carswell, and Saskatoon lakes),.  However, 
there was a much broader unrecognized/acknowledged impact in that the physical 
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displacement from the Cluff Lake Area did not end with the cessation of active mining activities 
in 2002. During the decades-long decommissioning process there was no access afforded to 
CRDN members for many years after.  Late in the decommissioning process, circa 2012, 
harvesting access to Carswell Lake area was possible, contingent upon CRDN hunters making 
arrangements in advance with the mine security personnel.   

[Cluff Lake] is blocked off.  You have to make arrangements before you go.  In 
advance.  You can go through the gate.  If you want to go to Carswell….In 
advance, yeah.  [Otherwise] There`s no way to get in to Carswell....But now, with 
the decommission and that, I don`t know. You have to – you gotta – there`s 
somebody there now....The company workers (CR05/02). 

Now that the Cluff Lake Mine decommissioning is understood to be complete and site gates are 
open, CRDN harvesters have access to the larger area surrounding Cluff Lake and the mine site.  
CRDN members report that most of the hazardous warning signs have been removed although 
the area where contaminated heavy equipment and materials were buried is still off-limits and 
posted with radioactivity signage.  As described by CRDN hunters, a water body overlies this 
waste pit area and it is disturbing sight, particularly since thirsty moose aren’t able to read the 
hazardous warning signs. 

It’s all underneath.... They cover it, but there’s still some radiation active there 
(CR47/05). 

Look at Cluff Lake now. It`s open.  And they had it open, eh, for hunting.  But 
now...they`ve got signs in there.  Because the moose were on that area where 
the...where the pit – the one they filled up....But if there`s moose there – that 
moose can travel this way too, right.   How are they going to know? (CR33/05). 

During the 40 year operating and decommissioning time frame, the unrecognized/ 
unacknowledged impact of the Cluff Lake uranium mine and mill for CRDN members is that the 
Cluff Lake Area was considered to be contaminated (unclean) by Denesuline standards. Since it 
was deemed to be an unsafe place from which to procure foods, the larger area surrounding 
Cluff Lake was abandoned/avoided by CRDN members.  Harvesting activities were thus shifted 
to other areas further away which were considered to be safe.  The perception of uranium 
contamination/radioactivity at Cluff Lake Mine in the present day is widespread within the La 
Loche community and other Indigenous communities in the north. Even if it looks nice and green 
on the surface CRDN and other First Nation’s members are very aware of what’s underneath the 
ground and caution avoidance of the area.  

Where the mine [was] – They’ve back it and everything now, you wouldn’t know 
the difference (CR61/05). 

You know....I’ve talked to a lady from Fort Chip for the Cluff Lake area. She said 
that if you ever go hunting on that land....’Don’t go to the left side.’ She says, the 
– when you hit the Cluff Lake area ‘All the left hand side is all contaminated.’  
She said the mine site....that’s all contaminated....’Don’t hunt moose up 
there....they’re no good’....And she’s from Fort Chip....So like this side, she told 
me not to go hunting on this side because this side’s been all contaminated, 
right.   Because it’s – that’s the area they mined out. And so she said when you 
go hunting, you go towards Carswell Lake in that area. She says there’s good 
moose that way. But who knows? The moose could be from here, go over there, 
right.  So.  Anyways I stopped going there [hunting wise] (CR64/05). 
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This unacknowledged impact to CRDN cannot be relegated to the past.  Although the Cluff Lake 
Mine area was declared ‘safe’ according to current regulatory standards (some twenty years 
later), for many CRDN harvesters it still does not meet Denesuline standards of what is 
considered to be safe or clean.  Although the moose population in the Cluff Lake area is 
reported to be good, it continues to be widely avoided in the present day.  

So now that it’s open, we’re going in there but to be honest I’ve never shot 
anything there which is actually pretty good because I don’t know if I could—
because where they dump all the heavy equipment in that pit.  It’s still open. Any 
wild animal can go in, drink the water....Personally, I’m not going to drink that 
water from Cluff Lake area, eat the berries, whatever....There’s a lot of people 
who are feeling the same way, that’s not going to drink that water from Cluff 
Lake (CR18/05). 

CRDN hunters report that when fresh moose meat is offered to Elders, as is the customary 
practice within the Nation, the Elders typically want to know where the animal came from.  If 
the animal was taken from the Cluff Lake area, the meat is refused. 

Like, I was saying...when we get our moose and stuff in the fall, or whatever, we 
usually share with the Elders in the community....And some of the areas, some of 
the Elders had concerns about where the moose came from.  Because they came 
from the area where there was a mine there and like a uranium mine [Cluff Lake 
area]...that was a concern of some of the Elders.  And they didn’t accept the 
meat...because of the area it came from. And so there’s that – you know – some 
people still have that....fear (CR03/05). 

With the mine site gates now open, CRDN members commonly report that they take drives up 
to Cluff Lake to look around and/or show children and grandchildren the uranium mine site.  
There is no intended interest in harvesting in the area.  However, due to the fact that CRDN 
hunters seldom travel on the land without a gun, a number of sightseers report that when they 
go out Cluff Lake way they are hoping they will not see a moose.  With the ever-growing scarcity 
of moose (see Section 6.6.3.3); they state that the temptation might be too great to resist even 
with uncertainties about the safety of the meat.  A number of CRDN members who have driven 
up to look at the Cluff Lake mine site report how unsafe the area feels even though the site has 
been remediated. 

Like I said, like - when we drive to the Cluff Lake.   It just - You don’t even want to 
drink from the lake or it just doesn’t feel safe. Just that area (CR59/05). 

6.5.2.3 Irrevocable Loss of Traditional Knowledge/Disconnection from Ancestral Areas 
An often unacknowledged/unrecognized impact of the physical displacement or abandonment 
of a harvesting area (such as what has occurred with CRDN members in relation to the Cluff Lake 
Area) is that the traditional knowledge associated with that particular space is lost if the 
displacement lasts for more than a generation.  Since traditional knowledge is customarily 
transmitted directly in place and on the ground, the displacement of the Nation’s members from 
the Cluff Lake Area for some four decades means that the continuity in the teachings and 
understandings of this particular area has been irrevocably severed. 

Cluff Lake here, this area.  I’ve never really been around this area; I’ve stayed out 
this area mostly.... and if you don’t know why you’re going there it’s kind of 
pointless (CR20/02).  
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Cluff Lake has been closed for so long with the operation. People weren’t even 
allowed to go hunting and people that own...cabins there, weren’t allowed to go 
in there. But people like us, my uncles, weren’t allowed to go hunting (CR 18/05). 

6.5.2.4 Few Benefits to CRDN/Inequity/Injustice  
Of the many stories which circulate within the community about Cluff Lake Mine, the story most 
often told is that the benefits of the project for CRDN were negligible.  There was no 
compensation for loss of use and short and long term damage to the land (including wildlife) 
and, in the end, only a handful of people were actually employed, most in menial jobs. 

I work at Cluff Lake when they started up at Cluff Lake.  I used to be up there, 
build a house there.  I work with a [German man].  Laborer, eh.  When you’re a 
laborer you don’t work, eh.  You just wait there.  He needs something...And then 
you take it out and then give it back to him.  Then you wait there – until they call 
your name.  That’s where I used to work, eh (CR07/04). 

I hear when they built the Cluff Lake Road there to the Cluff Lake Mine, they say 
locals was the first priority....But it never happened....Not too many locals 
finished off the run over at that place...Yeah, empty promises, broken promises 
all the time, right (CR64/05). 

Our people back in the day - La Loche, Clearwater....It wasn’t a win win....A few 
people had jobs, whatever. Not a lot of people (CR18/05). 

Another common observation made by CRDN Elders is that the mine was actually very short-
lived (22 years).  When the uranium ore bed was depleted, the mine simply closed down.  The 
monetary proceeds from the venture went south to the owners, shareholders, and provincial 
and federal governments in the form of royalties. The Nation’s members, who were already 
home (with no intentions of ever leaving), were left bearing the very long-term burden of an 
ancestral harvesting ground understood to be degraded (unclean).  CRDN and the community-
at-large were never compensated for the loss.  The unfairness and injustice has not been 
forgotten.   

Well, I was too young...to remember what it was like when they first set it up. 
But I know people...were never happy about just how much – what’s the word - 
with their involvement with the whole thing. Like they just think that they went 
and extracted all these resources and got rich and everybody stayed poor.  And 
that was our resource, and it`s on our land....the most [the people] got out of it 
was cooking and cleaning jobs – a few cooking and cleaning jobs and that was it 
sort of thing....You know, because that was the main complaint, right. Is that 
they just feel like they just took and they took and here, you know, we are no 
better off....And, you know, that they just basically walked all over us (CR15/01). 
 
That Cluff Lake did millions of dollars....Nothing came to La Loche and Buffalo 
Narrows and area. It all went by us....Every week we’d see it go by. They 
wouldn’t even stop for coffee and gas in the local businesses here.  They never 
benefitted no one. But they made millions apparently (CR60/05). 

6.5.2.5 Cluff Lake Mine Haul Road 
The haul road (Cluff Lake Road) used by the mine to transport supplies and materials in and 
yellowcake out was another problem for the community.  Cluff Lake Road is an ancestral 
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Indigenous trail north (see Section 3.2.2 and Section 5.2.1) which was utilized by Cluff Lake 
Mine.  The haul route is reported to have originally run through Turnor Lake but was soon 
changed to go through La Loche.  Ostensibly, in the view of CRDN members, the reason for the 
change was that Turnor Lake trappers were able to speak English and would have complained 
about the transport of yellowcake through the community.  To avoid dissidence from Turnor 
Lake, the mine operators rerouted the haul road to go through La Loche settlement where few 
people in the community spoke English at the time.   

One thing too, when they start mining Cluff Lake, they started a road from 
Turnor Lake.  And then they moved to La Loche. Now, I kind of picture why. Back 
in those days, [La Loche] people hardly speak English....That’s why they started 
from here. Lots of trappers in Turnor Lake; they speak English.  They would say 
something.  That’s why they moved [the road] over here (CR63/05). 

CRDN members report that there were a number of problems with the Cluff Lake Mine 
transportation route, besides the fact that the haul road ran right through town.   Yellowcake 
dust is believed to have fallen from the hauling trucks all along the route through CRDN 
traditional lands. Many trees along Cluff Lake Road are reported to have died during the mine 
hauling years.  The widespread die-off is reported to have been more pronounced on the east 
side of the road.   

Cluff Lake is on that road. And then my dad used to say, ‘You know, they think 
that big Cluff Lake, these big trucks, they just come by, go through our territory, 
get to the highway. These people think that they’re not dropping all these little 
droplets of all this stuff (CR57/05).  

One time in the summer time, I was fishing.  I was hauling my fish to Buffalo, eh.  
All on this side, on the road, the trees were all dead. Were all dead!....As far as I 
used to go is up to Buffalo, eh.  I take my fish there, eh....But this side is really 
bad....On the east side (CR63/05).  

But at Cluff Lake they used to haul something [yellowcake] from there....On that 
road there.  And there’s a mayor in town [La Loche], he charged five per cent [to 
come through town]....Only five per cent for his stuff, eh (CR07/04). 

Traffic accidents and dangerous driving conditions on Cluff Lake Road have also been reported 
while it was in active use for hauling purposes. 

One [yellowcake transport] truck was rolled.  Past La Loche, around Mile 9. They 
had a really bad curve, eh.  Something like—kind of—a really bad curve. So the 
taxi was coming from Saskatoon [with CRDN passenger]....It kind of tipped over, 
eh (CR63/05). 

People used to complain a lot about the traffic. There were a few accidents on 
that road....It was very dangerous and dusty (CR15/01). 

6.5.2.6 Cancer Concerns 
CRDN members report that there was a noticeable rise in cancer cases within the La Loche 
community-at-large which was attributed to mine-related employment and the transport of 
yellowcake through La Loche Village. During this time, for example, one CRDN family 
experienced the deaths of two adult children and an adult grandchild, all of whom had mining 
related jobs.  While the government health investigations which followed were inconclusive, 
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CRDN members are not convinced that there isn’t a causal relationship.  They are also aware 
that cancer concerns raised by Indigenous peoples living at Fort Chipewyan have similarly been 
dismissed (see Section 7.1.2.2) 

And then there was that whole cancer scare. That everyone attributed the 
cancer – the increased cancer rates to it. [Clearwater Village] and in La Loche - 
to the yellow cake that was falling off the trucks.  There was big talk about that.  
I think they even had meetings and things like that to try to get to the bottom of 
it.  And people were saying – I don’t know if it was the health people or it was 
industry that was saying that there was no real causal connection. That isn’t 
causing it and the rates of cancer per capita for the area was normal.  But 
people are like - children are getting cancer now.  And that’s different.  Brain 
cancer and weird - a lot of weird things (CR15/01).  

Oil, uranium it don’t make any difference I think for the health.  So we are 
talking about all different foods [in relation to cancer]. You know I don’t believe 
that. [Dene Translation]  He thinks it has to do with the uranium, but by the 
time...people get sick, it’s like too late.  It progressed.  It just happened so fast 
(CR05/02). 

6.5.2.7 Environmental Changes  
During the time that Cluff Lake Mine was operational, some environmental changes, believed to 
be associated with mining operations, have been reported by a number of CRDN members. They 
include declines in water levels in northern lakes along Cluff Lake Road and ‘yellow scum” (see 
also Section 5.4).  The yellow scum is reported to have first made its appearance on CRDN 
traditional lands in the late 1970s.   

You know, the Cluff Lake mine, they damaged a lot of lakes. You know, all the 
rivers that go through, you hit the lake from the road?  The lake, no fish in it.  
Nothing (CR63/05).     

And in late 1970s, whenever the rain fell and all that yellowish things around the 
water puddles. So people would say don’t drink that....Well for me, like I noticed 
and I was told not to drink that (CR02/02). 

Well, you can even see after a rain, all the yellow stuff everywhere in the water, 
eh, after the rain....It`s all yellow.  All around that little hole – the little holes, you 
know, if there’s lots of rain.  Yellow all around that - where the water 
drains.....Well the people start talking about that now.  This is why, you 
know....It’s like that now.  We have lots of rain now. Two days after you see it.  
Lots....Lots of yellow stuff around....We live long time enough now.  We never 
seen them before. Now we started [to see it]...A few years back [ca. 1998] that 
started like that, eh (CR14/01). 

And one time, after the rain, I was coming back [on Cluff Lake Road], there was a 
trail of something like, kind of yellowish. I don’t want to stop and pick it up 
because I don’t know what it is, eh. So I got—I come close to La Loche...I put 
some in a bottle, not by hand though eh.  And I was supposed to give it to—
what’s that—some kind of science or something....But I forgot because I was so 
busy.  I don’t know what I’d done with it....Yellow stuff, that’s kind of powdery 
(CR63/05). 
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6.5.2.8 Tailings Area 
Many CRDN members report having gone out to look at the Cluff Lake Mine site since it’ was 
opened for public access.  A number have expressed their discomfort and concerns about seeing 
the tailings area and the natural erosional processes that are visibly occurring on site.  When 
combined with CRDN members’ personal research into the long term toxic legacy of older 
uranium mine sites in Saskatchewan and remediation efforts (or lack thereof) (see Section 
6.5.1), the uranium tailings treatment visible at the Cluff Lake Mine site is very disconcerting.    

And the tailings that are - used to be there, there’s stuff there that are 
emerging...Like they’re coming [to the top] you know....But they’re saying that 
‘Oh it’s safe, it’s safe’ (CR18/05).   

So I mean it’s still—it’s still there, you know,...like I said....that pit is still open.  
The moose and any animal can drink the water and…you know, whatever... 
That’s where they dumped all that heavy equipment that’s supposed to be 
[contaminated]. And there is a fence filled with ore that’s left... they removed 
the sign...and that ore—core, is going to remain there ‘til the end of 
[time]....They knew! Take it with you when you guys left, kind of thing, right? But 
why leave it there? (CR18/05). 

[The waste] It’s all underneath. They cover it, but there’s still some radiation 
active there (CR47/05)  

6.5.2.9 CRDN Lessons Learned From the Cluff Lake Mine Experience 
As is evident from the nature and depth of the information provided by CRDN Elders and 
members in reference to the uranium mine and mill which operated at Cluff Lake between 1980 
and 2002, the operations were and continue to be problematical in the present day, in ways that 
were never taken into account at the time the project was approved.  CRDN members’ 
perspectives on any proposed new extraction projects within the Nation’s traditional lands are 
informed by the earlier experience with Cluff Lake Mine, including the many concerns which 
have been expressed about uranium tailings, tailings ponds, and their long-term management.  
Moreover, while industry and government profess that modern uranium mining methods are 
safe; CRDN members have little trust in the established standards.  Nor is there a trust that the 
health and well-being of Indigenous peoples will be seriously considered when extraction 
projects are being proposed on traditional lands (see Section 7.1.2.2).  

6.6 MINERAL EXPLORATION ACTIVITIES 
Geological survey parties and prospectors have been present on CRDN traditional lands for 
many years in search of mineral deposits (including uranium).  In the mid-1800s, federal 
government geological surveys were initiated in search of viable agricultural lands and mineral 
deposits which would support the growth of a future envisioned industrial economy. The 
valuation of mining as the highest and best use of land by governments in Canada has its origins 
in this early vision.  While this IRKS report does not examine the early history of mineral 
exploration surveys which have occurred on CRDN lands, it does present more recent 
exploration activities which have occurred within No Hoe Neneh as described by CRDN 
members.    
 
In this regard, provincial governments and proponents of industrial/extractive projects are 
inclined to characterize exploratory endeavors as low impact activities which do not warrant 



141 
 

consultation with potentially affected Indigenous communities (see Section 6.4.1).  However, 
without advance information from the Indigenous communities who are affected and whose 
members are intimately familiar with the traditional lands involved, there is no basis for 
assuming that the planned industrial activities will have little or no impact.   
 
CRDN families, past and present, have considerable experience with this process which has 
resulted in direct and adverse impacts to harvesting lands and customary Denesuline activities. 
A summary account of these experiences is presented in the following report sections, 
beginning with those which are related to CRDN traditional lands generally and continuing on 
with those that relate to the Patterson Lake Area and Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
specifically. 

6.6.1 Impacts Associated With Exploration Activities within No Hoe Neneh  
Uranium exploration activities in Saskatchewan which preceded the mines south of Lake 
Athabasca (Uranium City) (circa 1950s) and the Cluff Lake uranium mine and mill (1980-2002) 
did not consider CRDN’s rights and interests (see Section 6.5.2). Similarly, CRDN’s rights and 
interests are understood to have not been considered in relation to exploration activities and 
industrial oil sands development on the Alberta side of the Nation’s traditional lands (circa 
1970s – present).  While the impacts of these earlier mineral exploration and developments on 
CRDN have not been subject to detailed examination, impacts of exploration activities on the 
Saskatchewan side which have occurred since about 2005 have been well documented by the 
Nation’s members in the course of TLUO investigations.   
 
As described by CRDN members, apart from the mines discussed in Section 6.5, mineral 
exploration activities within CRDN traditional lands were relatively low key until recently (circa 
2005).  However, since that time mineral exploration disturbances affecting No Hoe Neneh and 
CRDN customary harvesting activities are reported to have increased substantially.  The 
evidence of mineral exploration is often said to have been discovered, after the fact, by CRDN 
harvesters in the course of hunting trips.  According to CRDN harvesters’ accounts, the scope 
and nature of recent exploratory activities and disturbances has never before been experienced  
on traditional lands.   

A few years ago [ca 2005] I was out hunting on my quad....We were driving 
around and there was a truck parked by the side of the road, and two white guys 
were there.  They asked me, ‘Are you hunting? Have you noticed any red sands 
around Descharme River?”  There are red sands around but we’re not going to 
tell you where, you know what I mean.  So that was pretty much it....I know 
what they’re out there for; I used to see a lot of surveyors here.  Everywhere 
(CR18/02).  

From the highway you can’t see it....So we drove in and maybe about - because 
we passed that – there’s a trail that goes into these lakes here....On this lake. 
And maybe from here on.  That’s when it started.  We started seeing the road 
being plowed and stuff like that....That was I don’t know - six years ago [2005].  
It was right when they first started....It was weird. We never saw that before, 
way Up North. Usually when we leave here to go Up North, we’re on our own. 
We never see a road being plowed or whatever. That was the end of that for me.  
I’ve never gone back to that road to hunt (CR20/02). 
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Like I say, last year [2013] when those [camp] tents were there.  Like I say, they 
pushed – it’s not them that pushed this trail in there.  It’s the camp out here.  
Like I say, they’ve got a camp last fall. We drove in there up to the camp and 
holy man! There’s a bunch of tents there. I don’t want to go any further because 
I don’t know where they are or where they’re drilling or what they are doing so I 
just turned back. Can’t go any further in there....Because they were there we just 
took off. I don’t know what they’re doing or where they’re drilling, or whatever 
(CR27/03). 

And right now [2014] when you’d go Up North you could drive Up North and you 
could pretty much go to any lake and…within the [previous] 10 years, you’d just 
see mostly locals, right (CR15/03). 

The range of reported mineral exploration disturbances which have physically affected CRDN 
traditional lands and the customary activities of members include No Hunting/Access Signage, 
Harassment, Access Roads, Drilling Pads, Camps, Cutlines, Clear-cutting, Waste and Garbage, 
Noise/Lights, Traffic, and Wildfires.   

6.6.1.1 Barriers/Gates/Signage 
Barriers, gates and signage, such as ‘No Hunting’, ‘No Fishing’, ‘No Trespassing’, and ‘Private 
Property’ are particularly affronting to CRDN members, the original people, who are now being 
told by outsiders that they no longer have access to customary ancestral and contemporary 
harvesting places, camps, and cabins.   

[Dene Translation You can’t even go berry picking now. Like you pretty much 
have to berry pick on the side of the road because where they used to go there’s 
always signs meaning, ‘You’re Not Allowed’, ‘You’re Trespassing’ (CR06/01).  

[No Hunting signs] that’s horse sh-t, that’s what I think. That’s where we go to 
hunt. My grandpa, his dad, my uncles, that’s what we use the land for, for the 
family....So I think them putting up...a no-hunting sign on this land, it’s not right 
(CR18/02).   

Some CRDN Elders who have been disbarred by industry personnel from checking on their 
cabins are reported to have been so emotionally distressed by the experience that they refuse 
to make any further attempts to visit generations-old living and harvesting grounds.  

Yeah. Right here, we had a cabin somewhere past the gate there. Here.  Yeah, 
they couldn’t even let us check on that, or nothing. We used to trap here. Trap, 
hunt, and fish. And he [grandfather] asked just to check on that cabin, right? I 
brought my quad with us, so we could go there to check on the cabin and see if it 
was good there or not. And they told me nobody is allowed to pass the gate. So 
we never had a chance to check on it or nothing. We don’t know if it’s there or 
not….He was pretty pi__ed off. He wanted to know if that cabin was still there, 
but nobody knows nothing….I still want to find out if the cabin is still there or not 
but I don’t have authority to pass the gate there….Yeah, he never wanted to go 
back up north after that….It’s like, ‘I’m never ever going back up north again. 
After that gate – [they] told us to turn around at the gate there.’ That’s the last 
time ever he went Up North with me (CR35/03).  

CRDN members often report that they quietly and surreptitiously (invisible, like) remove 
themselves to other areas in the presence of barriers and signage to avoid potential trouble.  
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Others report that they simply ignore signs and barriers and take alternative routes into the 
areas of choice.  In either instance, emotions are triggered, ranging from discomfort to 
indignation that the original people are denied access to ancestral traditional lands.  There are a 
number of reports of CRDN harvesters harassed by helicopters associated with exploration 
activities. As well, hunters from the La Loche community are reported to have actually been shot 
at by non-Indigenous outsiders. 

At the beginning, when they opened up the camp, they had the signs that said 
no hunting and no fishing. Everybody said that’s BS....I used to go hunting and 
fishing in that area, we used to set gill nets in Bray Lake, Britts and Brazier, we 
set nets there too. When they put up those signs saying no hunting and fishing in 
the area, explorations in the area...The signs said that if anybody gets caught or 
violating they will be charged (CR21/02).  

That we’re not allowed to go hunting all there, is what they told me….I didn’t 
listen to that. I just go hunting to my area….We stay straight ahead. They flew 
over by chopper over there. [They landed]. They told us we’re not supposed to go 
hunting….But we didn’t listen, eh.… We just kept hunting again, kill a moose, go 
back home (CR46/03). 

There was one incident where there was a group of people that went up…from 
Lloyd Lake on the Clearwater River, they were coming back because that’s a 
good moose hunting area, right? They were on their way back and were being 
harassed by one of the helicopters, because they were following them 
(CR15/04). 

First I was going to build my cabin here [Langley Lake] but when I went there last 
year [2013] there were a bunch of sea cans there that - And the thing with that 
area is I don’t know who owns it....Because it’s like signs on the sea cans....But 
that was owned by - I think it was an Albertan or BC.  And, actually, those people 
- they shot at [named La Loche community member] and another guy - a couple 
of years ago....They shot at them because they were coming down that 
[road]….Some white dudes....just down at Langley Lake....They broke down or 
something and ended up walking down there and as they were walking down 
there, whatever, I heard the guys shot at them, right....That’s just an individual 
whoever owns that [sea cans], right.  I believe they were reported (CR51/04).   

6.6.1.2 Cutlines/Clear-cuts/Access Roads 
CRDN hunters report that in earlier times (circa 1970s) mineral exploration access roads and 
cutlines were sometimes incorporated into the existing trail network and were not necessarily 
viewed as a problem. However, the reported exponential increase in the number of new 
cutlines, access roads and clear-cuts appearing all over CRDN traditional lands it is now a matter 
of deep concern.  Since CRDN harvesters are consistently monitoring what is happening on 
traditional lands, reports of new disturbances are shared within the community and most 
particularly with members who are known to have cabins or interests in the areas where such 
disturbances are taking place.  In the sharing of such information, the community as a whole 
maintains an up-to-date picture of the current state of affairs on the land.  There are so many 
changes that harvesters report having difficulty keeping apprised of the latest disturbances.  
Survey flagging tape on trees has come to be recognized as the ominous sign of planned 
disturbances to come. 
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You know, I’m always - most of us - are always looking around. What’s that? 
Why is that there? You know (CR60/05) 

One of my buddies just told me - around here [Wenger Lake], they`re building a 
road to the border, eh, for drilling....To the Alberta border right here.  And there 
were five Cats that brought stuff in the muskeg, he said.  He told me, it`s not far 
from our cabin there....That`s what he told me, yeah.  Well, I`ve never been Up 
North yet, eh [to see for myself (CR33/05).  

Yes, there’s lots [of seismic cutlines]. Especially when you go farther north. Like 
around – where’s Murison here.  There’s Murison, around  here.  When you go 
around this area here..... There’s lots around here - Shea Creek.  Like, I know for 
a fact; Shea Creek up at Cluff Lake area.  Like Cluff Lake is here....Shea Creek 
should be like right close.  Just north of Douglas River which is....around Shea 
Creek.  Around there there’s lots of exploration.  There’s roads, all different ways 
around that go around in that area. And the same area, it’s all sandy and 
everything like that around there.  And there’s roads, they made a bunch in 
there.  There’s some different roads that are – they’re around here, that they 
make.  I don’t know, there’s lots.  Like when you pass Murison, there’s roads 
going that way and that way.  I don’t know who made them.  I’m not going to 
say I know who made them, right....Like on this road here, between here, we 
found core samples, all in here (CR20/02). 

Yeah, there’s a cutline right across here….Into Alberta…. Because when we 
started camping out here we didn’t see that. And last year [2019] we seen it. 
Because there’s a little dock at the end, too….It’s about 20 feet wide CR61/05.) 

They’re making all those Firebag, whatever, trails….Around this area….I don’t 
know.  But I believe they built a bridge around that area too, Two years ago 
[2018] it wasn’t there. Last year it was there….across from [CR54’s] house….A 
cutline….And I think they built a road going towards the Alberta too CR62/05). 

You can see markings, like ribbon markings in a straight line into the bushes, in 
between this lake and this Dupre [Lake]. You can actually see the markings of 
tape, in the trees, leading into the bushes....My guess would be is that they are 
trying to make another road, leading into Descharme from Oilsands [Quest] 
making it easier for them to go back up this way. So it could be surveying for 
that one. But when you go on that old trail too, you see all these ribbons too 
(CR18/02). 

It is very troubling to CRDN members when lands have been disturbed and clear-cut because of 
the destruction and fragmentation of animal habitats and the resulting decrease in animal 
populations.  The disrespectful disturbance and/or destruction of hand cut trails and landmarks 
used for travel and orientation also has negative effects on harvesting activities. 

Now, last—it was last year [2019] they pull a winter trail to do exploration on to 
Lloyd Lake, which they cut through [our] cabin trail, eh....So I think this is—it’s 
over here. Yeah.  Right here and they cut a trail through Lloyd Lake, eh....They 
cut it—winter trail, did some exploration around here. So they cut a trail that’s 
permanently there now....Which they never reclaimed —I mean, re-did.  But my 
understanding is they’re supposed to re-do some little bit of—I should say, 
replant trees....[It] affected my hunting; it ruined the trail and everything, 
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eh....Yeah. And then there’s deadfalls - I mean, when they pushed the road in, 
eh....So I used the trail but I wished to myself it wasn’t there. You know....It’s a 
short cut from Lloyd Lake for us, but I wish it wasn’t there because we take the 
other way around that’s—you know what it is (CR58/05).  

But I did a lot of hunting, like – in that area [Patterson].  And then that road, 
before it even had a road there, like the cutline. We used to go there lots 
too....But after they pulled in that road... the hunting’s not like before, right 
(CR58/05).   

After they cleared out that site there on the side of the road, they cut out a, like 
cleaning on the side of the road; I believe it’s like 10 metres both sides. After that 
I couldn’t even recognize some places.... Yeah, because I used to recognize 
everywhere, wherever I want to go I used to recognize the turnoff, or whatever 
lake I want to go, to the corners, after they clear that out I couldn’t hardly find it 
(CR35/03). 

The effects of exploration activities in juxtaposition to the natural beauty and aesthetics of No 
Hoe Neneh, our land is a matter repeatedly mentioned by CRDN members (see Section 4.1.3.5).  

Oilsands Quest has made a bunch of grid lines. They have cut out [lots]….So now 
there’s access available to those areas, on quads, ski-doos. So this is what it used 
to look like; now there’s cutlines all over this area so there’s access and all that.  
You know, just to kind of see what damages or changes that that project put on 
(CR02/02). 

6.6.1.3 Waste and Garbage  
One matter consistently raised in the 2020 IRKS interviews is the amount of waste and garbage 
which is being left on the land with the recent surge in exploratory drilling activities throughout 
No Hoe Neneh.  The presence of potential contaminants at these waste sites/areas raises 
concerns for CRDN members about the effects on water and plants and wildlife in these areas 
and the safety of harvested foods.  Members of the Nation who have worked on exploration 
crews have recounted questionable company drilling practices related to the handling of 
chemical waste products and relayed their concerns about the effects on water. 

There’s barrels, there’s metal stuff that we never seen in the bush. And they 
have those skeleton heads on it, those barrels.   And that means danger, like, 
you know.  Why are you throwing stuff away like that? (CR57/05). 

I have seen stuff that [named company] maybe weren’t using their guidelines or 
rules.   One day I drove by and all this stuff came out. Could be mud, could be 
water.  Who knows what’s in it. But what I saw, that vac truck sucks up the 
water and all that. You know where they used to dump it?  On the road.  On the 
road!  Dig a ditch alongside the road.  That’s where they dump it.  Think about it 
and where that goes. It goes back into the river; there’s little lakes there....I’ve 
seen a snow fill there one time.  It’s diesel.  What they did is cover it up....I am 
concerned, because I know right now nothing is [being done about it].... [W]hen 
they drill holes, who knows what is happening with all that stuff coming out? 
Like that stuff on the road.  Why dump it on the road. It’s an environmental 
issue. The things I’ve seen….Muck on the side of the road.  That’s where they 
dump it....They dug a little hole first, and then dumped all that stuff in. The thing 
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that concerned me was dumping it on the road (CR18/02). Another thing is all 
the waste – we had these real big sea cans where all soils go and they say they 
grind it up or whatever in big hole into the bushes.  Just behind there is the lake. 
Now all that waste is going to go back goes into the water, into the ground 
(CR18/02). 

They come in, they drill, they go, they leave, that`s it.  I don`t know if they clean 
up their mess or.... you know what I mean?   Nobody knows.  They go there, they 
build their road, they drill, two weeks, three weeks that they`re drilling then out 
the door again – leave south. (CR54/05).  

Besides not knowing whether there are contaminant issues, for CRDN members, the waste and 
garbage left behind is a highly visible demonstration of the lack of respect for the land and a 
contravention of fundamental Denesuline tenets of proper conduct and care for the land.  The 
waste and garbage is also a visual affront to Denesuline aesthetics (see Section 4.1.3.5).  The 
mineral exploration waste reported by CRDN members includes buildings, sea cans, quonsets, 
barrels, drilling cores, paper records, garbage, old lumber and abandoned equipment.   

That last camp, like.  They didn’t clean up.  Nothing’s been done there. They just 
left everything. Everything’s still there. But there’s a lot of stuff being taken from 
there.... They leave paperwork, everything. Everything. Garbage. There a lot of 
garbage there... Even the lakes.  And I want to take that picture of the garbage 
site. It looked [terrible]. – Yeah, they just left those stuff there, without cleaning. 
And there’s a lot of moose around there too (CR56/05).  

 
Photo 11  Abandoned Exploration Camp, Smart Lake Area 
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The way-I see it, if you build something like a building like that, or a few, you 
know, your living quarters, your kitchen or whatever....Like, don’t leave a mess 
there. Like I said, we—it doesn’t look nice, you know, when we go hunting and 
you come up to this mess in the woods.... [I]t’s not acceptable....Bottom line is, 
you found the land pretty pristine, pretty clean, pretty whatever like (CR18/05).  
That’s a long hunting river. There’s an old camp that was left there and 
now....Like I mean, the way I see it is that it doesn’t look nice - like an old, I’m 
guessing an old drilling camp or whatever is left. There’s a whole camp there, 
cabins and buildings and you know, whatever. It’s like 50-some kilometers off 
the road, and that’s where we go hunting too, this Smart Lake....Talk about 
mess, holy crap. It’s a mess. It’s a real [mess]—they had—you know those C-cans 
(CR18/05). 

Moreover, CRDN members report that because there are so many exploration activities taking 
place on traditional lands under the auspices of many different companies it is difficult to 
ascertain who the responsible parties are that can be held accountable for clean-up.  Pictures of 
waste and garbage sites are widely circulated in the community-at-large via social media.  
Photographs are sometimes sent to the Saskatchewan Environment Ministry (SERM) in the hope 
that appropriate actions will be taken.  Waste and garbage sites have been recorded north of 
Patterson, and in the Smart Lake and Sandy Lake areas.  The dangers posed by abandoned 
equipment and excavation pits to unsuspecting CRDN harvesters traveling on lands and waters 
have also been reported. 

A few years ago my uncle was hunting at this Dupre Lake, duck hunting, fall 
time. He was driving in the boat, hunting, and all of a sudden the motor came 
out of the water. He turned around. There was a cable running across, and he 
ran into another cable, in Dupre Lake (CR18/02). 

6.6.1.4 Traffic 
With all the mineral exploration activities taking place Up North, traffic on Cluff Lake Road is 
reported to have steadily increased, and the heavy traffic and activities are chasing the animals 
away making it necessary for hunters to travel further and further out. CRDN members also note 
that travel Up North is not quiet and relaxing as it once was. 

[The traffic] It’s like chasing moose and rabbits and everything off the roads. 
Now I can’t usually; I hardly see moose up north now. I think they are chasing 
them away, or I don’t know what’s going on. That noise is chasing them 
away….It used to be really quiet but now it’s just like driving from here to town. 
Same as that. Between Patterson to Saskatoon Lake, it’s just like driving from 
here to La Loche, the traffic....I believe it’s going to be hard to shoot a moose 
now, or even anything....The noise is chasing them away. All that drilling noise, 
all the generators, all the banging noise (CR35/03).  

Well there’s heavy traffic now in this area here [Patterson Lake]....the 
workers...[so] we just keep going further north or further south (CR40/03). 

6.6.1.5 Forest Fires 
CRDN harvesters note that there is an association between forest fires and drilling exploration 
companies (see Section 6.4.2).  They also report that in the event of a forest fire there is no 
compensation to the Nation and Denesuline families for the loss of food from the land, even 
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when an exploration company is charged and fined. The large fire at Axe Lake a specific example 
of a fire reported to have been started by drillers which is often mentioned. 

I can’t remember [date of Axe Lake fire], about 3, 4, 5 years ago I think [2006-
2008]....It was from those highways. They were drilling a hole and then they 
burned the country. They said it started with a backfire.  That’s a bullsh-t story, I 
know that. They should have something for people....They said it was a backfire; 
it can’t be a backfire. That’s just bullsh-t. They just burned the country. That 
country they burned, those guys, like this kind of country, they [deliberately] 
burned it, they get it for cheap. They don’t pay much. That’s why they burned 
that country.... That’s what they done. The country don’t burn, that place - many 
many years. I know. Since I was a little kid I go there. That place I never see 
burning in the country. They first started drilling there, they started burning the 
country. Burn the whole thing already, north.  I think those guys are doing 
that.... Oilsands Quest and those guys. Everybody drills, from Cluff Lake this way 
[south]. The guys they are drilling too. Well they started from Smart Lake, I don’t 
know what they call it – Mile 16 or some place along, I went there. Started 
burning to the Firebag. Big fire that year - all burned - the country. Nothing left. 
That’s what they’re doing, those guys, that drilling (CR37/03). 

6.6.1.6 Associated Impacts of Exploration Activities within No Hoe Neneh 
For CRDN, exploration activities throughout No Hoe Neneh, as described in the foregoing, have 
resulted in the destruction and degradation of animal habitats and decreases in animal 
populations.  The scarcity of moose is specifically noted as is the disappearance of woodland 
caribou.  The impact to and degradation of animal habitats and decreases in animal populations 
also results in CRDN members’ displacements from harvesting areas.  Habitat degradation also 
raises concerns about potentially contaminated or otherwise unsafe foods (Section 6.6.2.1).  

Back then [when I was younger] there was lots of game out there.  Now it just 
doesn’t seem like that anymore. There’s a lot less. You have to go further north if 
you want to see something, especially moose (CR18/02).   

We usually see lots of caribou tracks [Axe Lake/Oilsands Quest area], and at 
times we could see them. But for two years I don’t see no tracks or anything 
[2012-2013]. For two years, I don’t see no tracks (CR33/03).   

In the course of the Nation’s TLUO investigations carried out between 2010 and 2016 an 
attempt was made to record customary harvesting areas within CRDN traditional lands which 
have been disturbed and degraded by exploration activities.  These recorded disturbance areas 
are depicted in Figure 29 with a caveat that the data presented is preliminary (i.e. as at June 
2016).  Many more harvesting areas are reported to have been affected since 2016 and are not 
represented.  Due to Covid 19, it was not possible to review and update land disturbance 
information with CRDN harvesters.  
 
Exploration activities taking place in the Axe Lake Area and the Patterson Lake Area are reported 
to have been particularly problematical for CRDN members since both areas are longstanding, 
intensively utilised harvesting grounds.  In the course of the 2014 TLUO interviews with CRDN 
members, fears for the future of the Nation in view of all the exploration work happening on the 
Nation’s traditional lands, first emerged and began to be recorded.    

What if after they destroy the land, what’s going to happen? (CR48/03). 
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Like last fall [2013]....at night we could just see a light shining from those 
drillers...Just right close to us too....We don’t feel like it’s right, you know 
(CR34/03).  

And it used to be all bush right there, eh.... And you can see on Kearl Lake 
[Alberta] from there. See the lights at night....And there was a road too.  A 
winter road, but they [named company] blocked it....That’s not even that far.  
We’re just near the border, eh.  So it’s close (CR47/05).  So you see, that area 
[Axe Lake Area] and this area [Patterson Lake Area] is all going to be 
contaminated soon, if they keep it all up (CR47/05). 

And before, like let’s say five, six years ago [2014, 2015] when you go on this 
road, you won’t see any orange light from this area [Alberta]. But now if you go 
late, you’ll see something like a....At night you would see the [camp] lights.  
[Makes me feel] Uncomfortable, but I can’t – I can’t do anything, just be alone, 
you know (CR62/05).   

The tangible and intangible repercussions of mineral exploration activities on CRDN lands and 
members are more fully explored in relation to the Patterson Lake Area in Section 6.6.2 which 
follows.  The repercussions of exploration activities which have taken place in the area 
immediately surrounding Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are specifically examined in 
depth in Section 6.6.3. 

6.6.2 Impacts Associated With Exploration Activities in the Patterson Lake Area 
The Nation’s TLUO mapping records and interview statements, as presented in Section 5.0, 
clearly elucidate the intensive utilization of the lands and waters in the Patterson Lake Area by 
the CRDN members, past and present.  According to the many reports made by CRDN members, 
the recent surge in mineral exploration activities and the aftermath of those activities, described 
in Section 6.6, is rapidly transforming CRDN traditional lands Up North.   
 
Areas of exploration disturbance and other encroachments on record within the Patterson Lake 
Area are depicted in Figure 30.  Since a great deal more uranium exploration activity has 
reportedly taken place within the Patterson Lake Area since June 2014, the disturbances 
depicted in Figure 30 are known to be incomplete and preliminary (see Section 6.6.1.6).  The 
impacts of exploration activities which can be ascribed to the larger defined Patterson Lake 
study area are presented in the report sections which follow.  They include Habitat Destruction 
and Wildlife/Vegetation declines and the Loss of Peaceful Enjoyment of The Land.   
 
The substantial body of information which specifically relates to the impacts of uranium 
exploration activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are examined separately in 
Section 6.6.3. 

6.6.2.1 Adverse Impacts to Habitat  
In the March 2020 interviews, many CRDN harvesters made references to the current state of 
the land in the Patterson Lake Area and noted the striking recent changes in a landscape 
formerly described as unspoiled by human activity, quiet, peaceful, clean, and relatively pristine.  
These same lands are now reported to be all cut up and fragmented. 
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There’s not really good ground anymore, right.  It’s like, it’s either, when you go 
in the bush it’s like, either there’s been drilling going on, or there’s seismic lines 
that’s been happening, trying to find uranium and stuff, so [there’s no 
undisturbed area].  Not unless you’re   Say, about from my cabin, this way south, 
right, towards La Loche. And that’s the only area that hasn’t been 
[disturbed]....North of my cabin it’s disturbed. It’s disturbed land....And Oilsands 
[Oilsands Quest/Encana], around that [Axe Lake] area, so....All those roads, like 
from my cabin.  Because I’m at – or let’s say from Lloyd Lake on....Even around 
Wenger and Wickenkamp there, like.  The drilling in that area is like, there used 
to be a good moose population up that way too....But forest fire – It kind of took 
some away too, right.  Because they had – we had forest fire up that way. I know 
its new growth now but there’s not as much moose as there was down that way 
too. We used to be on that trail all the time too, hunting....Now they’re working 
their way that way, for exploration drilling.  So basically they’re all over.  It’s not 
like...It’s not just one area that they’re drilling (CR64/05).  

And then there`s lots of cutlines now – compared to a couple of years ago when I 
was there.  Now there`s more now....Now you can just drive to different lakes....I 
notice from Forrest, around here, Depper Lake, there`s a big – just like a big 
highway in there.  I can drive my truck all the way around here and I can get on 
this road and go right to Depper in my vehicle....Because I never used to do that 
before....There`s lots (CR33/05).  

From Patterson, Up North, all the way, has been disturbed (CR47/05). 

6.6.2.2 Dispossessions/Displacements 
For CRDN harvesters, there is an obvious correlation between habitat disturbance and 
diminishing harvesting returns which result in decisions to harvest elsewhere, away from the 
Patterson Lake Area.  

Because I knew there wasn’t anything on that thing....As soon as you see 
something like that being screwed up [by exploration activities] then you don’t 
go back there until it’s all over and done in a few years because there’s nothing 
going to be there. You’re wasting your time (CR20/02). 

Displacements from harvesting areas are also correlated with displacements from harvesting 
camps.  Within the Patterson Lake Area, a specific displacement of this nature occurred with the 
CRDN School harvesting camp.  In this instance, the land-based learning base camp at Tthaı ́
K’osë Tu/Red Sand Lake [Preston Lake] moved to a new location at Tsi-tan-tue*/Deep Ice Lake 
[Bray Lake] because of the increase in exploration activities and associated traffic on Cluff Lake 
Road (circa 2012 - 2013).  There may well be other CRDN displacements from cabins and 
harvesting camps which have not been documented.   
 
Growing concerns have been reported by CRDN members about being swamped (invaded) as 
more non-Indigenous outsiders move into lake areas and erect recreational cabins in 
longstanding family spaces, without the prior knowledge or agreement of the community or 
CRDN families already there.  These non-Indigenous recreational cabins are understood to have 
been unilaterally approved by the Government of Saskatchewan (see Section 6.4.1).  Such 
intrusions are a source of distress for the original CRDN families, and the community-at-large, 
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who do not have the matching resources to protect their interests and are averse to direct 
confrontations.   

There’s white people living there.  All summer they stay there.  They’ve got these 
big sea cans.  They brought them over there and they put them – before that 
they had a big flat deck.  They built a house on it.  They use it just like a house 
boat.  They had a big motor on it; they would go out on the lake, all day.  In the 
evening they’ll come back to shore.  But now they got houses and those big cans 
- sea cans, where they keep their stuff, in the wintertime.  And they had cameras 
all over that area....Some of them they’ll come in a float plane.  Some of them 
will drive up there.  Yeah.  You can drive up there on a vehicle....Oh, sometimes 
there would be a dozen [people].  In summer, they’ll have their kids there, school 
kids; they’ll stay there all summer.  Just doing nothing! Fishing and partying.  
That’s all they do....But that old guy that first found that place, he died.  They 
[his family] had a picture up on the outside of that cabin.  On the side, a picture, 
eh.  Now, his son is looking after that place.  They’ve been there for quite a 
while....Every year they fix up that place, make it bigger (CR30/04). 

That’s where they’re [Bonnyville people] building a cabin. A huge cabin, I think, 
because the lumber....And two choppers were hauling the lumber to that 
area....I felt uncomfortable.  Really I did....I asked him, ‘Are you building the 
cabin for a company or what?’  But they said it’s for private (CR62/05).   

6.6.2.3 Wildlife and Vegetation Declines 
The observed decrease in animal populations within CRDN traditional lands Up North, reported 
by CRDN members since 2014, is a matter of particular concern reported by the Nation’s 
hunters who find that they are having to travel further and further away to maximize the 
success of their efforts to procure moose meat for household and extended family sustenance.  
The increased number of mineral exploration operations situated within historically productive 
harvesting areas, generally accessed by way of Cluff Lake Road, combined with increased noise 
and traffic volumes are cited as the primary contributing factors.  The impact of large 
uncontrolled wildfires on fish and wildlife populations, within CRDN traditional lands in recent 
years, is reported to be another significant contributory factor (see Sections 5.4 and 6.4.2).  
Within the Patterson Lake Area, the decrease in species populations, observed and reported by 
CRDN members since 2014, was reaffirmed in the 2020 interviews.   

It gets harder, I guess - to find a moose....I’ll get one in the fall, if that. But last 
year I got one moose and that was it for the three weeks we been there.  And 
that’s for two families; you know what I mean.... we got just one moose last 
year. Before we get like two, three, you know (CR40/03).  

From that year [2013] to this year [2020], it’s way different now.... And then we 
used to hunt - He [husband] used to trap.  He used to catch a lot of martens and 
lynx....Fisher. Now not much (CR56/05).  You can’t eat fish from there [Patterson 
Lake]….There’s not in – there used to be lots of fish.  Now it’s not like that, too 
(CR56/05). 

For CRDN members, the new roads and cutlines raise additional concerns about greater access 
for outside hunters and the resulting competition for scarcer CRDN food supplies.  
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For me, all those grid lines and cutlines that are out there that means more 
access to more people. And that means less animals sooner or later....Too many 
people are taking animals out of there so now there’s very few - fewer animals 
(CR02/02). 

As described by a number of CRDN members, the decrease in plant and animal populations 
harvested from the Patterson Lake Area are also understood to be free agency responses to 
disrespectful human behavior, namely, the mistreatment of the land (including water). Within a 
Denesuline frame of reference, animal and plant nations upon which humans depend upon for 
sustenance have free agency and will leave if not respected (See Section 3.2.4.3).  The 
disturbance and destruction of non-food species sharing CRDN traditional lands is no less 
disturbing since everything on the land is there for reasons which are inextricably 
interconnected.   

Because I’ve seen from day one until today, like.  It’s so different, so....It’s a sign 
[animals leaving.... [There used to be lots of fish.  Now it’s not like that, too in 
our area....That’s when I knew.  Like everything is going away (CR56/05).  

The rabbits won’t hang around the edges of the roads now.  It’s because they’re 
dying.  Like, from all these little things that are [floating in the air gestures] – 
you know....It’s nothing to them [industry and government]. It’s nothing, you 
know.  I see it [Dene]” (CR57/05). 

For the fish, like I said, we barely don’t fish a lot. Just what we needed.  So like 
four years ago, three years ago we were fishing and we used to catch a lot in just 
one net. That used to last us two weeks or more. And now last year we fished 
twice.  Barely, not even 12 [fish] (CR34/03).   

6.6.2.4 Loss of Peaceful Enjoyment Solitude/Loss of Comfort and Safety 
The increasing loss of the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the beauty of the land in the 
Patterson Lake Area since 2014 has been noted by many CRDN members. The number of 
references to the words beautiful, quiet and peaceful which consistently appear throughout 
CRDN interview transcripts confirm the importance of and the necessity of these qualities for 
members’ personal and intimate engagement with the land.  In order to be with and hear what 
the land is saying stillness and quietude is a necessary requirement.  In reference to time spent 
on the land Up North this aesthetic appreciation is often honored in the simple ceremony of 
making a fire, sitting in silence, and drinking tea.  

Especially fall time….It’s beautiful. [Industry people] Just see the money, nothing 
else. And what I see is - I see a beautiful forest, beautiful, you know, everything. 
Even the birds, when you want to sit quietly.  You know, you listen to the nature. 
Nature sings to you, you know.  It talks to you (CR62/05). 

I like the other lake way Up North, that [named] Lake. It’s just - the water’s just 
ocean blue. We go there.  We park there.  We make tea there (CR61/05). 

I always visited that spot there.  Like when I was Up North I’d sit there and make 
fire, and have tea or cook out, whatever (CR54/05). 

Even now, like, this morning - Sometimes I just want to drive Up North just 
for....for peacefulness or whatever....Like now, when you drive, even driving Up 
North, when you’re driving alone or with family, you just get that sense of 
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peacefulness....And I just love that feeling myself. That’s why even when I’m 
alone I just drive Up North, just to be at peace or whatever. And because it’s just 
beautiful. You’re surrounded by nature (CR59/05). 

Before, we don’t hear nothing at all. It was really peaceful and quiet. Now [it’s 
not] (CR56 /05). 

The presence of so many outsiders doing so many things (stuff) never seen before within No Hoe 
Neneh (traditional lands) has resulted in an unknown number of CRDN members constraining 
their customary activities or removing themselves from the Patterson Lake Area for reasons of 
emotional, spiritual, and physical safety.  Watching the land being destroyed is described as a 
heart-wrenching experience (see Section 6.6.3.4). Concerns about physical safety are not 
unfounded for Indigenous peoples in Canada, generally and CRDN specifically.  Members of the 
Nation, for example, have specifically made reference to Saskatoon police ‘starlight tours’ which 
are known to have resulted in a number of Indigenous men’s deaths.  CRDN harvesters report 
encounters within the Patterson Lake Area where locals have been harassed and shot at by 
outsiders (see Section 6.6.1.1). 

Right now I don`t feel comfortable Up North because you can hardly do anything 
now...wherever you go there`s always people drilling or something. You know 
what I mean (CR33/05).   

And there’s a cabin in here somewhere, by the river here, there’s a cabin. But 
they’re from Meadow Lake....They are very aggressive when you come around 
there. They think everybody’s going to steal from them, I guess (CR60/05).  

The steady increase in vehicular traffic on Cluff Lake Road is also noted to be discomforting.  
Since Cluff Lake Road is the only all-weather access to traditional lands Up North CRDN members 
have no option but to endure the changes or discontinue use of the road.   

[T]here’s lots of semi-trucks and stuff [Up North] now [2014]. Like on curves, you 
have to slow down. Before I used to do hunting I’ll see like three or four vehicles, 
tops. Now I see 100, 150 vehicles in one day, 100 vehicles in two days I’ll say – 
like company vehicles. Before then, like I never used to see a company vehicle at 
all....I’ll say from past Descharme Lake turn-off, from there all the way to 
Saskatoon Lake....Until up to Teddy’s camp....Gedak Lake.  Right here, 
somewhere between here, here and here.  You’ll see 30 vehicles in one day - 
different company vehicles -drillers, semi-trucks (CR35/03). 

I drove up to Clearwater [bridge] this morning.  And coming back, like I passed 5 
huge trucks, even now, you know (CR59/05).   

6.6.3 Impacts of Exploration Activities At Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
The commencement of uranium exploration activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], 
circa 2012 - 2013, is a case where mineral exploration activities on CRDN traditional lands are 
reported by many members to have had profound deleterious impacts.  It is clearly evident in 
TLUO interview transcripts that the commencement of uranium exploration activities at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] immediately affected many CRDN members and families 
and raised widespread concerns within the community at large.    
 
The activity at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] was so shocking and distressing that all 
CRDN members engaged in TLUO interviews in 2014, and again in 2016, made references to it.  
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As a result, a great deal of documentation has been assembled which allows for a very detailed 
examination of how, in this instance, CRDN Denesuline families have been affected by mineral 
exploration activities, although by the Province of Saskatchewan definition they are purported 
to be low-impact. 
 
Within the entirety of No Hoe Neneh (CRDN traditional lands), the most concentrated records of 
members’ travel, residency, and harvesting are located at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake], the main lake encompassed within the defined Patterson Lake study area (see Section 
5.2) (Figure 17, p. 88).  In reviewing CRDN consolidated TLUO interview transcripts and maps 
completed in 2014 and 2016, the nature of the intensive use of the area and the effects of 
exploratory activities and related concerns were identified and consolidated. The project-
specific IRKS interviews completed with CRDN members in 2020 provided additional 
corroborating information, 
 
For the purposes of this detailed examination, the lands now occupied by NexGen’s exploration 
and operations base camp, at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], including the access road 
to the camp, is the focus of attention in this segment of the IRKS report.  (The proposed Rook 1 
project footprint is included in the area under consideration).  This examination is complicated 
by the fact that there are two companies, NexGen Energy Ltd. and Fission Uranium Corp., 
concurrently engaged in exploration activities on the shores of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] and in other lease areas surrounding the lake as depicted in Figure 31.  As is evident in 
Figure 31, there are many other different companies with sub-surface interests in the area.   
 
Since this regulatory-driven IRK study is specific to the Rook 1 uranium mine and mill proposed 
by NexGen on the northern peninsula at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], concerted 
efforts have been made to separate the activities of NexGen and Fission to assist the regulatory 
environmental impact assessors.  In actual practice, maintaining an arbitrary separation 
between the activities of the two companies is difficult because CRDN members’ primary 
concerns are related to activities which are occurring at a specific place, namely Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The names of the companies responsible for the activities occurring at 
that specific place, Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are of secondary importance (most 
times not even mentioned).   
 
Under these circumstances, it is recognized that in some instances exploration activities and 
related impacts which are attributed to NexGen may actually include Fission activities as well.  If, 
for example, the intense aerial surveys reported by CRDN members were carried out by both 
companies, the responsibility for the reported impacts could be proportionally adjusted in a 
paper exercise as necessary for impact assessment purposes.  The actual impacts reported by 
CRDN members, however, would not change. 
 
As described by CRDN members, the identified impacts of uranium exploration at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] generally fall within two broad categories: Environmental Degradation 
and Disturbance and Dispossession and Displacement.  Both types of impacts are inextricably 
linked.   Nested within each impact type are various interconnected corollary implications for 
the Nation’s members.  The overarching concerns for CRDN members in regard to uranium 
exploration activities taking place at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] relate to water 
since all Denesuline customary living and harvesting activities are predicated on clean 
(uncontaminated) water.   If  the  waters  of  Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]  were to be   
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compromised, CRDN members understand the ramifications for the Nation to be extremely 
serious and detrimental. In this regard, the documented statements of concern made by CRDN 
members since 2014, in regard to Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the risks to the 
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed are remarkably concise and consistent.  

Presented in the following are the ramifications, impacts, and cascading effects of uranium 
exploration activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], as reported by CRDN members 
since 2014. 

6.6.3.1 Water Matters 
As described in Section 5.1, [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is one of several large (main) lakes in a 
chain of lakes which are integral to the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] system in its entirety.  
Goráchághı tu is where the greater part of CRDN harvesting activities Up North is currently 
taking place. The Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed is also where many CRDN members 
reside and live customary Denesuline lives (see Figure 10; p. 30).  Moreover, the Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] Watershed lands are where the Nation’s ancestors have lived for generations 
beyond memory and continue to be energetically (spiritually) present.  
 
Respect for water is at the core of Denesuline teachings and practices because clean water is the 
fundamental requirement for all life. Clean water is therefore inextricably connected to CRDN 
livelihoods, practices, customs and spirituality.  All the waters within the Nation’s traditional 
homelands, No Hoe Neneh, are recognized to be interconnected, both above and below ground. 
It is also recognized that water does what it was created to do – it flows, it pools, and it 
permeates the ground and the bodies of all living beings, just as blood in human and animal 
circulatory systems permeates the entire cellular body.  Because of this inextricable connection, 
it is not possible to consider a single lake or single stream in isolation.  Therefore, any degrading 
activity that takes place on or near a water body is understood to jeopardize all life forms to be 
found there, including humans.   

But everything works, like, in a circle….And what annoys the heck out of me is 
that people just think one lake operates in isolation. It has veins everywhere. It 
has veins going everywhere. If you’re going to [speaking Dene] take all the water 
out from here, you’re not only stopping the flow of water that comes from 
Clearwater. It goes all the way over here. You’re stopping the flow of all kinds of 
veins that come around here. You’re going to dry up all these things (CR57/05).  

Because when you look at the person there’s veins all over the person’s body, 
right....That’s how I think about it. And it’s a big thing for me. It’s going to 
destroy us, 100%....When you think about Mother Earth, I think about it this 
way. She’s holding the earth like this, and her hair is going on the earth, all over 
the earth. And when she’s crying, that’s when it rains....And our veins is more 
like a water, all the streams in the earth (CR62/05).  

CRDN members’ concerns about the safety of water on traditional lands are recent.  In TLUO 
interviews conducted in 2010 and 2011 there were many references made to CRDN’s good 
fortune to have clean water, in comparison to the Indigenous communities in northeastern 
Alberta who were reported to be in a very different situation because of all the industrial oil 
sands extraction activity taking place on those lands. 

Alberta I can’t drink nothing from the ground now. Even from the river, I can’t 
drink that one there from Alberta now. Saskatchewan [is] still okay. I know that 
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one....I go anyplace in the muskeg for water, I drink water. Good tasting. Still 
good (CR37/03).  I don’t know what’s going to happen. That’s what they used to 
do in Alberta. Now the people they can’t even eat fish, nothing. Nothing to eat 
there. They are buying their dry fish, they are buying from here. You go Alberta 
with the dry fish, they pay 10 bucks a piece. There’s not much; they’re hungry for 
fish....There’s nothing. They can’t even fish. Nothing. Can’t eat the muskrat, 
can’t eat beaver. Nothing (CR37/03). 

Pretty soon there will be nothing. Just like McKay....They say people can’t even 
fish (CR33/03).   

For CRDN members, the establishment of the NexGen exploration camp on the shores of the 
north arm of Patterson Lake [K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake] was extremely 
disturbing at the very outset because of the perceived contamination (or risk thereof) of Des 
Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River]. (The establishment of the Fission Camp on the west side of the lake 
was similarly disturbing).  The appearance of drilling barges on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake], circa 2012 - 2013, however, was both shocking and alarming.  For many CRDN members 
the barges were a confirmation that the waters of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and 
Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] were being contaminated and that, by extension, everything 
associated with Denesuline tradition-oriented ways of living within the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater 
River] Watershed was in jeopardy.   

Concerns about contamination of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] are widespread within the 
community and are particularly focussed on the security (harvesting supply) and safety of foods 
from the land.  The harvesting and processing of traditional foods from the land is vital for 
sustaining CRDN families and Denesuline identity and heritage (see Section 4.0).  

They’re drilling right in the middle of the lake, Patterson. Last year [2013] they 
were drilling all summer on the lake….Deep lake, too….Big lake too….Right 
here…That Lloyd Lake River - it’s all connected, the water, in there. And there. 
Where’s the lake [Patterson}, here. Right here. All the way, it’s all connected. 
Lloyd Lake, this one here….All this map here, that’s all connected together. They 
are drilling that, right on the lake here. And if the water’s not good or something 
- all the way to the Clearwater; goes to the Mackenzie. It’s all connected 
together….Not just me; a lot of people are saying that….That’s all one river. 
Patterson, through Forrest, Beet Lake.  The river starts here…to Clearwater 
(CR41/03).  

They drill here. This lake, right now! This lake, Patterson. They go to – where’s 
the B [commercial fishing] lake? - That river is going this way, to Clearwater. All 
around, all this here [indicating upper Clearwater River all the way downstream 
on map] (CR37/03).  

6.6.3.2 Unclean (Contaminated) Conditions Patterson Forrest Lake/Wildlife and Vegetation 
For many CRDN members, the arrival of drilling barges on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] is a marker event associated with the beginning of widespread environmental 
degradation/disturbance within the lake itself, within the Patterson Lake Area, and ultimately, 
within the greater part of the Nation’s traditional lands Up North.  Since the appearance of 
drilling barges many CRDN members no longer consider Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
waters to be clear and clean. By extension, neither are the foods from the area clean (safe). 
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We’re not going to be living off of the land (CR47/05). When they start drilling 
and all that….And that’s what happens to the—any kind of water where there’s 
clear water.  If you start drilling all that stuff that’s underneath comes up. That 
water is no longer clear (CR47/05).  

CRDN members with experience working on drilling exploration crews are aware that toxic 
chemicals are incorporated into the fluids which are used in drilling operations. They are also 
aware that drilling cores containing uranium are brought up to the surface from unknown 
depths.  Based on these understandings, the retrieved drilling cores that come up to the surface 
of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] first come through the bed of the lake and are then 
pulled through the waters.  In the process of drilling and core retrieval, it is inconceivable to 
CRDN harvesters that radioactive and conventional drilling toxins and contaminants will not 
make their way into Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and continue flowing downstream 
all along the river’s course.  Ultimately such toxins and contaminants affect the entire food chain 
within the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed. 

See once this lake [Patterson] is no good it’s going to affect everything [pointing 
all the way down Clearwater River] You can go on the river....You can go on the 
lakes up there.  They say they’re not [polluting Patterson Lake] but they have to 
[be]. They are drilling right in there (CR33/03).  How can it be safe, right.  They`re 
drilling right in the middle of a lake.  And when they`re chaining their pipe, 
they`re pulling it out, right.  So, it can`t be safe.  It`s got to be [polluting] 
(CR33/05). 

See my only concern right now is that when they’re doing winter drilling - you’re 
hitting the ore. So you’re disturbing it.   Instead they go back through the 
freaking ice, through the lake. And they’re saying, ‘Well there’s no concern.’ Well 
it is [a concern for me]....You’re disturbing that ore...You’re bringing that up 
through the lake.  Whatever you’re bringing it up through the lake, you’ve got to 
go in the lake....That lake doesn’t even stop there; it goes all the way to Beet 
Lake. Forrest, Lloyd Lake, Clearwater all the way back to Fort Mac 
[McMurray]....I’ve canoed this part, all the way back to Clearwater...Like it 
doesn’t stop there; it goes and goes and goes and it goes all the way back...So 
whatever lake is ruined in the past, it doesn’t just stay there. It goes. It travels 
(CR18/05). 

In the course of 2020 IRKS interviews additional concerns were also expressed about on-land 
chemical spills and their subsequent handling (or absence of) on the shores of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake]. 

I know there`s on-the-land drilling.  I know they are just dumping their stuff 
anywhere they want….All that stuff from the drilling. And lots of spills.  What 
they do is just cover it with sand and stuff like that (CR54/05). 

Since Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]is understood to be interconnected with many 
smaller streams and waterbodies, both above and below ground, the immediate safety of the 
land (including fish and wildlife) in the vicinity of the lake is also in question as well as the longer 
term implications for the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed.  

I know they’re drilling for uranium, and they’re drilling on the lake [Patterson]. 
I’ve seen that....But I’m pretty sure all these lakes are kind of connected, you 
know what I mean. It’s kind of scary (CR40/03). 
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It means they’ve probably polluted other small areas too (CR34/03). 

As described by concerned CRDN members, the commencement of drilling operations on 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] means that lake water contamination is not a 
hypothetical risk.  Contamination of the lake(s) is understood to have already occurred.  Since 
Denesuline harvesting activities are discontinued in an area deemed to be unclean, the 
appearance of the drilling barges resulted in an immediate cessation of fishing activities on the 
lake as was reported by a number of CRDN harvesters in 2014 and again in 2016.  More 
harvesting cessations at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] were reported in the 2020 IRKS 
interviews.  The total number of CRDN members who were forced to abandon/discontinue use 
of the area because of perceived pollution/contamination is unknown.   

And what they are doing, like with Patterson Lake, it’s probably already polluting 
the water, you know. Everything!....It’s already happened (CR34/03).  

Like Patterson Lake-[2014] I don’t want to drink water from there no more if I 
see that [barge drilling]. I wouldn’t drink water.  I don’t want to eat fish from 
Patterson either. I’d be scared....Especially around Patterson. Because looking at 
it, there’s 3, 4 drilling rigs right in the middle of the lake right there (CR27/03). 

Patterson is the one - They used to commercial fish at the Patterson too….[CRDN 
member] he used to commercial fish at Patterson, but now he won’t.  Yeah.  I 
remember the people go there for commercial fishing but now they won’t go 
(CR56/05). 

Not since they put – they’ve been doing drilling around there - I never did no 
fishing….I used to go hunting.  I used to come down here.  And we used to go 
around the lakes in boat and go back to our cabin, kind of thing, you know.  
Bring our boat there and we go around. But since they’ve been there, I never 
went there at all.  I stay away from them (CR60/05).  

Other members of the Nation, while continuing to engage in harvesting activities at Goráchághı 
tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] as best they can under changed circumstances, report a sense of 
discomfort and unease (unsure).  With the arrival of drilling barges on Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], CRDN members report greater vigilance of the lands surrounding 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and are watching for signs of wildlife ill-health and 
inspecting food harvests even more carefully than before (see Section 5.2.2).  

So that’s the one thing I’ve been teaching them to look out for....For the fish, I 
always look in the stomach first.  And if it’s ok, I tell them it’s okay.  The rest of 
the fish should be okay.  I’ll cut up one fish....To see if it’s been affected.  And if 
it’s okay, then we just make dry meat-dry fish out of it....Birds, the same 
thing....Even the ducks, just can’t shoot any kind of ducks (CR47/05).   

6.6.3.3 Habitat Destruction/Degradation/Species Declines 
As reported by CRDN harvesters, a great deal of environmental destruction and degradation 
directly related to exploration drilling has taken place at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]. 
The result is steep species declines in what was a particularly good for everything harvesting 
area intensively used by many of the Nation’s families.  From the perspective of CRDN 
harvesters, drilling operations on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] directly and 
deleteriously affected fish habitat and fish health.  Activities carried out in the immediate 
vicinity of the lake have also had direct impacts on wildlife. Clearing activities for the NexGen 
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operations camp and access road, for example, disturbed and destroyed the vegetal ecosystems 
in the area which supported abundant moose populations as well as other wildlife populations.  
In the process, medicine plant gathering areas are also reported to have been destroyed.   

The fishing [Patterson Lake] is no good. [Fish are] Skinny....Nothing in there now 
- All the clean water around there [is gone] (CR55/05).  

There`s a road that goes around – right where they`re drilling and everything.  
Clear-cut all around that area….They stripped that.  Like they cut it and you`ll see 
there`s a pipe sticking out or something like that where they`ve been drilling 
(CR54/05). 

And right now their cutlines are all over.  They’re in there already. Right here....A 
couple years ago.  Yeah – that side....Like here.... You can just drive in there. You 
can drive in there now.    After the fire - short trees.  That’s where they’re in right 
now. But on this side, Patterson, big trees [were] cut down, especially on this 
side. The ones that are on the lake (CR33/03).  

It just seems like hardly any rabbits, stuff like that.  Moose, kind of 
low....Because before when we used to go, there [Patterson/Forrest Lake] used 
to be lots around there....Couple of years now, starting to [go down]....Last year 
[2018] we went there for about two weeks.  I never shot one moose....This year, 
nothing....Even around here [Patterson Lake north shore], like – used to be really 
nice for moose – like along shore or on the beach.  You can see fresh tracks, eh, 
just about every day.  Now, hardly any, eh (CR33/05).  

A lot of them [trails] we’re not using right now. And like - when we tried – last 
year we set rabbit snares, eh.  Not even one rabbit in two weeks (CR34/03). 

The most recent forest fire at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] also affected species 
populations and is reported to have destroyed a stand of large jackpines which had survived 
several earlier fires.  From the perspective of some CRDN members, this fire was allowed to 
burn for the benefit of government-approved drilling operations (see Sections 5.4 and 6.4.2).   

And they had a big one [fire] here too – Forrest.  Forrest and Patterson....after a 
new growth, burnt again, eh.... But there was trees, those drillers were happy.  
They went and burnt, eh.  Easy to clear, eh....everything burnt in there already, 
eh (CR33/05). 

Because it looks more like where they want to start drilling - they wanted those 
trees out so that was the only way that they could get the debris out, by letting 
the forest fire take over the land.   So they won’t have to cut it down and dispose 
of it later....So that’s what happened. That’s why....And it was really, really 
shocking to see....Let it Burn. So it took them like maybe about three weeks 
before the fire was out. Finally when it started raining that’s when it went out 
(CR47/05).  

And they won’t say nothing to us about timbers....This here - all big jackpines - 
like this [approximately 18-24 inches in diameter].  I remember it....Big timbers! 
[Open for business] That’s what that looks like it (CR63/05). 

The incessant noise and on-the-ground activities associated with mineral exploration are 
reported to have also contributed to species declines.  The aerial survey flights over Goráchághı 
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tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], circa 2012 - 2013, were reported to be particularly stressful and 
chased both big game and CRDN residents from the area (see Section 6.6.3.4). 

I still hunt in this area. If I go up, I’ll take these trails that we had there. Go up 
Patterson..... We’ve been going since about 2004. This is our area....So like this 
road area....And the planes, you know what I mean, flying....So we seen moose 
tracks here but they are running steady.  Like there’s a lot going on in this area 
here [Patterson Lake]....It gets harder, I guess - to find a moose (CR40/03).  Like 
last couple years; we’ve been here say for 10+ years [ca. 2000], in this area. And 
last couple years [2012. 2013] we couldn’t see no moose in this area [Patterson-
Forrest Lake] area because they are flying planes, like all over...They are flying 
planes and surveying land or whatever they’re doing. Like they start from 7 in 
the morning ‘til 7, 8 in the evening. All day long! (CR40/03). 

[Caribou] Nothing. But those planes, they’re busy, all that and everything....they 
were chased, just like they were chasing them away....All around. Even right 
here....No more [caribou] (CR34/03). 

6.6.3.4 Displacement/Dispossession/Access Restrictions 
As recorded in interviews carried out in 2014, 2016, and 2020, CRDN members were displaced/ 
dispossessed from Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] in a number of tangible and 
intangible (invisible) ways as a result of NexGen’s exploration activities.  The tangible 
displacements/dispossessions which have occurred include the Loss of Access to Longstanding 
Harvesting Areas, the Loss of Access to Longstanding Trails and Travel Routes, and the Loss of 
Access to Cabins and Harvesting Camps (ancestral and contemporary).   
 
Coupled with these physical displacements/dispossessions are intangible (invisible) 
repercussions which have substantial negative impacts on CRDN Denesuline history, heritage, 
and identity.  Such impacts, as described by CRDN members in regard to Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], include the Erasure of the Nation’s Presence and History, Losses in 
Continuity and Intergenerational Transmission of Denesuline Knowledge; Loss of Peaceful 
Enjoyment, Solitude, Comfort, and Feelings of Safety.  These intangible impacts have also 
generated many fears for CRDN members about the Future of the Nation.  

Loss of Access and Use of Longstanding Harvesting Areas 
With the establishment of drilling camps and the erection of security gates and signage at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] NexGen, effectively and immediately, disbarred 
(physically dispossessed) CRDN members from access to and use of exceptionally good and 
longstanding harvesting areas associated with the two large peninsulas on Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] (see Section 5.2.2).  

And last year [2013] I went to Patterson Lake to hunt. I filled up my truck, loaded 
up my quad in the boat....That was in September for hunting, and they said, ‘You 
can’t hunt here.’ They make me turn around. They told me, “you have to hunt 
somewhere else”....Some of the workers there; there were white people 
there....There’s another cutline right here, but I took that same road I usually 
take....There was boats, drills on the lake there....I saw three drills on the lake, 
two drills on the lake I believe it was. Then while I was unloading my boat there, 
one of the white people came up to me and told me, you can’t hunt there. So I 
told him I’ve been hunting here since forever. Since long time.  This is the first 
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time that you guys told me not to hunt here, I told him. ‘But you can’t hunt here, 
you have to turn around or we’re going to call the cops,’ they told me. So I had 
to turn around; went back home....I didn’t hunt that time. So I ended up wasting 
my money there....I’d say about $600. [I felt] Pretty sad. Frustrated. Pi__ed off. 
But I didn’t [tell] them....I just ignored them, packed up, threw everything back in 
the truck. Just left the area (CR35/03).  I’m not allowed to hunt here; I’m not 
allowed to hunt from this lake to the highway. Not allowed on that road, they 
told me. You can’t even snare rabbits on that road from that highway only up to 
the Patterson Lake. It’s like only a kilometer on Cluff road; you can’t even snare 
rabbits there they told me. I asked if I could snare rabbits or shoot chicken. No, 
they told me. No hunting at all....I don’t argue. I don’t want to get into trouble 
arguing so I just pack up, frustrated, and leave (CR35/03).  

You can’t go into Patterson right now [2014]...Because they are drilling right 
now....they’ve got a gate, right….Patterson Lake, that road should be from 
someplace around here. They got two areas, they go in there now...One this 
side, one coming in from the other side. But the one that went on this side, 
they’re drilling around there....They’ve got a lot of stuff on this side for those 
drillers. And they’ve got another camp in there (CR33/03).    

It is to be noted that even if NexGen had not erected physical barriers (i.e. security gates and 
fencing) CRDN harvesters report that they do not knowingly go into an area where exploration 
activities are taking place (see Section 6.6.1.1). While the company signage and barriers made it 
clear that that the area was off limits to CRDN members, the presence of an exploration camp 
was sufficient cause for the ensuring displacement/dispossession. 

Loss of Access and Use of Longstanding Trails Travel Routes, Staging Areas 
The access restrictions imposed by NexGen at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
immediately displaced/dispossessed CRDN members from some of the most intensively utilized 
trails, travel routes and staging areas recorded within CRDN traditional lands (both 
contemporary and ancestral) (see Section 5.2.1).  From CRDN member’s accounts, it appears 
that there was no prior notice of the expulsion.   

And before they started and pushed that road through there, that NexGen, that 
road that....goes into Patterson, that’s where my hunting grounds were. Like 
that’s where – the cutlines....I used to hunt on those cutlines, but now it seems 
like I’m restricted to go - to go in that area....When you go to that area there, it 
has a sign that says you’ve got to call in....Well I used to go from  - just the road 
that they pulled in, right –right here to camp.  But I used to go on the old road 
and then I’d go cut across to Forrest Lake and that whole area.....They cut off 
that area.   And last fall, or I haven’t bothered because they have put that road 
in, and then they have a sign that says, like you have to call in, whatnot. It’s like 
you have to ask for permission, you know what I mean....To go there!  So that’s 
why I just stopped going around that area [circa 2015]. But that was my key 
hunting area. Forrest Lake area and Patterson....I always hunt around that 
Forrest Lake area, Patterson....That’s the old road, and then there should be a 
road that cuts across to Forrest....that one there [pointing to road and two little 
lakes]. I used to go hunt on this road....And then – In behind here, it’s like the 
road that goes to Patterson.  There’s another road – Jet Lake. It’s in behind 
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Patterson and it’s somewhere around here....And that whole area, I used to go 
hunting (CR64/05). 

Loss of Access and Use of Cabins, Harvesting Camps (Ancestral and Contemporary) 
At the outset, NexGen’s activities also displaced/dispossessed CRDN members from cabins 
(ancestral, current and future) and harvesting camps in the immediate vicinity of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake]  The number of CRDN members affected is undetermined since the 
Nation’s TLUO records of ancestral cabins and camps, in the area, while very sizeable, are known 
to be incomplete.   

[Dene Translation This fall [2015] he wanted to go back to Patterson but they’re 
doing all the drilling].  “They make a road now.  In the fall time for me.  You can’t 
go there.   Just a little down the road there.  And I didn’t go to Patterson because 
they won’t let me go in there. ‘I told them why I can’t go there.  I used to fish; I 
used to trap here.  Now I want to see the lake and you don’t want me to go 
there’, I said.  He look at me....A guy who’s working there - security. ‘I want to 
see that lake there. I want to see the bush.’  They won’t let me go.  That bugged 
me.  I told him, ‘I used to be here and around this area’....Maybe [my cabin] it’s 
still there or not....I want to go there, eh.  If I get into Patterson there’s a….Right 
here some place, a cabin there.  I want to check on that one, eh.  But that’s what 
happened, eh (CR07/04). 

The original trail, right.  And I think there’s a road in there; now.  There’s a road 
that goes into Patterson. And there’s another road that goes into that, right 
here, that goes – original trail….The old one, yeah, that’s the area we try and go 
into….Sometimes we camp, yeah. There’s an old trailer there, sitting there too, 
for like hunters and stuff. But I don’t know if it’s there anymore. I’m thinking 
they might have moved it….For the hunters, I think, they kind of left it 
there….There was a big – It was a semi-trailer, the back…. The box, yeah. It had 
a stove and stuff in there….That was in there (CR03/05).  

[W]e used to go in there [Patterson peninsula] every year before, eh.  Hunting, 
every fall.  We used to have camps all around here, eh, like hunting (CR33/05).   

I used to spend the night with my kids here….Because I was fishing in this 
area….I overnighted under the [stars].  In this area here [Patterson/Forrest Lake 
isthmus]. But mostly over here that we used to....And our camp used to be over 
here somewhere….On this road. And I used to go down this road too, eh….I used 
to fish on this, I used to fish in this lake, this lake, this lake, all those [nearby] 
lakes (CR63/05).    

My [future] cabin would be like [Patterson Lake] - this used to be my favorite 
spot...that’s where I always used to do hunting. My grandpa used to always take 
me there (CR35/03).  Even before this [drilling] program started I was planning 
on – like I was talking about making a cabin somewhere in the future time when 
I get a little bit older, when I get all my stuff, like truck and whatever. And now 
I’ve got my truck, quads and stuff, chainsaws. Now I’ve got the time. As soon as I 
got ready I’ve got no access to that lake [Patterson] there (CR35/03).  



166 
 

Erasure of CRDN Presence and History 
As described in the foregoing, NexGen’s exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] have displaced/ dispossessed CRDN members from both deep and 
more recent ancestral camps, cabins and harvesting areas (see Section 5.3). An intangible 
impact of such displacement/dispossession is that CRDN’s longstanding presence, history, and 
connection to the area is subject to erasure or has already been erased due to the disturbance 
and destruction of ancestral cultural remains and living places.  

I never know if that`s everything that was done behind, right.  So, we only know 
– we just know a little bit [about what is happening to ancestral sites] – that`s it, 
I think, eh (CR33/03). 

Deep ancestral cultural remains and burials within No Hoe Neneh have only begun to be 
recorded by the Nation (see Section 5.3.2).  No CRDN field searches for material evidence of 
deep and more recent ancestral presence in the Patterson Lake Area have been carried out as 
yet.  Given the enduring and intense customary use that has been documented by CRDN 
members at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (particularly in the peninsula areas, 
including the isthmus between K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] and 
K’ëd́aghë horah chii tu/Lower Pelican Lake [Forrest Lake]) there is a high likelihood that evidence 
of deep ancestral cultural occupation (archaeological remains) would be present within those 
particular grounds.   
 
Cultural resources studies (archaeological and historical) were ostensibly carried out at some 
point in advance of the establishment of NexGen’s operations base on the shores of K’ëd́aghë 
Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake].  These studies are reported to have been 
completed without CRDN oversight and without reference to the Nation’s protocols.  Moreover, 
the Nation was not involved in the study design or the investigative processes.  Nor was CRDN 
involved in the evaluation of the sites which presumably were recorded.  The ethnic and 
spiritual significance of deep ancestral sites and material remains can only be determined by 
descendant Indigenous communities.   
 
CRDN members also note that when compared to the current historical record which, for 
example, celebrates Methy Portage, there is very little written about the people who actually 
lived in the surrounding area and were the backbone of the historical fur trade in Canada. 

I took Indian Studies [at university] but there’s hardly any scriptures or any 
books…. there’s hardly any for our area (CR43/03). 

In this regard, it should also be noted that the more recent history of CRDN’s involvement in the 
mercantile fur trade and commercial fishing vis-a-vis the evolution of Canada and the provinces 
of Saskatchewan and Alberta is similarly at risk of erasure (disappearance) if such endeavors are 
not deemed to be of value by heritage consultants and the respective heritage conservation 
boards who grant study permits. 

Denesuline Knowledge Continuity and Intergenerational Transmission of Knowledge 
Another intangible impact of NexGen’s exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] is that CRDN Denesuline knowledge is subject to loss.  Such knowledge 
exists in customs, practices, and traditions that associated with specific places and includes the 
Denesuline science within which they are embedded.  A location such as Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], where plant medicines, berries, or moose have been intensively and 
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continuously harvested for generations beyond memory, is inextricably linked to innumerable 
stories and teachings which are integral to CRDN’s history, heritage and identity.  The loss of 
such a place contributes to the erosion of Denesuline ecosystem knowledge, stories, lore, 
teachings, and customary practices.   
 
The displacement of CRDN members from the areas at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
taken over by NexGen effectively precludes the transmission of Denesuline traditional 
knowledge of those particular spaces to the Nation’s current and future generations.  The 
nature of Denesuline knowledge transmission networks within extended families and CRDN 
school programs is described in detail in Section 3.3.4.7.   
 
The process for transmitting place-based knowledge, including stories, requires a direct 
presence on the ground and on the water. Since many stories are prompted by an active 
physical presence on the lands/waters where they occurred, the trapping and commercial 
fishing stories (oral history) of CRDN Elders who derived their livelihood at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], for example, are subject to loss and erasure when there is no access to 
that space and/or if the space is considered to be unclean (contaminated) and 
avoided/abandoned as a result.  Without an active physical presence on the land, many 
teachings, lore, and stories simply do not emerge.   

Yeah.  It’s kind of hard because when you see things, you don’t use a map.  You 
just go and you see landmarks and you [learn] that’s that and that’s that.  It’s 
not, ‘Hey, what’s this on the map?’  They [Elders/knowledge keepers] won’t 
know [on maps] because it’s all different (SC20/02). 

The reported cancellation of student canoe trips through Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] down Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] is an example where opportunities for the Nation’s 
youth to hear Elders’ teachings and stories related to river travel were truncated because of 
barge drilling activities. 

Loss of Peaceful Enjoyment and Solitude/Loss of Comfort and Safety 
The quiet, peaceful enjoyment of the beauty of the land is highly valued by CRDN members and 
often referred to.  The noise and commotion associated with exploration activities, including the 
impacts of the increased traffic on Cluff Lake Road, the main access for CRDN members going Up 
North (see above) is an incompatible intrusion.  A particularly distressing example of the 
disturbance of peace and quiet reported by many CRDN members customarily resident in the 
area surrounding Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] was the relentless and continuous 
noise and visibility related to the aerial survey flights which were conducted over the lake for 
several seasons (circa 2013, 2014).  These overflights are understood to have occurred prior to 
and in conjunction with the appearance of drilling barges on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] and were very extremely distressing for many members of the Nation.  For some CRDN 
residents in the area, the constant noise of overflights was so unbearable that they ‘chose’ 
(were forced) to remove themselves from their cabins and camps in the area.   

It was nerve-racking when we sat down (CR33/03).   

[Hard to relax] especially the last couple years, yeah....[Planes] right just above 
the tree line. From 7 in the morning til 7 at night.  That’s the last couple years 
[2012-2013] (CR40/03). 
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Yeah, because like last year [2013] and the year before the planes were going 
crazy. You know, like planes from 8 or 7 o’clock in the morning came right on 
your lake, right there, right by your cabin.  They fly in there, ten minutes later it 
will fly back again. And then all day long for over a week. They were still doing 
that; we packed up and left for town again…. It was [too disturbing] – 
REALLY!.... We were there for over a week, they were still doing that.  So we just 
took off (CR34/03).  Well last year [2013] there were lots of line cuttings, eh.  
You could hear lots of power saws (CR34/03). We used to camp up at least a 
month in fall time, you know? A month we should be gone. We like the areas 
there, it’s so quiet. Peaceful. You can do what you want to do there. But it’s no 
more now.  No more.  Just like our cabin itself, and us, like we’re invisibly there 
(CR34/03). 

Beyond the noise of overflights, CRDN residents in the immediate vicinity of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] were subject to the ambient noise of chainsaws engaged in clearing 
activities.  More disturbing than the noise itself was the emotional distress and uneasiness 
related to the awareness that stands of large trees belonging to No Hoe Neneh were being taken 
down and that such destructive activities were driving our animals away (see Section 6.6.3.3).  
The intrusive ugliness of industrial equipment on such beautiful lands and waters within CRDN 
traditional lands was also noted. 

So, I think the gate is here, eh…. We don’t bother, we just don’t bother….Yeah, 
we just stopped [going to Patterson Lake]. When we see people somewhere we 
just don’t bother no more, you know. We just don’t want to disturb other people, 
what they’re doing (CR34/03).  This is where we built our own road here to these 
lakes, small little lakes. That’s where we built our own cabin....About 3, 4 years 
ago [ca. 2010]....but it’s not private no more (CR34/03). 

There was like 5 drills going on the lake.  They were loud. It was such an ugly 
sight for a beautiful lake, at Patterson. I was there in the summertime 
(CR59/05). 

It’s [Patterson Lake} not comfortable.  It’s not safe for me, for my kids, for 
[future] generations, whatever. For them - I probably won’t see it, but my kids, 
my grandkids, and the generations, like (CR56/05).   

In addition to the emotional and spiritual discomfort triggered by the sight of industrial activities 
on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the presence of outsider work crews in the bush, 
engaged in clearing and other activities, some CRDN members report concerns about physical 
safety which can and have arisen at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]. Such concerns have 
led to changes in customary harvesting activity patterns.  Such experiences are not confined to 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (see Section 6.6.1.1). 

[The NexGen access road went in] a few years back maybe three, four years 
[circa 2015]....Ever since then, like I’ve kind of steered away.... Because my 
buddy went on that road after they pulled it in, and he says, like this guy from 
NexGen like cut him off and he was real rude to him. So I didn’t want to have 
that encounter with somebody else. Especially if he’s rude to me in the 
bush....But that was always kind of like my hunting ground (CR64/05).  Like I 
said, I’d rather have my own safety and their safety at the same time, right 
(CR64/05).  But now, like, you feel like you’re restricted because there’s people 
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working there.  And for my safety and their safety, like I don’t want to – I don’t 
want to be...hunting around them areas, right.  Because you don’t know where – 
where who’s drilling and where who’s working, right....So anyways I’ve kind of 
changed course on my hunting areas now. But it’s not as good as I used to have 
it there (CR64/05).  

As described by CRDN members, the experience of not feeling safe on the land, triggered by 
witnessing industrial destruction and degradation of longstanding living and harvesting areas 
within No Hoe Neneh (including Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]), is not without 
precedence.  It is reported to have happened in the Cluff Lake Area with an operating uranium 
mine and mill and continues into the present day, decades after the mine facilities were 
dismantled and the operational site remediated and decommissioned (see Section 6.5.2). 

Like I said, like - when we drive to the Cluff Lake.   It just - you don’t even want to 
drink from the lake or it just doesn’t feel safe. Just that area (CR59/05).  

Fears for the Future  
Underlying the loss of peaceful enjoyment of the land related to outsider presence and intrusive 
activity, reported by CRDN members in the Patterson Lake Area and at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] specifically, is a much larger issue:  As evident in the foregoing 
descriptions, there are ever mounting concerns for the future of the Nation in the face of 
widespread industrial encroachments which are transforming (adversely impacting) the Nation’s 
traditional lands far beyond Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and precluding and/or 
interfering with CRDN Denesuline customary ways of living.  The words used by CRDN members 
to describe both the nature and the scope of the fears for the future of the Nation are self-
explanatory. 

They are just taking our land, those guys, to destroy everything from us. And like 
once they are - whatever they find over here, they dig everything out, they can 
kill it. They’ll be back home rich but we’ll be poor without our food - our 
traditional food! We’ll have nothing left by that time, you know.  That’s how I 
feel right now (CR34/03). 

But now it’s all terrible now….I don’t like [what I’m seeing] because of the poor 
people in La Loche. We’re not rich but somehow everything is spoiled – the 
water and fishing. How are we going to live because it’s all burned over there, no 
rabbits, nothing? No moose. How? See but now they are drilling on the lake, that 
Patterson, right on the lake they’re drilling. So they spoil everything. But how are 
we going to live this way? We got no money. I won’t see it anyway. I won’t see it 
because I’m 72 years old. But my grandchildren, a lot of kids around (CR08/03). 

What if those people are coming to us and tell us not to live here no more 
because they’re going to do something. What are we going to say? (CR34/03). 

But a lot of folks we don`t know what`s going on.  So to me – even around my 
cabin, they`re building lots of cut lines now.  But nobody seems to notify anybody 
or...  Because we use that lake for hunting, stuff, fishing, and stuff like that 
around there.  Because there`s a lot of nice lakes around there to fish, eh....So 
what`s going to happen there?  Are they going to block it off, or what? 
(CR33/05).   
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6.6.4 Summary of Existing Exploration-Related Impacts Experienced by CRDN  
A broad range of mineral exploration activities which have and are currently taking place 
throughout CRDN traditional lands have been described by CRDN members in the foregoing 
segments of this report (Section 6.6).  In the Tthëł̨ Tú [Axe Lake] Area, extensive multi-year oil 
sands exploration programs have been carried out since around 2007 and continue into the 
present day.  Similarly, in the Patterson Lake Area, and at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake], in particular, intensive ongoing multi-company uranium exploration activities have 
been/are taking place since 2013 or thereabouts.  As has been documented in the Nation’s 
TLUO investigations carried out between 2010 and 2016, exploration activities in both these 
areas are reported to have had and continue to have far reaching negative implications for the 
Nation’s Denesuline families and the lands and waters upon which these activities are occurring.   
 
Both areas are well known within the community for their longstanding and intensive use (living 
and harvesting) by CRDN families.  Such use and occupation is confirmed by the concentration 
of TLUO records, recorded by CRDN members, located within the Patterson Lake Area.  From the 
outset, uranium exploration drilling activities taking place at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake], circa 2013, were reported to be a matter with serious adverse implications for CRDN 
members because of the lake’s relationship to Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] and the entire Des 
Nëtthë́ [Clearwater River] Watershed which encompasses the greater part of CRDN’s traditional 
lands (see Section 5.0).  As described by CRDN members in Section 6.6.3.4, the multi-year 
mineral exploration programs in that location have resulted in deleterious and cascading 
adverse impacts to CRDN Denesuline families’ customary relationships with Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the immediate surrounding lands.  
 
In this instance, it is clearly evident that an assumption on the part of government agencies and 
exploration companies that mineral exploration programs have little or no impact on affected 
Indigenous communities is misinformed.  Mineral exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] have been described by CRDN members as problematic from the very 
outset.  The approved mineral exploration activities are reported and documented to have 
substantively affected CRDN and the community-at-large, years in advance of the decision by 
NexGen (circa 2019) to proceed with a regulatory application for a uranium mine and mill. 
project 
 
Since these exploration activities occurred without reference to the intensity of CRDN use and 
occupancy of the area in question, the much longer term nature of the uranium mine and mill 
project (s) now being proposed by NexGen (and Fission) compound the impacts and concerns 
initially reported by CRDN members.  The project-specific IRKS interviews carried out with CRDN 
members in the first quarter of 2020 reflect the compounded nature of the concerns and 
anticipated impacts related to a uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake].  These anticipated impacts are presented in the next section of this IRKS report. 
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7.0 IRKS FINDINGS  
A great deal uranium exploration activity, of deep concern to CRDN members, occurred before 
the Nation was engaged by NexGen to provide input related to the proposed Rook 1 uranium 
mine and mill (circa 2019).  These disturbances have been described in detail in Section 6.4.3.4.  
The input provided by CRDN for the regulatory process is submitted in the form of an IRKS which 
consolidates baseline information necessary for a comprehensive examination and assessment 
of how the Nation’s rights and interests would be affected by a uranium mine and mill at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].   
 
The planned project-specific IRKS investigations related to the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill were abruptly curtailed in March 2020 as a result of the Covid 19 pandemic.  A number 
of possible options to complete the investigations with CRDN members as initially planned were 
considered and explored.  None were found to be workable.  Therefore, a decision was made by 
CRDN leadership to prepare the IRKS report based on the findings which emerged from a 
partially completed interview process in conjunction with findings from earlier TLUO 
investigations  completed by the Nation between 2010 and 2016 (see Section 2.5.4 and 
Appendix 2).  
 
To this end, the information in hand was carefully examined with a focus on identifying and 
understanding members’ stated concerns related to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill on the shores of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The truncated IRKS interview 
process was counterbalanced by the availability of a very substantial body of information 
derived from earlier CRDN TLUO investigations which are directly relevant to the proposed Rook 
1 project and the regulatory decision-making process. 

7.1 PREAMBLE 
Before proceeding with the presentation of the anticipated impacts of a uranium mine and mill 
at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] as identified by the CRDN members, there are two 
matters which arose in the course of the completed 2020 IRKS interviews which warrant 
mention in the context of a regulatory review.  The first matter of note is that most CRDN 
members who participated in IRKS interviews report that they have a limited understanding of 
uranium and uranium mining processes in general.  They also report that they have little or no 
technical information about the extraction process or the remediation plans being proposed by 
NexGen for the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill.     
 
The second matter is that this IRKS is the first regulatory-driven study that the Nation has been 
involved in and for CRDN members the process is new and unfamiliar.  All IRKS participants 
interviewed in 2020 believe that the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] will inevitably be approved.  There is virtually no trust among CRDN 
members interviewed that the Nation’s individual and collective rights and interests to live 
customary Denesuline lives on clean (uncontaminated) traditional lands will be meaningfully 
reflected in the prescribed regulatory process or in the operating conditions of a uranium mine 
and mill.  
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Notwithstanding the lack of trust within the community in relation to the Crown and the 
proponent’s intentions, CRDN administration has opted to become an active and constructive 
party in a consultation and project review process to ensure that the expressed community 
issues and concerns are known and acted upon by the Crown. 

7.1.1 Paucity of Information 
In the course of the community IRKS interview process many CRDN study participants were 
unaware that a regulatory application was being formally advanced by NexGen for the Rook 1 
uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].   

Like, how far along are they in regards to their company drilling there?  Have 
they... Do they now want to propose a mine? (CR80/05). 

And a lot of people do have cabins Up North that they don’t even know what’s 
going on behind their back yard.  That they have to ask (CR47/05).   

Those CRDN IRKS participants who were aware of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill 
application reported that they had little or no basic understanding of the operational plans for 
the extraction facilities proposed by NexGen at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]. In this 
regard, interview participants, for example, stated that they didn’t know whether the proposed 
mining operations would be above or below-ground and made reference to the use of fracking 
and steam extraction processes.   

And how are they going to take out the uranium? Like is it going to be 
underground?  Is it going to be open surface?  Are they going to put dikes in? 
(CR64/05).  

I don’t know whether - if they’re having an open pit mine or, you know what I 
mean, like.  Or are they going to try and get it from - through steam or 
whatever....I don’t really know the process that they’re going to be using yet  
(CR03/05).  

I’m pretty sure they’re going to use steam, something to get [it out] (CR61/05). 

Moreover, the operational plans proposed by NexGen and Fission, the two companies operating 
at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], are commonly conflated.  An understanding of the 
proposed operational plan(s), often mentioned in interviews, is that part of K’ëd́aghë 
Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican Lake [Patterson Lake] will be diked and drained and that the fish 
belonging to Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] have already been moved elsewhere.  

Well, aren’t they draining that lake? (CR80/05).  

They need a lot of water to drill.  And where are they getting that water? 
Eventually it’s still going to drain. Because how much water does it take to 
frack. A lot! (CR57/05).  It’s kind of sad that they’re actually going to drain 
[Patterson Lake]…This is not just for me. I’ll have grandkids someday. They’re 
not going to have a Lloyd Lake to go to because if you drain Patterson, you’re 
stopping the flow of this lake here (CR57/05).  

The last time I heard is they’re going to drain the water and start mining under 
or something like that eh.   And we went there a few years ago, while there 
were activities that were going on there....They transferred it [fish] to some 
lake.  Yeah....That’s what we heard (CR61/05). 
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Well from the rumours I heard, that they were going to drain the lake, the last 
time I heard. And that was the last time, so I don’t know much (CR59/05). 

I believe – I don’t think there’s no more fish there, eh. They took out everything.  
All the fish and dumped it somewhere else....That’s what they did (CR62/05) 

In response to queries made by the IRKS research team about personal knowledge of mining 
and milling processes generally and uranium and milling mining processes specifically, most 
CRDN IRKS respondents reported that other than Cluff Lake Mine, personal knowledge of the 
technical aspects of mining and milling was limited.  

Like I – All I know is that there’s mines up there but I don’t know much about it 
(CR57/059). 

You see right now we don’t know much about uranium mines because we didn’t 
know much about Cluff Lake, right (CR18/05). 

Irrespective of the lack of specific technological knowledge about mining and milling processes, 
CRDN members are aware that uranium extraction operations generate toxic wastes and tailings 
as occurred with Cluff Lake Mine.  CRDN members are also aware that toxic ‘chemicals and 
‘stuff’’ as well as unknown quantities of water are required in uranium extraction processes. 
Moreover, they understand that the radioactive elements found within residual tailings and 
waste rock are extremely detrimental to the water and the natural environment.   

Because it’s uranium. That sh_t is bad, you know (CR18/05). 

Uranium - I think it kills everything. Uranium powder is kind of heavy, eh.   Like it 
don’t blow up in the air; it stays in the ground. So they say (CR63/05). 

But my concern is, I heard they’re going to dig out uranium, something like that. 
And I overheard about it, that it usually kills the land, whatever. Once it reaches 
the animal....And that’s one of my concerns about this mine. Like, they’re 
digging out uranium from the underground.  I heard that once it’s evaporated 
it’s going to kill everything or whatever (CR61/05). 

That’s what bothers me though. They have a lot of chemicals that they 
need....But the thing is, what are they going to do with all these chemicals that 
they leave behind? (CR57/05). 

Personal knowledge of the contaminated tailings and equipment dump at the Cluff Lake mine 
site was mentioned by a number of CRDN harvesters. Even though it looks real nice CRDN 
harvesters are aware of what lies beneath the surface.  A number of individuals reported that 
they are conducting their own personal internet searches to learn more about uranium mines in 
Saskatchewan and the toxic legacy of tailings, in order to better understand what would and 
could happen at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (see Section 6.5.2.8).   
 
As IRKS participants have noted, the profound adverse implications of a uranium mine and mill 
at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], for CRDN Denesuline families and the Nation as a 
whole, will necessarily require the involvement of the entire community.  Since CRDN members’ 
use, occupancy, and attachments to the Patterson Lake Area are so intense and longstanding, 
funding by governments and project proponents will be required for the Nation’s independent 
technical information gathering and knowledge building, as well as for in-depth culturally 
appropriate community studies, communications, discussions, and consensus building efforts.   
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We need to be part of the process. Nobody can make decisions on our behalf. 
Yeah. We need to be a part of the process (CR82/05). 

7.1.2 Lack of Trust  
In the course of IRKS interviews, many CRDN members spoke about their lack of trust in the 
regulatory process, government policies and standards, mining companies generally, and 
NexGen specifically.   

7.1.2.1 No Trust in Regulatory Process/Mine Approval is Inevitable 
All CRDN members involved in IRKS interviews relayed their belief that the approval of the 
proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is a foregone 
conclusion, despite serious consequences for the Nation’s Denesuline families.  CRDN youth, 
although not formally involved in the IRKS, also raised the question of why Indigenous 
communities are expected to bear the environmental burdens of mining projects (see Section 
8.2.1.3). 
 
For IRKS participants, the prevailing impression is that governments and their agencies work to 
support and advocate for uranium mining projects to proceed rather than serving as 
representatives of the Crown responsible for upholding treaty promises and obligations.  There 
is no belief that the health and well-being of northern Indigenous peoples is taken into account.   

Well I know that`s what`s going to happen for sure, eh.... It`s going to 
happen....What can we do, eh?....It will be the same [as Cluff Lake].  They don`t 
worry about the people around here.  They only worry about money now, eh.  All 
the big monies (CR33/05).  

I think that the government is going to issue no matter what we say, or what we 
do. They’re going to bypass us somehow, some way, because that means there’s 
more money for the government too, right? And I don’t think they give a rat’s 
ass about us over here (CR18/05).  

Actually, eventually they’re going to start mining for sure. For sure! I don’t think 
we’re going to stop them....It won’t happen. They keep training.  They want to 
keep training the kids (CR63/05).  

I don’t want to see a mine on Patterson].  Regardless, like, they’re going to do it, 
right (CR59/05). 

Like it’s the dollars that talks most (CR64/05).  Well, regardless whether I’m 
opposed to it, it’s the money that runs the show in this world, right (CR64/05).   

Because even though we say No, way down the line, they’re still going to go 
ahead (CR47/05).  

At the end of the day, they’re only there for the money.  They’re not there for us 
people of the north. They’re only there for the money. When that is gone, they’re 
gone. But my children, my grandchildren, great-grandchildren, they’re going to 
be still here. I’m going to be dead and gone, but they’re going to be still here. 
And the impact is still going to cause them grief....But, like I said, its natural 
resources, they’re there to stay (CR60/05).   
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CRDN members’ lack of trust in the regulatory process for the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill is based on previous experiences with government agendas and resource exploration 
and extraction companies where outsiders’ interests and values have invariably prevailed over 
Indigenous peoples’ interests and values.    

You don’t even think about that, eh.  It’s a free country, a long time ago.  Just 
like that.  Like I said, the last time I talked to the [government] person - I don’t 
remember his name, eh, - Turnor Lake meeting.  ‘That land is for nothing,’ they 
said.   And I said, ‘No’.  I said, ‘That’s our land. A lot of people, my great grandpa, 
grandpa, grandma, they all used to be live there.  Even summer time. Because 
there was no welfare, eh.  Where’s the fish –you go there with your family. ‘See,’ 
I says, ‘I know why you’re saying that,’ I told him. Somebody – what they call 
that – [Dene translator].  Yeah.  So, I was I talking Dene and I says, ‘That sounds 
like the government, that one, the provincial government.’  ‘That land is all for 
nothing,’ he said....So I told him, ‘You government, you are smart,’ I said.  ‘You’re 
smart.  That’s a long time ago there was no welfare. You have to work for your 
kids.  You have to do something for your kids, growing. Now, you give ‘em a little 
bit of money - young people.  Little by little....so they’ll stop [living off the land],’ 
I said.  Now the government wants to take all this one here [lands Up North] 
(CR09/01). 

They tried to do this with First Nations before. Just take it away and decide when 
to give it back! (CR81/05).   

So, the thing is – you know the southern people, they claimed everything, the 
land and you know.  And without letting us know...And – they make the law but 
they’re not upholding the law...They want to put us on the side and ravish the 
land (CR53/05).   

That exploration activities ostensibly commenced at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
without CRDN and community members’ meaningful involvement, was a specific issue raised in 
TLUO interviews in 2014 and 2016 and again in the 2020 IRKS interviews.  The impacts of these 
initial activities on the Nation’s members were immediate and alarming. The fact that NexGen 
established its exploration camp on the peninsula at K’ëd́aghë Goráchághı tu/Upper Pelican 
Lake [Patterson Lake] is recognized as an obvious breach of CRDN rights, given the number of 
individuals and families actively harvesting and residing in the area.  

Yeah, like they’re going through [CRDN] territory where they shouldn’t be. That’s 
our land!  That’s invading!....They didn’t consult with the band, with the 
people...That’s what I mean.  Government can just do what they want to do, you 
know what I mean (CR18/05).   

CRDN members living near Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] state that the people living in 
the immediate area of disturbance should have been informed about planned exploration 
activities.  It reportedly did not happen and as such it is a disrespectful breach of customary 
community practice.  As was explained by CRDN members, anyone in the community 
contemplating any activity on traditional lands first checks with others who might be affected by 
such an action to ensure that it will not interfere with (bother) those who are already there (see 
Section 4.1.3). 

They don`t tell people what they`re going to do.  I noticed when I went to our – 
when we were staying at the cabin, in the summer.  There used to be lots of 
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planes flying over, different shapes – just like dragging something from 
behind....We were there that time when they were doing that, eh.  Big white 
plane, yeah.  But nobody – they never tell the people what`s going on, eh, you 
know what I mean?....They should have notified the people what`s going 
on....But right now the way it is, it`s just like behind closed doors (CR33/05).   

That’s what I’ve been hearing. They are going to build that....They’re going to 
open up a mine or whatever [at Patterson Lake]. Next ten years it’s going to 
boom, they say. I don’t know.  It’s all rumors....Bad news....I see the planes and 
the workers, driving in and out of that access (CR40/03). 

And now we can’t even go very far from our cabin because there are lots of 
people are working here and there. They are blocking [us]….We were never told 
this is going on or anything. Like we had a cabin here, we do fishing on these 
lakes and now last year [2013], we barely did nothing (CR34/03). 

You know what.  If we went south and dig someone`s yard out...we would get 
shot.  But why come to our country and not let us know what`s you`re digging.  
Geographically, it`s all a burial grounds.  And it`s sacred (CR53/05). 

7.1.2.2 No Trust in Government Contaminant Safety Standards 
CRDN IRKS participants state that they have little or no trust in government and industry safety 
standards and assessments. While hope (faint) is expressed in IRKS interviews that NexGen’s 
assurances about the safety of the planned uranium mining and milling processes might in fact 
be true, members’ prior firsthand experiences with uranium mining activities at Cluff Lake and 
with neighbouring Indigenous communities within the Alberta oil sands region demonstrate 
something different.  Namely, Indigenous peoples’ needs and interests in the way of human and 
animal and plant health (and their inextricable interconnections) are of little consequence to 
governments when there are competing industrial resource extraction interests. 

Personally, I’m not going to drink that water from Cluff Lake area, eat the 
berries, whatever.  [Those industry guys can] go up there and drink the 
water....drink all the water you want....But this is me personally.  There’s a lot of 
people who are feeling the same way, that’s not going to drink that water from 
Cluff Lake....But they’re [industry] saying that, ‘Oh it’s safe, it’s safe.’ Whatever, 
right. They’re all going to say it’s safe....But we don’t know that because they’re 
just feeding us [a line]....’Take it from me. It’s safe. It’s okay.  Don’t worry about 
it’ (CR18/05).  

When I talked to those [industry] guys, I said the same thing.... ‘No, nothing’s 
going to—won’t affect anything’ that’s what they said, eh.  I said, ‘I don’t think 
so’ (CR63/05).  

Like they say, they always say that it’s everything to a standard.  But I don’t 
know. I don’t believe that. When something’s contaminated, I don’t think [so] 
(CR59/05). 

[We] don`t want to see the same thing as happened at Fort Chip.  You know, we 
don`t want to be down that road.  There should be protocols and steps taken 
before any of these things start happening (CR80/05). 
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For CRDN members, protective measures must first and foremost focus on ensuring that the air, 
water and ground are safe for the people and the plants and wildlife who also call No Hoe Neneh 
home.  They must also recognize Denesuline standards for clean water and air which differ from 
government standards.  Cluff Lake Mine still does not meet Denesuline standards in the present 
day. Verbal assurances coming from mine proponents and government agencies, that the air 
and water will be safe do not assuage community concerns that the proposed Rook 1 mine and 
mill jeopardizes health and wellbeing of all lifeforms Up North.  Nor are conventional safety 
standards considered to be adequate.   

No, there’s no trust there I don’t think.  As far as I’m concerned.   I don`t trust 
them at all....Yeah.  [It needs to be] Recorded somewhere (CR82/05). 

I would like to know legally, how much of this stuff they are allowed to do and 
how much they need to tell us.....I`d like to see, what are their regulations and 
what are their standards that they have to abide by that we don`t know about, 
you know.  That we don`t normally ask about I guess.  Where are they finding 
loopholes, I guess you could say – like where they don`t really have to tell us 
things, but something that we could question if we really wanted to, you know 
what I mean (CR81/05). 

Based on what IRKS participants say, there is little or no trust in conventional processes and 
procedures that rest solely with mining companies and governments  Without independent on-
the-ground oversight by CRDN members and robust testing and monitoring programs developed 
and carried out by members and technical consultants working for the Nation, the ongoing 
safety of the community and the foods harvested within the Patterson Lake Area and the Des 
Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed is definitely questioned.  

No [trust].  Maybe if our people were out there.  Maybe that could be OK 
(CR47/05). 

How do we get our own people to do ah – Regulate alongside NexGen or 
whoever company? [Our own environmental people].  That should be a given 
(CR82/05). NexGen should pay the dollars to hire a person from our First Nation 
who is working in the interests of our First Nation, not them.  They should be the 
ones that...allow us to...hire our own [environmental coordinator]....Our 
choice....That coordinator, that could be their job.  Is that they should have our 
own environmental people in place.  Our own people, that we hire, who are 
working on the interests of the Band.  People who work up there (CR83/05).  

And do they share their findings for the things that - when they assess the water 
and all of that stuff?  And there`s no real obligation to let us know if it affects 
us....Not just monitoring.  I think they should be able to fix it if they know they`re 
doing something wrong to it [the water], you know what I mean.  If they know 
there`s - like they`re doing something to the water that`s not ok, how are they 
going to take the steps to fix it.  Or to the animals.... And how involved [is] our 
community is going to be in all that (CR81/05). 

As well as people finding certain animals with things on them, like ah 
[abnormalities]....there [should] be a place for them to take these animals to get 
tested and to see it....Somewhere to have it tested to see if it’s 
[ok]....Yeah....ongoing investigation on how water, their levels and everything 
should be public knowledge.  It shouldn`t be something that`s kept 
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[secret]....Transparency.  And...community members [should be] monitoring 
these waters.  Not [the companies]....And long term monitoring.  Not just one 
time check of the waters, you know....they should do this annually, 
continuously...That’s why I keep asking, ‘What type of monitoring system do 
they have to ensure the safety of this water that they’re draining and they’re 
punching holes through the ground, collecting uranium...but no one’s mentioned 
anything about how to protect the waters around this lake or in the lake.  I did 
not hear a single thing about – Oh well, ‘Let’s see how much uranium has spilled 
down to the next lake over.  Or Lloyd Lake or...Preston, whatever.’  It’s the circle 
– like.... We eat! [fish]  And...fencing this area in....I don’t want to see animals 
coming through there.  Or the fish that migrate through these waters (CR80/05). 

7.1.2.3 Little Trust in Mining Companies/NexGen 
Despite anything that CRDN Denesuline families say to the contrary, IRKS participants are of the 
view that government approval of NexGen’s proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill is a done 
deal.  Under these conditions, the Nation ostensibly has two ‘choices.’ Namely, ‘acceptance’ of 
the dispossession/displacement and degradation at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] with 
promised ‘benefits’ or ‘acceptance’ without promised ‘benefits.’ 
 
Moreover, based on the earlier experience with Cluff Lake Mine (Section 6.5.2) and more recent 
experience with the Oilsands Quest exploration activities in the Tthëł̨ Tú/Axe Lake Area (see 
Section 6.6.1), CRDN IRKS participants are very wary of ‘promised benefits’ since they have 
failed to materialize in the past.  CRDN members report that while locals might initially be hired 
or contracted, reasons are soon found to replace local employees and contractors with industry 
colleagues from the south.   At the present time, NexGen’s performance in regard to contracts 
and employment is under close community watch.  Thus far, it is reported to be disappointing 
but not surprising.  

If they [NexGen] offer [jobs]. But who knows, right....I hear when they built the 
Cluff Lake Road there to the Cluff Lake Mine, they say locals was the first 
priority....But it never happened, so I don’t think -Not too many locals finished 
off the run over at that place....Yeah, empty promises, broken promises all the 
time, right.   They say its money....Like even with NexGen here, I know they 
donated stuff to the community and breakfast programs and stuff. But still - 
Like, I didn’t see any contracts coming up....For our community. Even catering or 
whatever....Like it was all outside, right.  I know they gave us small jobs here and 
there just to - Maybe just to keep our mouths shut, but that’s the way I look at 
stuff, like (CR58/05). 

And yet they’re trying to open up that thing [uranium mine at Patterson Lake], 
saying that there’s going to be lots of money.  That they’re [CRDN members] 
going to benefit from. If they haven’t started that with us now, how are they 
going to do that in the future? (CR47/05). 

I don’t know what kind of benefits.  The [NexGen] benefits just came out.  I call 
that July 1st. [chuckle]....July 1st they serve us a hamburgers and hotdogs 
(CR65/05).   

But I don’t know if it’s for us, you know [jobs].  This [Patterson] area?  I don’t 
know, because even now, I hear people complaining about not getting a job 
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from NexGen.  And they say they need Grade 10, Grade 11 and Grade 12.  And 
they need the diploma in order [to work]....For the NexGen (CR62/05). 

Well, they`re saying they`re going to have, like a – 55 per cent of the people will 
be working from this area.  First priority will be that - Clearwater, they`re saying.  
But I don`t know if it`s going to be true or not, you know what I mean (CR54/05). 

A number of CRDN members interviewed in March 2020, state that, in hindsight, they now 
understand NexGen’s good neighbour contributions to the community were a disingenuous way 
of detracting attention away from the company’s exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the unilateral development of their uranium mining and milling 
plans.  The NexGen community contributions referred to include a school breakfast program, 
school jackets for students, and support for local youth sports programs.   

There was a lot of deflecting going with the things we were offered….I find there 
was a lot of deflecting going on with our community.  So many things were paid 
for and given to us and they were very – in our schools, in our community – while 
they were Up North doing that.  And when they got to a certain point, all of a 
sudden, nothing is happening with us – they`re not here, they`re not talking to us 
anymore in the school. But they weren`t talking to us about the mining and the 
drilling, and all that stuff.  They were just doing things for our community.  Like 
paying for our breakfast program, paying for the jackets, paying for the sports 
program, like there was so much of that going on.  And then Up North, they 
were looking – scanning the area to see how it would benefit them. So I thought 
that was a little weird....And very unfair, I think (CR81/05) 

NexGen’s community contributions are understood by members to have been a way of securing 
the goodwill and loyalty of students too young to fully understand the implications for the 
Nation and traditional lands.  They are also understood to be a way of keeping CRDN parents 
from speaking out about activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and possibly 
jeopardizing the support offered.    

Only NexGen buying off our kids….All the fridge.  All the food. Clothes….And their 
rooms are being paid for them, along with the meals [for sports]….And because 
the new generation will not be fighting for it [the land], because if they are 
giving a piece of money for it, they’ll go for it [the money]. Because they haven’t 
really learned how to be in the traditional way (CR47/05).  

Because they bought the students already. They provided everything for the 
students, including the jackets that looks....  Plus whatever you can think of. And 
the same thing with the town people’s students - the high school. They bought 
the kids already.  So, that’s one of the reasons why people are afraid to even 
speak out or do anything about (CR47/05). 

Everything like….Breakfast program for three years, now...That’s going on three 
years now [circa 2017]. Hockey games. Whatever, the supplies, like 
materials….Now the parents don’t even fundraise for their kids anymore. So it’s 
real sad now; it’s really sad (CR56/05). 

A few IRKS participants stated that they had mixed feelings about the proposed project.  While 
much needed (and desired) local job and contracting opportunities are recognized to be 
potentially beneficial for the Nation’s members, the environmental risks cannot be ignored 
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because they jeopardize a distinctive Denesuline way of life.  The potential negative social 
impacts of an abrupt infusion of large sums of money, for a community which has historically 
been cash-poor, are also recognized as matters which need to be carefully considered. 

[L]ike I’m not against industry or anything, but, you know what I mean. Like if 
they can – if they find a way of doing it and if it’s going to benefit the 
community, you know.  I don’t have a problem with that. But if it’s going to, like, 
destroy the land, then I do have a problem with that (CR03/05).  

You know, right now, there’s going to be—a lot of people are going to be for it.  
And there’s going to be people against it....It’s like—right now our community, 
both communities - La Loche, Clearwater - unemployment’s so high that many 
people are struggling.  People are in desperate need for jobs and 
whatever....Like...sure jobs would be nice, it’s going to be—you know—good 
paying jobs for everybody....And people that have contracts, or contractors or 
whatever, the same thing. At the same time, that’s where we say...’What if 
something happens to our land, our water (CR18/05).  [Y]ou know a lot of people 
here, financially don’t—because a lot of people don’t work or whatever, right.  
Like say, once this mine is open and people are getting good paying jobs and 
whatever, a lot of people that I think—because even right now we have an issue 
with people drinking and drugs and everything, gambling....  Is that going to 
affect a lot of people? Are we going to see more drinking, more drugs? 
(CR18/05).  

For tradition-oriented IRKS participants, the concept of jobs and contracts being ‘beneficial’ to 
the Nation is rejected outright in view of the resulting very long term (till the end of time) 
degradation of traditional lands Up North and the inextricably interconnected short and long 
term negative consequences for CRDN harvesting which is the essential expression of a distinct 
Denesuline way of life. 

And then like corporations is just about money. Like we said it so many times, 
‘We can’t eat money’....We don’t benefit from it....But that’s the thing 
(CR57/05). 

Pack everything [up], Leave!   Don’t bother us anymore...And take your stuff 
[radioactive waste] with you! (CR47/05).  

Shut down! Shut everything down!....Tell those people to leave.... Because we 
were there before them (CR56/05).  

If it gets to the point where a mine is actually built, how is that going to benefit 
our community?   And for the future?  This is going to be around to forty to eighty 
years....How could that be beneficial to us if we can`t control whether there`s 
going to be a mine set up anyway (CR81/05). 

Some IRKS participants specifically reject the purported benefits of jobs and contracts as an 
equivalent exchange for the impacts on CRDN Denesuline lifeways which will extend for an 
unknown number of generations beyond the projected life of the proposed Rook 1 mine and 
mill. In this regard, CRDN’s experience with the consequences of Cluff Lake Mine is instructive 
(Section 6.5.2).   
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I personally don’t like to see uranium mining....It’s not benefitting, you know.  
That footprint is awful. Well, what we see from Cluff Lake; they [mines] have 
awful footprints (CR60/05).   

And I’ve been talking about these things, like; and nobody seems to understand 
me, where I’m coming from. You know what I mean....What I see and Mother 
Earth, and on this Earth and us as human beings; they don’t really see it that 
way. They don’t really picture it that way. But 50 – 60 -70 years from now the 
Earth is going to be destroyed. It’s going to be all black....you know – that’s my 
huge concern about it....I just don’t think about when I’m going to get my next 
money or when is my next thing. I think about my kids’ kids’ kids’ future 
(CR62/05). [They see] just the money, nothing else. And what I see is - I see a 
beautiful forest, beautiful, you know, everything. Even the birds, when you want 
to sit quietly.  You know, you listen to the nature. Nature sings to you, you know.  
It talks to you (CR62/05).  It’s going to destroy the area, you know.  Even us as 
human beings, you know.  If it can destroy fish, trees, it can destroy us too. 
That’s my concern too (CR62/05). 

While CRDN members recognize that impacts and losses of this nature simply cannot be 
commodified and assigned a monetary value, they also believe that the uranium mine and mill 
at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will be built, irrespective of the effects for the 
community (see Section 7.1.2.1).  For this reason, a meaningful compensatory acknowledgment 
for the Nation’s families is a stated requirement. This includes recompense and reparation for 
losses already incurred as well as those which are anticipated (short, long, and very long term).  
For some CRDN members, a fair share of the proceeds from the development is the stated 
minimum expectation.  

They`re standing to make quite a bit of money, as well.... How much involvement 
does the Band with the company – like benefits...for using these lands.  More 
than jobs and contracts....A certain percentage of the royalties should be given 
to [the Band]....And I`m not just talking [school] jackets....I`m not talking one 
winter jacket a year, either, so there`s [a percentage for]....the community 
(CR80/05).   

7.2 ANTICIPATED IMPACTS TO CRDN RIGHTS AND DENESULINE WAY OF LIFE 
The 2020 IRKS interviews, specific to the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill, affirm the 
longstanding and intensive use of the Patterson Lake Area and Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], as has been documented by CRDN members in TLUO investigations 
carried out between 2010 and 2016.  This documentation was presented in Section 5.0.  The 
IRKS interviews also confirm that the NexGen uranium exploration activities at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] went forward without due consideration of the Nation’s rights and 
interests in the area and have substantively and negatively affected CRDN members’ customary 
use and occupancy of the lands in question.  These substantive impacts occurred years prior to 
the regulatory application to construct and operate the Rook 1 uranium mine and mill now 
being advanced by NexGen (see Section 6.6.3).  

In the course of the 2020 IRKS interviews, CRDN members further clarified how the proposed 
Rook 1 mine and mill will exacerbate and magnify the previously identified impacts of uranium 
exploration activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The IRKS interviews also 
resulted in the identification of other anticipated impacts related to an operating uranium mine 
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and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  A summary examination of all the existing 
and anticipated impacts identified by CRDN to date follows. 

The matters described by CRDN members in relation to unclean conditions (i.e. water, air and 
uranium waste rock and tailings) presented herein are grounded in CRDN Denesuline beliefs, 
traditional knowledge, and environmental observations.  They are also based on the Nation’s 
previous experience with Cluff Lake Mine, notwithstanding the fact that most IRKS participants 
clearly stated that they are largely uninformed about technical aspects of mining operations in 
general, and specifically uninformed about the proposed operational plans and extraction 
processes for the proposed Rook 1 mine and mill (see Section 7.1.1).   
 
While CRDN Denesuline standards for clean water, air, and ground, are noted to differ from 
western scientific and government-approved standards they cannot simply be invalidated and 
dismissed in the regulatory assessment process as ‘perceived misconceptions.’ For CRDN 
Denesuline members, the ‘perception’ of contamination is an actual impact which is 
consequential, irrespective of western science and government ‘perceptions’ to the contrary. 

7.2.1 Unclean Conditions 
With particular reference to the ramifications for the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed 
described by CRDN members (see Section 6.6.3.2), an operating uranium mine and mill at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is expected to exacerbate the unclean conditions that 
were created by NexGen’s earlier exploration activities.  Moreover, CRDN members understand 
that an operating uranium mine and mill will generate toxic radioactive and chemical pollutants 
and introduce new sources of contamination which will have more widespread effects on the air 
and waters within No Hoe Neneh (CRDN traditional lands). Because of the inherent properties of 
air and water, CRDN members understand that the polluting activities occurring at Goráchághı 
tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will also affect surface and underground waters within the Des 
Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed as well as the adjoining watersheds encompassed within 
CRDN traditional lands Up North (Figure 32).   
 
Since unclean air and water conditions from a Denesuline perspective ultimately and 
fundamentally affect all forms of life, CRDN families can be expected to discontinue harvesting 
from watershed areas Up North which are understood to be unclean.  The process would be 
similar to the abandonment of the Cluff Lake Area in response to the unclean conditions created 
by Cluff Lake Mine operating at Cluff Lake (see Section 6.5.2). 

7.2.1.1 Water Contamination 
The overarching concern about exploration activities taking place at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], repeatedly stated by CRDN members is the contamination of the lake’s 
waters, and by extension, the contamination of the entire Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River]. 
Watershed since Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is an integral part of Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] (Section 5.1).  By virtue of the fact that much of CRDN’s deep ancestral and 
current traditional use and occupancy is centered Up North, within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River] Watershed, contamination of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] waters (both above 
and below ground) will have devastating consequences for No Hoe Neneh (CRDN traditional 
lands) and the original peoples inextricably connected to these same lands.  This concern has 
been repeatedly documented in CRDN TLUO investigations since 2014 as well as in the 2020 
IRKS interviews. 
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For many members of the Nation, the waters within Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and 
the harvesting grounds immediately surrounding the lake are understood to have already been 
contaminated by the earlier barge drilling activities carried out on the lake which began circa 
2013. Since toxic chemical pollutants used in drilling process and drilling cores containing 
uranium (and therefore radioactive) were brought up through the lake bed, the lake waters 
could not avoid being contaminated.  For these reasons, an unknown number of CRDN 
harvesters have already been displaced from Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] because of 
unclean conditions.  The inextricable and direct connections between Denesuline people and 
foods from the land, forced CRDN members to move away from unclean, unhealthy lands, 
waters, and foods to clean and safe harvesting areas away from Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] (Section 6.6.3).  As described by IRKS participants, a uranium mine and 
mill operating for several decades (or more) on the shores of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] exacerbates the unclean conditions of the surrounding grounds and waters and further 
precludes customary Denesuline harvesting.   
 
Moreover, for CRDN members, an operating uranium mine and mill increases the risk of above 
and below ground waters being contaminated with radioactive stuff, heavy metals, and other 
toxic elements through industrial process water use and release, accidents, malfunctions, and 
other unplanned events.   For reasons described in detail in Sections 5.1 and 6.6.3.1, an accident 
and/or malfunction occurring at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] could/would be 
devastating for the Nation’s members and the greater part of CRDN traditional lands which are 
situated within the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed, as shown in Figure 32.   

It’s coming further, further - closer to us....If they’re talking about maybe, I don’t 
know how they’re going to get the stuff out of there, like by hauling or whatever, 
then there’s always that concern about, you know, spills here or over there and 
accidents happen, you never know....And then it could – there’s always that 
potential for an accident to happen. And it could go into the...water system and 
you never know from there, right (CR03/05). 

If they pollute the water [in Patterson Lake], the water’s going all the way up to 
Clearwater River and the stream goes spreading all over. See this is the 
Clearwater where I used to hunt, where I always hunt, usually. From Patterson 
Lake there’s a river like all the way that goes all the way around to that 
Clearwater River where I camp out there. Clearwater goes all the way around 
(CR35/03). 

This is towards the land that’s being with NexGen and that - those areas where 
there’s uranium being dug out from our land.  To me, it has a big effect on us 
because of the water that they might destroy. The uranium will be flowing 
down....Because it goes down Patterson to Forrest Lake...and then to Lloyd and 
from Lloyd down....the Clearwater....And if that happens, our fish are going to be 
dying (CR47/05).   

Well they’ll have to do a really good assessment about environmental impact, 
right....Because the Patterson, I’m sure you guys heard, like it flows through the 
Clearwater River, right, so....So that’s the only concern I have is that water, right 
(CR64/05).  

Because of the extraordinary longevity and persistence of the toxic elements which could/would 
be released (planned and approved or accidental), CRDN members are also concerned about the 



185 
 

western science which supports the safety of uranium extraction activities.  In this regard, the 
track records of ‘modern’ uranium mines operating in Saskatchewan suggest the advisability of 
adopting stringent precautionary principles (see Harding 2007; Waiser 2005). 

There’s probably nothing [safe], you know what I mean? I mean they can design, 
you know, the safest shaft, the safest...You know, like mills, whatever, right.  But 
there’s always going to be a room for—I don’t know - Always a risk (CR18/05).  

For CRDN members, the ramifications of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are, in part, a reflection of the Nation’s earlier 
experience with the Cluff Lake uranium mine and mill.  For example, some two decades after 
mine closure and remediation, the Cluff Lake Area is reported to still be avoided by many CRDN 
harvesters, including those born years after the mine ceased operating.  The ultimate duration 
of this pattern of avoidance by CRDN members cannot be determined at the present date; it 
may well be permanent (to the end of time) (see 6.5.2).   
 
A notable difference between the uranium mine and mill at Cluff Lake and the proposed Rook 1 
mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Patterson/Forrest Lake is that the Cluff Lake Mine site is situated 
within the Douglas River watershed.  The impacts of Cluff Lake Mine on CRDN were therefore 
localized to the more northerly reaches of the Nation’s traditional lands Up North, some 
distance away from the most concentrated areas of customary use and occupancy (namely, the 
Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed). As well, Douglas River flows north to Lake Athabasca 
so CRDN members, at the time, had options to move to other productive harvesting areas 
further south deemed to be safe.   
 
The proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill, on the other hand, is situated within the 
upper Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed, on Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] (and 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]) which flows south and west through No Hoe Neneh, 
where the greater part of CRDN current (and ancestral) living and harvesting activities are 
concentrated in the present day (see Figure 10, p. 30).  At the same time, CRDN members report 
that optional safe productive harvesting areas are rapidly diminishing due to the intensive scale 
of mineral exploration activities and ground disturbances now occurring on the Nation’s 
traditional lands Up North (see Section 6.6). 

7.2.1.2 Air Emissions 
In the 2020 IRKS interviews, the contamination of air sheds proximal to Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] was identified by CRDN members as an anticipated impact of an 
operating uranium mine and mill.  Most CRDN members have not had to contend with concerns 
about air quality so directly before.  Due to the inherent properties of air, it is understood that 
air emissions, containing an unknown combination of toxins and contaminants, will flow for 
considerable (unknown) distances in all directions and will permeate all life forms in their rise 
and fall back to the ground as acid rain and snow.   

I mean, like I’m close and that scares me, you know what I mean.  Like, what if 
something happens. Like, the air, you know, like....I’m close.  That scares the 
sh_t out of me! (CR18/05).  

If that [NexGen] mine upgrades, it will probably cause air pollution too, you 
know. Because we don’t know what’s - how they’re going to do it (CR61/05).   

And that air they’re going to be breathing - that air [at Broach Lake] (CR47/05). 
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That’s chemicals all going into the air (CR82/05). 

And how far does that [air emissions] affect the area around, you know what I 
mean (CR81/05). 

But when they start mining over here, the rain and snow - everything. There’ll be 
no snow and rain all around here. When it melts right down it’s going to go to 
the lake.  And it’s going to run down the river (CR63/05).  Like I said, it’s going to 
snow there; it’s going to rain there....And the water is going to run down to the 
lake. What are they gonna do about that? (CR63/05).   

And if they’re digging out something from the area and if they’re going to, you 
know, transfer those stuff [yellowcake] using the road....If it evaporates, what’s 
going to happen you know (CR62/05).   

In addition to air contamination within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed, CRDN 
members also understand that the other adjoining watersheds which converge in the Patterson 
Lake Area would be similarly subjected to air polluting emissions generated by an operating 
mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The converging and adjoining 
watersheds are depicted in Figure 32 (p. 185) and include the Firebag, Richardson, and William 
river watersheds.  Since CRDN living and harvesting activities which are predicated on clean air 
and clean water, also take place within these adjoining proximal watersheds, additional 
displacements and a similar cascade of effects as described in Section 6.6.3.4 are to be 
expected.  Currently CRDN assessments of clean air (waters and grounds) are based on the close 
and ongoing observation of vegetation as was described in conjunction with Cluff Lake Mine 
which operated within the Douglas River watershed (see Sections 6.5.2.5 and 6.5.2.7).   
 
Additional concerns about contaminated air and dust along Cluff Lake Road, the main travel 
route Up North, were also identified and are discussed separately in Section 7.2.3.2, below. 

7.2.1.3 Tailings and Waste Rock 
Irrespective of the general paucity of information about NexGen’s specific plans for uranium ore 
extraction and milling at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (see Section 7.1.1), CRDN 
members understand that the operations will require the use of unknown volumes of water.  
Members are also aware that extremely long-lived toxicants (i.e. radioactive stuff, heavy metals, 
acid, and conventional pollutants) are generated and stored in residual waste and tailings 
facilities.  Many of the concerns expressed by CRDN members about uranium waste and tailings 
are based on personal knowledge and observations of the Cluff Lake Mine site.  The 
contaminated equipment dump at the Cluff Lake Mine site, as an example, was mentioned by 
many CRDN harvesters (Section 6.5.2.8). Even though it looks nice, CRDN members are very 
aware of what lies beneath the surface and assiduously avoid the area in the present day.   

Yeah.  There`s a lot of people who know about it.  They had signs up there. Like 
radiation. But it was in that area where they dump all that [equipment and 
buried it]....Now they tell us like! (CR33/05). 

That’s a concern I have, right....What do you do with your tailings and all that 
stuff, right? Because they’re going to have tailings (CR64/05). 

And we don’t want it [tailings] left here....But they’re still going to find a pond 
and throw it in there (CR57/05).  
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Is this going to be like another pond – tailings pond or something?  Or is it the – 
what happens to these chemicals that they`ve used to sort and separate these 
things?....How safe will it be? (CR80/05).  And that stuff that they use – where is 
it going?  How are they disposing of these things? (CR80/05). 

[W]here are they going to put the stuff that they don’t need anymore? Are they 
going to put it back in the ground? Are they going to take it away?....You 
know....like that kind of information people need to know (CR18/05).  

And I said, all the [tailings]. [NexGen spokesperson] said, ‘It’s going to go back 
into the ground.’  I don’t know how they’re going to do that. They don’t—I don’t 
think they’ll have a storage on the ground, but one mile down. And I don’t know 
how they’re going to do that (CR63/05).  

But there’s also the tail[ings]; that’s what I’m afraid of....You know, but acid 
waste – [Dene– they put it into one area] (CR47/05).  

There is a lot of concerns, but it’s just – It’s all the radiation, right.  Radiation and 
where they’re going to have their tailings and all that stuff, right....So all that 
stuff, like.  They’ll have to address [that].  And where is it going to be stored?  
What do you do with your tailings and all that stuff, right? Because they’re going 
to have tailings....My main concern is their tailings (CR64/05). 

What are you going to do with your tailings pond? If I seen a moose in there I 
wouldn’t even – I’d say, ‘Don’t shoot it’.  If it was out on the tailings pond. It’s, 
its, it’s very – waste, it’s uranium waste, right - tailings ponds (CR60/05).   

[Cluff Lake] It`s open.  And they had it open, eh, for hunting.  But now I heard 
they`ve got signs in there.  Because the moose were on that area....Where the 
pit – the one they filled up....There`s a lot of people who know about it.  They 
had signs up there....Like radiation....But it was in that area where they dump all 
that [equipment]....Don`t hunt around that area, for moose.....But if there`s 
moose there – that moose can travel this way too, right....How are they going to 
know (CR34/05). 

CRDN members are aware that failures and malfunctions related to tailings management 
facilities have occurred elsewhere in Saskatchewan, Alberta, and British Columbia, some with 
devastating impacts to Indigenous peoples’ traditional lands and wildlife (e.g. fish and birds).  
CRDN traditional lands within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed are understood to 
be similarly at risk.  The proposed utilization of new, state-of-the-art technologies, which are 
unproven over the long haul (i.e. centuries and millennia in the case of uranium), do not ease 
CRDN members’ concerns. 

[Tailings] that’s of course - one of our concerns in the north right now, with the 
new mining, right (CR60/05).  But we don’t know about the buried ore or waste. 
I don’t think nobody really does.  It could be worse than the contamination. Not 
above ground; underground, where we don’t see (CR60/05). 

Concerns, from a distinctly Denesuline perspective, were also expressed by a number of people, 
in reference to Mother Earth’s anticipated reactions to underground uranium bedrock 
disturbance.  
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Uranium. I know that the Earth is, uhm  – I don’t know how to say this.  What 
would happen if they dig out all the uranium from the Earth.  It’s going to 
collapse....In the middle of the Earth, once they dig out the stuff, the earth is 
going to collapse.  Because the Earth is alive, because of all the uranium under 
the - in the Earth, you know? It’s cycles, right. That’s how I think about it 
(CR62/05).  

You know, what you take off the land, the land shifts twelve inches every year.  
That`s why we have tsunami and stuff like that (CR53/05). 

7.2.2 Habitat Disturbance/Degradation and Species Declines 
The habitat destruction and degradation and resultant species declines which have already 
occurred at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] due to NexGen’s exploration activities (see 
Section 6.6.3.3) are anticipated to be exacerbated by the more than two decades (and possibly 
longer) of active uranium extraction and milling operations being proposed.  Since CRDN IRKS 
participants report that they have little or no information about the proposed operational plans 
for the Rook 1 uranium mine and mill (see Section 7.1.1) it was not possible to explore concerns 
related to anticipated additional habitat destruction/degradation and species declines and ill 
health.  However, since CRDN members do not view harvesting areas in terms of small, confined 
spaces, any additional ground disturbance in the peninsula areas taken over by NexGen will not 
change the reality that the harvesting grounds at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are no 
longer accessible and that, for many CRDN harvesters, these grounds have already been 
rendered unsuitable for Denesuline harvesting and will not be utilized even if food species are 
known to be present.   
 
For CRDN members, the volume of additional unclean substances (contaminants) generated by 
the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
over its current projected life span of 24 (or more) years is anticipated to spread more widely 
through time, by way of natural air and water transmission processes (see Sections 7.2.1.1 and 
7.2.1.2).  CRDN lands anticipated to be affected include the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] 
Watershed as well as the Firebag, Richardson, and William river watersheds which converge in 
the vicinity of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  A second mine at Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], also proposed by Fission Uranium Corp., further compounds CRDN 
members’ concerns in this regard.   
 
As described by harvesters, contaminants in plants (terrestrial and aquatic), for example, will 
ultimately make their way through the food chain and affect the Nation’s supply of food from 
the land.  Matters specifically related to CRDN food safety and security, in this regard, are 
considered separately in Section 7.2.8. 

And it’s going to destroy everything around it.  Yeah, you know. [dropping down 
hand gestures] and contaminate everything on the ground (CR62/05). 

So the thought of them building a mine there, it’s just, I guess it just won’t be the 
same. Like, just like picking berries - like there’s berries along all the north of 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] – like there’s good berries around that area. Like even 
that, like - would you feel safe to....Go pick them...[at] Patterson, Broach area. 
Even that Gedak area....And my – We usually [go] – along the highway - We 
usually snare rabbits as well....Like between Patterson and Broach.  And up to – 
Just along that highway, like, up to maybe Hodge [Lake] (CR59/05). 
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If that mine opens then the berries are going to be dead.  There won’t be any 
more....Then it’s going to be contaminated.  So they’ll not have anything 
growing there....Because it’s not that far away (CR47/05).  It will affect us a lot 
because then the fish will be dead and so – what about the animals that we use.  
The hunting.  Especially the moose....it’s going to have effects on animals and 
fish, and everything (CR47/05). 

[My Grandfather] was a powerful medicine man.  And he knew that all these 
things surrounding the lakes were medicinal....A lot of it. And that’s not going to 
be there (CR57/05).  

Many concerns were expressed in the IRKS interviews about the protection of wildlife (fish, 
animals, birds) from contamination, both within the proposed Rook 1 mine/mill site footprint 
and much further beyond.  Fish, moose, and birds are a particular concern since they are long 
distance travelers and can’t read hazardous warning signs (see Section 6.5.2). Keeping animals 
safe is important for both the health and wellbeing of the animals who belong to No Hoe Neneh 
and the original people (Denesuline) who require clean foods for harvesting and physical and 
spiritual sustenance.  Sustenance harvesting, with its unique complex of customs, traditions, and 
practices, is integral to CRDN’s Denesuline way of life (see Section 4.2).   

But if the water’s been disturbed the fish just goes away from it because there’s 
no food that they can survive on from the bottom.  So they just swim away 
(CR47/05).  

Because ducks and everything will be landing there, eh (CR61/05).  

So it’s not only just the water, but it’s the animals within this [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake area] – that live there that we eat....Which also crosses that lake.  So, you 
know... (CR80/05). 

Land like animals for sure – well like contaminated for sure, because there are 
[moose] around that area, right.  Once they....how do you know that the animals 
haven`t travelled (CR33/05). 

And then these areas, where they drill and do things, are they fenced off to keep 
wildlife out? (CR81/05). 

We don’t want no tailings ponds. The ducks are yummy still (CR57/05). 

Given that clean air, waters, and grounds are the essential condition for customary Denesuline 
lives and domestic livelihoods, CRDN IRKS participants have deeply vested interests and rights in 
knowing how NexGen proposes to ensure that clean conditions are maintained throughout all 
phases of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill project at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/ 
Forrest Lake], including site cleanup, remediation, and abandonment following the cessation of 
uranium extraction activities.   

And when they mine out Patterson, what are their long-term – What are their 
long term plans at bringing back the land to what it was? (CR64/05). 

So that, you know....And the cleanup after and everything (CR81/05). 

For myself, I`m looking for the future....That`s the biggest thing for future 
generations to be able to go Up North; to be able to fish and hunt and not worry 
about whether the water is radioactive or not (CR80/05). 
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CRDN IRKS participants report a dearth of information with respect to the measures being 
proposed by NexGen related to wildlife protection during all phases of the proposed Rook 1 
project (i.e. construction, active operations, remediation and abandonment) (see Section 7.1.1). 

They don’t really share nothing about it (CR62/05). 

IRKS participants also report that CRDN and knowledgeable harvesters were not involved in the 
various terrestrial studies completed for the NexGen Rook 1 environmental assessment (e.g. 
fish, wildlife, plants, and water). 

7.2.3 Displacements/Dispossessions 
The tangible and intangible displacements of CRDN members from Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] which occurred with NexGen taking over the peninsula areas for their 
multi-year uranium exploration program has been described in detail in Section 6.6.3.4.  The 
documented tangible impacts include the Dispossession/Displacement from Longstanding, 
Harvesting Grounds, the Dispossession/Displacement from Longstanding Intensively Utilized 
Trails and Travel Routes, and the Dispossession/Displacement from Ancestral and Contemporary 
Cabins and Harvesting Camps.   
 
Inextricably linked to these physical dispossessions/displacements is the resulting erasure of 
CRDN’s longstanding presence and history in the area, the loss of continuity and 
intergenerational transmission of CRDN Denesuline knowledge, and the loss of peaceful 
enjoyment, solitude, comfort and feelings of safety on the land.  These exploration-related 
impacts underlie the experience of deep physical, emotional, and spiritual distress reported by 
many IRKS participants now confronted with an impending uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı 
tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (see Section 7.2.7 below).  
 
When juxtaposed with CRDN Denesuline customary avoidance of harvesting areas deemed to be 
unclean, an operating uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will 
exacerbate the impacts which have already been identified in the two peninsula areas.  Given 
the longevity of uranium derived toxins, in conjunction with the additional toxicants (chemicals) 
utilized in uranium mining processes and CRDN harvesters’ continued avoidance of the Cluff 
Lake Mine area, two decades after mine closure and approved remediation, it can only be 
assumed that CRDN sustenance harvesting will not resume at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] in the foreseeable future - if it ever resumes (see Section 6.5.2).  

7.2.3.1 Dispossession/Displacement from Longstanding Favored Harvesting Grounds,  
The dispossession of CRDN members from intensively utilized and productive harvesting 
grounds related to NexGen’s exploration activities at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] has 
been described in Section 6.6.3.4.  While NexGen might assert that CRDN harvesters will only be 
displaced from a relatively small footprint area (i.e. 178 hectares) such a claim fails to consider 
the known pre-existing high quality of these particular grounds which CRDN members 
consistently describe as having been greatly affected by NexGen’s earlier exploration activities.  
Areas of exceptional harvesting abundance are not found just anywhere within CRDN traditional 
lands, No Hoe Neneh.   
 
Moreover, the anticipated contamination of air and water by the proposed Rook 1 uranium 
mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will affect a much broader area within 
the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed and adjacent watershed areas (see Section 7.2.1).  
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Since Denesuline sustenance harvesting is predicated on clean conditions, an operating uranium 
mine and mill will likely result in the displacement of CRDN members from the other good 
harvesting areas within these adjacent watersheds.  The Cluff Lake Mine experience is an 
example of the process of avoidance which can be expected (see Section 6.5.2). 

I’m not sure if I’m going to continue hunting in that area once they [NexGen] 
start up. We’re discussing that with family now....Why would I want to be in 
there?....I don’t know, maybe I’ll just stay away after that and hunt over this way 
more (CR60/05). 

Everything will be all polluted. Water’s not going to be good, moose – I don’t 
even want to shoot a moose 10 years from now if they’re going to open up that 
uranium stuff, whatever they’re after...If....they start pulling out...uranium; after 
that I don’t even want to hunt at all Up North (CR35/03). 

Nobody is going to trap here [Patterson Lake Area] another ten years from now, 
right (CR65/05).  

I just never went [hunting at Cluff Lake]....I’m hunting further back this 
way....This is just my choice....[If there’s a mine at Patterson Lake] It’d probably 
be the same as how I feel about that [Cluff] lake. You know, once they start 
mining (CR18/05). 

Since contemporary (and ancestral) CRDN cabins and harvesting camps are situated within and 
in proximity to good harvesting grounds in the Patterson Lake Area, an unknown number of 
CRDN families can also be expected to abandon current living places beyond the immediate 
vicinity of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] for the same reasons described by CRDN 
harvesters above. 

7.2.3.2 Dispossession/Displacement from Longstanding Intensively Used Travel Routes 
The dispossession/displacement of CRDN members from intensively utilized travel routes at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] by NexGen’s exploration activities has been described in 
Section 6.6.3.4.  Due to the lack of information about the planned operations (Section 7.1.1), 
CRDN members who participated in the IRKS interviews could not comment on potential 
additional displacements and impacts to customary travel on regional trail networks which 
might occur with the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill.  A group interview with CRDN 
harvesters intended to explore such matters could not be completed due to Covid-19 (see 
Section 2.5.2).  Therefore, no further information in this regard is available.   
 
Seasonal water level changes are reported to influence river travel within No Hoe Neneh (CRDN 
traditional lands) and the high volume of water-based travel (e.g. canoes and rafts) on and 
through Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] has been documented.  While no information 
about planned water withdrawals and/or land surface disturbances within the proposed Rook 1 
project footprint area was available when the IRKS interviews were carried out, any 
disturbances which could/would affect water levels and flows within Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River] and travel on the river are matters of concern to CRDN members which will warrant 
further investigation.   
 
The use of Cluff Lake Road by Nexgen for the proposed Rook 1 mine and mill is a specific 
concern discussed in the 2020 IRKS interviews because it is the primary access for CRDN 
members who are travelling Up North to cabins and harvesting areas.  Anticipated impacts 
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related to use of Cluff Lake Road for mining activities and ore hauling include the loss of 
peaceful, enjoyable travel Up North, ugly view-sheds, road safety, air emissions, and yellowcake 
movement through the community.  Some of the anticipated problems described by CRDN 
members are based upon earlier experiences with Cluff Lake Mine (Section 6.5.2.5).  

The volume of traffic on Cluff Lake Road related to mineral exploration activities is already 
described as problematical for CRDN members (Section 6.6.3.4). 

And even the traffic....It will be different....I drove up to Clearwater this morning.  
And coming back, like I passed 5 huge trucks, even now, you know.  Yeah. And I 
can’t imagine how busy or – it will get if once that mine’s open.  I’m pretty sure 
they will [open a mine], though, regardless, I guess. But I hope not...It won’t be 
peaceful (CR59/05).  

I mean—if you see a lot of trucks here every weekend when we drive up, then 
you say, ‘Oh you’ve got to watch it,’ right? And dusty! (CR58/05). 

Yeah, they’re going to be using the road and they’re going to be coming right 
through our town.  That’s, you know....  And they done that for many years with 
the Cluff Lake Mine, yeah. They were trucking it, and there was yellowcake, 
whatever, coming right through our town. And we don’t even have a – we don’t 
have some places, like they have.  They go right near town, but ours, they go 
right through town.  They have to come into town and then south, right? But 
they don’t – the only thing is that they don’t go [through the] downtown area, 
but you know....It’s still part of the town though where they come through, right. 
[It makes me] A little bit [uneasy], I guess. If they could have a - re-route their... 
Ten kilometres north, ten kilometres south, whatever. By-pass the community or 
whatever, you know what I mean....I’d feel better about that, yeah (CR03/05). 

If a transport truck breaks or tips over, the radioactive material goes into the air 
[and] ground which then affects water, plants, animals, [and] blocks off our only 
highway.  We may have to evacuate for months or years until the air clears but 
the ground will never recover (CR84/05). 
 
And when they start mining, there’s something I’d like to see—that road....It’s 
not great.  Make it wider.  Instead of traveling on a rabbit trail. And that’s what 
we been using....They should make it bigger when they start mining. Eventually 
it’s going to start mining, for sure....Get a better road than you haul on that. 
Otherwise, you are going to get in an accident or something.   ‘Oh, it’ll be 
everything secure.’ That’s what Cluff Lake said....So, if they want to use this 
road, they should maintain it right, upgrade it, maybe put a black top. 
Otherwise, it’ll be the same thing happening again....People travel on this road 
every day (CR63/05).  

Since Cluff Lake Road is the main north-south access to Up North, CRDN members note that 
there will be no option but to travel through an emissions-producing operating mine area in 
order to access traditional lands and living areas in the vicinity of Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] and areas further north (see Section 7.2.1.2 above).  

Does that mean that they`re going to shut the whole road and further north 
from there?   People do use that road to go further north than that.  You 
know....How exactly – how close are they to the road and....Yeah! [right on the 
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road].  That`s what I mean.  Like....On a route....Like many people go further 
north than that....These radioactive things, right (CR80/05).  And people going 
by that [Cluff Lake] road with highly contaminated radioactive stuff....Breathe in 
and basically absorb some of this stuff as they pass through...Yeah, this area 
right here. Yeah, like there`s uranium right there by the road! (CR80/05). 

The proposed Rook 1 project at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] is situated a few 
kilometres off Cluff Lake Road which also means that the uranium mine and mill complex would 
be visible to CRDN travellers.  As described by members of the Nation, the view shed of a mine 
and mill on such a beautiful lake is not only an affront to Denesuline ethics and aesthetics.  The 
sight of intrusive (contaminating) industrial facilities is reported to generate feelings of distress 
and unsafeness, related to having to observe (witness) the degradation and destruction of a 
beautiful and beloved homeland area.  It is reported to have occurred with the appearance of 
drilling barges on Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (Section 6.6.3).  It also happened years 
earlier with Cluff Lake Mine and such feelings persist into the present day, two decades after the 
closure, reclamation, and abandonment of the mine site.  

Where’s the [proposed] mine? Right next to the [Cluff Lake] road.  Who wants to 
see that! (CR80/05). 

I hated [seeing] Cluff Lake, I remember that (CR60/05). 

It’s just like we -We usually – since that mine Up North, Cluff Lake opened for the 
public - even there, like when we were driving around there that first year they 
opened, right – it was just – For me, it didn’t feel safe....Like, it felt like 
everything was contaminated (CR59/05). 

During the operational years for Cluff Lake Mine (1980 – 2002), the trucking of yellowcake from 
the mine site through La Loche village was a contentious issue for community members.  
Hauling accidents were one reason.  Another was cancer-related deaths in the community 
believed to be associated with uranium mining operations (see Section 6.5.2.6).  The use of Cluff 
Lake Road for the proposed Rook 1 facility would be similarly problematical.  Many more La 
Loche community members would be affected in the present day than were affected during the 
Cluff Lake Mine years. 

And how are they getting it [yellowcake] out of the area?....Are they using the 
main road....All through town there.  Through town!....That`s just disgusting 
(CR82/05). 

Since there was no information available about NexGen’s proposed mine-related hauling route 
at the time the IRKS interviews were conducted, roadway concerns and issues identified by 
CRDN members in the above are related to earlier times and conditions.  Proposed hauling plans 
for a uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will require 
consideration by CRDN members.  New and/or improved roadways that provide more access to 
outsider sports fishers and hunters, for example, is a land use matter which definitely has 
implications for the Nation. 

7.2.3.3 Dispossession/Displacement From Cabins and Harvesting Camps.   
NexGen’s exploration activities at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
dispossessed/displaced an unspecified number of CRDN members from current and ancestral 
cabins/living places and harvesting camps as described in Section 6.6.3.4.  An operating uranium 
mine and mill will likely result in an unknown number of further displacements.  As reported in 
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IRKS interviews, individuals and families who have thus far opted to continue living and 
harvesting in the Patterson Lake Area, as best they can in the presence of ongoing exploration 
activities, report that the unclean air and waters and food harvests which CRDN harvesters 
associate with uranium exploration and mining activities (see Sections 7.2.1 and 7.2.2) will 
inevitably necessitate a move away from the area.  Some CRDN members are already 
contemplating the necessity of having to entirely move away from all Up North ancestral areas. 

Well, to me I think – slowly the North is dying – dying out.  Too many stuff going 
on in there now, eh (CR33/05). I don`t know if they [CRDN members will] ever 
move though....I don`t think they ever want to move....Well I know that`s what`s 
going to happen for sure, eh....It`s going to happen....What can we do, eh 
(CR33/05).  

My dream is to move out of this area [La Loche] and move [Up North]...365 days 
a year, 24/7....Well, to me [the proposed mine], it’s going to destroy my dream. 
If – If they’re...  Well people are saying they’re going to destroy it, right 
(CR62/05). 

This one [harvesting camp] I’m having a hard time [leaving] because...even if I 
don’t go with the kids in the fall time, my brother went...one of my daughters 
will go there and pick berries from it.  Blueberries, cranberries, any kind of 
berries.  It’s all there (CR47/05).   

Maybe if that’s the way it’s going to be I might as well go south, if we’re going 
to see everything up there that wasn’t there before (CR27/03). 

However it happens, the anticipated diaspora from the Patterson Lake Area is undesired, 
distressing, and recognized by CRDN members to be patently unfair.  The movements away from 
the Patterson Lake Area would probably take place over an unknown period of years according 
to CRDN members’ personal comfort levels and observations of the effects of unclean 
conditions on the land, unless there was a catastrophic mine accident or malfunction.  With 
Cluff Lake Mine, CRDN members stopped using the area during the construction phase (circa 
late 1970s).  Descendant generations of CRDN harvesters report that the area continues to be 
avoided even though the mine site was remediated and declared safe for Indigenous traditional 
use in 2014.   

And you know, we shouldn`t [have to] set up a new – anywhere else.  This is our 
land – Here! (CR82/05). 

That’s my land - where you’re [industry] doing that stuff’ - rather than yours 
(CR29/05).  

Just take [that Patterson/Forrest Lake area] away [from us] and decide when to 
give it back! (CR81/05). 

The anticipated displacement of students, teachers, and Elders from the CRDN School land-
based harvesting camps at Tsi-tan-tue*/Deep Ice Lake (Bray Lake) was specifically discussed in 
the IRKS interviews.  The school harvesting camps were already relocated (circa 2013) because 
of the uranium exploration traffic and activities taking place at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  If there are concerns about unclean air and water, the land-based 
learning programs for CRDN students that are now operating Tsi-tan-tue*/Deep Ice Lake [Bray 
Lake] will not be able to continue in that location.   The ramifications for the Nation’s children 
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and youth in terms of the loss of their Denesuline heritage and identity are noted as a specific 
issue, separately examined in Section 7.2.4 and Section 7.2.5 which follow.  

A lot of kids go in there every week now. They’re still utilizing the land Up 
North….From there, they go everywhere, right.  They go on the Cluff Lake road 
as well to go hunting up in that area….They probably won’t – if there’s a lot of 
traffic and stuff from the mine, you know what I mean.  It’s going to take them 
away….I guess. To a different – finding new areas (CR03/05). 

A number of CRDN members who participated in IRKS interviews spoke of their increasing 
concerns about being displaced (forced) by government and/or industry to abandon cabins 
located within NexGen lease areas which surround Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  Such fears are not unfounded.  It happened at Tthëł̨ Tú [Axe Lake] 
with Oilsands Quest exploration activities and continues into the present day with the current 
lease holder (see Section 6.6.2.2).  It happened again with NexGen’s (Fission’s) exploration 
activities at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] (Section 6.6.3.4).   

But a lot of folks we don`t know what`s going on....But nobody seems to notify 
anybody....Because we use that lake for hunting, stuff, fishing, and stuff like that 
around there.  Because there`s a lot of nice lakes around there [Patterson] to 
fish, eh....So what`s going to happen there?  Are they going to block it off, or 
what? (CR33/05) 

It’s going to come to a point where they [mining interests/government] tell them 
[CRDN families]to move their cabin out of that area.  Even though they were 
there before them (CR47/05).  

My first thought was, are they going to take away my cabin too? That was my 
first thoughts (CR62/05). 

News and rumours concerning local and regional cabin displacements is quickly shared within 
the community via social media and word-of-mouth.  There were two such occurrences 
reported in March 2020 during the IRKS interviews. 

I seen it on my Facebook the other day...They were moving a cabin on a road 
and then I heard they moved another one in, right across the lake....somewhere 
around Pinehouse (CR61/05).  

7.2.4 Erasure of CRDN Presence, History, and Heritage 
The historical/archaeological resources studies, presumably completed at Goráchághı tu/Pelican 
Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] as a condition of NexGen’s permitting/licensing agreements with 
the Government of Saskatchewan did not involve CRDN, as noted in Section 6.6.3.4.  Nor has the 
IRKS research team received the requested archaeological reports.  Historical/archaeological 
resources studies, when conducted by non-Indigenous personnel without the oversight and 
involvement of the descendant Indigenous community(ies) typically result in evaluations of site 
‘significance’ based on western ‘scientific’ values, objectives, and standards. Moreover, the 
cultural (ethnic and spiritual) significance of ancestral areas and material remains within No Hoe 
Neneh, the Nation’s traditional lands, can only be determined by CRDN Denesuline.   
 
Generally, sites and areas of cultural significance to the Nation’s members and families, such as 
ancestral harvesting camps and areas, including cabins and shelters, are afforded little or no 
recognition or protection within current prescribed provincial government processes.  As the 
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descendant Indigenous community, the special relationships that the Nation’s members have 
with deep ancestral (archaeological) remains within No Hoe Neneh (Our Land) need also be 
taken into account since they are the remains of the original people who were present on these 
lands millennia prior to the arrival of Euro-Canadians.  CRDN has already been effectively 
‘disappeared’ from many pre-contact and historic records and publications which typically 
privilege newcomer experiences and perspectives in the 18th, 19th and early 20th century (see 
Sections 6.2 and 6.6.3.4).  In the context of prevailing provincial government heritage protection 
policies and processes, this form of systematic erasure continues to occur. 
 
The information provided by CRDN members in the 2010  2016 TLUO investigations clearly 
illustrates the longstanding interconnected complex of oral traditions, stories, knowledge, and 
lived experiences (relationships) which are embedded in the lands and waters of Goráchághı 
tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the Patterson Lake Area (see Section 5.0). A 
detailed exploration of the existing and anticipated erasure on CRDN Denesuline heritage and 
identity within No Hoe Neneh, the Patterson Lake Area, and Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake], specifically, is beyond the scope of the current IRKS investigation. 
However, it is a matter referenced by CRDN members in regard to the loss of continuity in 
traditional knowledge and the loss of opportunities for the intergenerational transmission of 
Denesuline values, customs, practices and traditions as described in Section 7.2.5 which follow.   
The expressed fears for the future survival of CRDN, as a distinct Denesuline society, are in part, 
based on such incremental cultural heritage losses (see Sections 6.2 and 7.2.8).   
 
Impacts to and/or displacements from CRDN Denesuline living areas and harvesting camps 
(ancestral and contemporary) have consequences which cannot be mitigated within a western 
science framework since it a system that ascribes value to structural features and material 
objects.  As understood by the IRKS research team, the value of structural features and material 
objects for CRDN Denesuline are primarily of an intrinsic nature and are inextricably embedded 
in a network of intangible relationships with the living area and the ancestral spirits, not with 
the structures, structural remains, and material objects in and of themselves.  

7.2.5 Continuity of CRDN Knowledge and Intergenerational Transmission  
The loss and erasure of CRDN presence and history, as described in the foregoing (Section 7.2.4), 
is also inextricably linked to the loss of continuity in Denesuline traditional knowledge of 
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and to the loss of ability to transmit such 
knowledge to the present and future generations of the Nation in the customary ways 
(Denesuline pedagogy).  The continuity of Denesuline traditional knowledge systems and 
ancestral connections requires an uninterrupted presence and a direct (energetic) connection 
with the land.  When access to a tract of land is denied or if an area is being avoided because of 
unclean conditions, a disconnection occurs. Should the disconnection persist for several 
generations the knowledge loss is irrevocable.  With the displacement from the Cluff Lake Area, 
for example, the deep intimate knowledge of that particular harvesting area has been lost since 
it continues to be avoided by CRDN members, decades after mine closure and reclamation (see 
Section 6.5.2).   
 
Based on statements made by IRKS participants, the continuity of CRDN Denesuline knowledge 
and relationships with Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and surrounding 
area will similarly be irrevocably severed by a uranium mine and mill.  The transmission of 
generations of relational knowledge of Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] to 
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the current and future members of the Nation will be precluded by active uranium mining and 
milling operations. The importance of maintaining the continuity between the ancestors and 
present day Elders and the passing down of values, customs, experiences, knowledge, 
spirituality, kinship ties, and obligations between humans and non-humans and particular places 
is the very reason why CRDN land-based learning programs are located Up North (Section 5.3.3). 

A lot of people had their winter camps up there.  La Loche was mainly a summer 
camp where people gathered but the winter camps were all up there [Up North].  
And our Elders know these areas too.  They know those areas.  That`s why the 
Elders are the ones that take our students up there.  They are the ones that show 
them, teach them (CR83/05). 

In a process that mirrors what happened with Cluff Lake Mine, the intimate ecosystem 
knowledge, stories, teachings, and customary practices which are based on direct (on-the-
ground) relationships with Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake will be severed.  The loss of continuity 
can be expected to extend further beyond Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
as a response to perceived contamination of harvesting and living areas within the neighboring 
watershed areas Up North (see Section 7.2.3).  As noted in Section 7.2.1 CRDN Denesuline 
‘perceptions’ of contamination (i.e. unclean conditions) are actual impacts (observed and 
experienced) although in regulatory processes such perceptions are typically dismissed as 
unfounded (perceived) by western scientific definition.   

During the mining years, or the entire process, families will have stopped 
hunting and harvesting in those areas.  Because of this, parents aren’t able to 
pass down knowledge on how to live off the land.  This will affect generations.  
By the end, it will be impossible or nearly impossible to relearn our traditional 
way of life. No hunting, fishing, clean drinking water.... The residential school 
system already took so much from us that we`ll never get back.  Not even with 
reconciliation.  Imagine what else mining will take from us that will be 
impossible to get back (CR84/05). 

The ramifications of severed connections to ancestral lands Up North for CRDN youth are 
described more fully by CRDN Elders and teachers in Section 7.2.8. 

7.2.6 Loss of Peaceful Enjoyment, Solitude and Safety 
As described by CRDN members throughout a wide range of interviews, the peaceful enjoyment, 
solitude, and the concomitant feelings of safety and security on the land are highly valued (i.e. a 
raison d’etre) (see Section 6.6.3.4).   

Since IRKS interviews were curtailed mid-way through the study process there was no 
opportunity to explore the experience (potential impact) for CRDN Denesuline members when 
the land itself, which has forever been the source of solace, comfort, nurturance, and support, 
can no longer be trusted.  Based on the many statements made by CRDN members that 
perceived contamination of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], in conjunction with 
increased ongoing industrial intrusions (e.g. noises and night time lighting associated with an 
active mining and milling facility) will intensify an unprecedented and horrifying experience.  
Namely, some CRDN members report that they now find themselves distrusting the very lands 
they are part of.  This is particularly so for CRDN individuals and families residing in the 
Patterson Lake Area.   
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Now you can’t even trust to eat something from there. For me, that’s what I feel. 
Like moose, or anything....I still go there, but I still...have that feeling. Like, for 
me, I can’t trust anything now.   Because when back in the day when we started 
going there, it was  – My kids were very small at the time, when we started 
going there. We hunt; I hunt for ducks, everything, by foot, in that area....And 
then we used to eat like lots of – a lot of stuff from bush.  And, like, it was 
tast[ing] good. For me now, it doesn’t.  So, for me, I can’t trust anything like, to 
eat. But I still do it (CR62/05). 

7.2.7 Fears for the Future and Future Generations 
The intense emotional, spiritual, and physiological burden that members of the Nation report 
living with since mineral exploration activities were initiated at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] came to light early in the course of the 2020 IRKS interviews (Section 
6.6.3.4).  As described by CRDN IRKS participants, the manifestations of this burden include 
disturbed sleep patterns, physiological health problems, and overwhelming feelings of sadness, 
loss, and powerlessness. 

I don’t sleep at night.  Once I start thinking 4 o’clock comes around, I won’t even 
have a sleep.  And my husband usually tells me, ‘How come you don’t sleep?’  I 
keep telling him that I have too much on my mind.... [He says] ‘Why think about 
those stuff?  Just let it go.  You’re not going to be around that long.’  I says, ‘I’m 
not going to be but what about our kids and their kids?’(CR47/05).  I feel like, I 
said you cannot see my tears but my heart is bleeding tears [about Goráchághı 
tu] (CR47/05).  

[Dene] I think too much. To the point where I get bald spots. Do you want to see 
it? I can prove it....Can you see it?  In four years, I - It happened to me ten times. 
This is my 10th bald spot, in four years. Because I think about everything too 
much (CR62/05). Like, I’m concerned every time about my family, about my 
area, about everything. Because it’s so much going on that I can’t  – sometimes I 
can’t handle it and – I know it’s out of my control and I have to accept it 
(CR62/05). 

I still go [Up North]. I’m not going to give up!....Now my arms are getting...Not 
rash. Like ah [?]...My legs, my hip, my heel...I’m not going to give up until I’m 
gone....Until I drop! (CR56/05).  Maybe I should talk to somebody about it [my 
distress]. I don’t know who....I don’t know who I can turn to and talk about this - 
What is going on now.  And I don’t think nobody will ever listen....I just feel like 
crying....Ever!  My heart is aching now (CR56/05). 

The feelings of profound sadness and helplessness generated by having to witness what is 
happening to the land and what the changes portend were repeatedly referred to by CRDN 
members in the course of the 2020 IRKS interviews.  

[It’s] really sad – traumatic.  Because I want my grandchildren to experience 
what I experienced when I’m up there (CR59/05).  [E]ven now, like some of the 
things, you see all these drill companies drilling.  Even that, just the sight of that, 
for me like it’s not safe (CR59/05). 

I’m getting, you know - it’s sad. Because this is our territory. Like this is where 
our parents have hunted. My family....Because my dad was a trapper....Because 
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that was his way of life - his connection to the earth (CR57/05).  So that is, like, it 
saddens me to know that this is going to happen. And even more so, knowing 
that they’re not going to clean up pretty well, like.  Ideally, I don’t want nobody 
around here. Yeah. But who runs the show, eh (CR57/05). 

[Dene translation]  He says he just can’t go back up to Patterson Lake.  It makes 
him too sad to see what they are doing there (CR08/05). 

I know my heart’s just crying. Every day when I think about it [what’s happening 
at Goráchághı tu]....This is where my cabin is, here this is the area. Like, it’s my 
cabin. My grandkids. It is so sad!  (CR56/05). 

The spectre of an operating uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
underlies CRDN members’ fears for the future survival of the Nation as a distinct Denesuline 
society.  These fears were initially activated with the commencement of exploration activities at 
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake, circa 2013 (Section 6.6.3.4).  NexGen’s Rook 1 regulatory 
application has served to amplify the reported fears and the emotional and spiritual distress.  As 
reported by parents, grandparents, and teachers, these fears for the future are not restricted to 
adult members of the Nation.  

My oldest [children] said they don’t feel that – They don’t feel safe. Especially 
when it’s a mine site, right, like, So, uhm - It just won’t be the same (CR59/05).  

My one son said that if that [uranium mine] happens, ‘I’m going to go and burn 
it [cabin] down’ (CR60/05)).  

My grandson is worried. Like he says, ‘[CRDN] will only have money and...won’t 
even get any food’ (CRDN 56/05). 

Yeah. [Their] son is really upset [about the proposed mine].  Their cabin is close 
(CR83/05). 

Since CRDN IRKS participants are of the view that approval of the proposed Rook 1 uranium 
mine and mill is a foregone conclusion (Section 7.1.2.1), the Nation’ tradition-oriented families 
are now dealing with a traumatic reality that No Hoe Neneh, Our Land, and customary 
Denesuline ways of living will be profoundly and irrevocably affected.  As well, all members of 
the Nation will be forced to live for decades with the omnipresent possibility of a mine 
malfunction or accident which would have devastating consequences for the Des Nëtthë ́
[Clearwater River] Watershed and customary CRDN Denesuline life on the land.  

So, my—personally, my concern would be what if something does happen? 
Maybe when something major happens....Because it’s uranium....It’s a concern 
for everybody, you know what I mean (CR18/05). 

CRDN IRKS participants also point out that the shock and distress experienced by members in 
response to witnessing the destruction of traditional lands Up North is not a singular 
traumatizing event.  The present and future trauma of uranium exploration activities and an 
impending mine and mill (or two) is layered over the historical personal and intergenerational 
traumas of the residential school system as well as recent and painfully tragic events within the 
La Loche community-at-large, among other painful experiences.  An unknown number of 
community members are reported to be so emotionally overwhelmed (shutdown) that they are 
beyond even responding to the proposed Rook 1 mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].   
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Well in this community, we`ve had a lot of things happen to us and...avoiding 
the situation is far easier for people now than confronting the issue.  So, there 
are a lot of people around here are just – ‘Enough! We`re tired of this song and 
dance kind of thing.’  So they feel defeated.  It`s just my opinion (CR80/05).  

Added to this complexity are the ancestral prophecies within the Nation, which foretell of a 
coming time of extreme food scarcity, firestorms, and hardship which will challenge the very 
survival of Denesuline peoples and ways of life (Section 3.2.4.6).  For a number of CRDN 
participants, the observed destruction and degradation occurring at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] may mark the beginning of the prophesied apocalypse.  

They [Elders] taught us everything. Not everything, but they used to say, used to 
talk about things like that [fire rains, nothing to eat except insects] back in the 
day.  And it’s true. It’s happening. Like they used to say, our language is going to, 
you know [be lost].  And [our] traditional ways. It’s happening. And I remember 
they used to say...it’s supposed to – what is it called? – apocalypse or 
something....That was our teachings (CR62/05).  

As to what the old people used to say when I was still small –‘the only people 
that will survive the land in the future is if a person has a fishing net and a gun.  
Well, that’s exactly where we’re heading right now. And if the land is being 
destroyed...there’s no way where we can go hunting, pick berries (CR47/05).   

The reported distress, sadness, despair, and trauma are all compounded by the CRDN members’ 
perceived inability to change or influence government ‘pro-development/progress’ stances and 
economic policies which lead to forced dispossessions/displacements from traditional lands and 
the concomitant loss of the customary practices and traditions which define an Indigenous 
people and community such as is the case with CRDN.  

What can we do, eh?....Now if you try stopping the building, the government`s 
got the cops in there already....Even blocking the road – it doesn`t work.  
Because the government already signed leases (CR34/05).   

I know there’s no way that we can - try to prevent it, but - I asked them if they 
can leave it.  If that’s one of the options....Because we want our land back. The 
land and the air, the water (CR47/05).  

And why [do] they have to come there [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and do 
everything? This and that, without permission....There’s....cabins out there, like 
around us....And we all enjoy going there, like.  We still do.  And for me, I just 
want those - I just want to go there and keep those people out. That’s what I 
want to do.... But if I do that, they’re not going to listen to me, right (CR56/05).    

The various fears for the future, expressed by IRKS participants in the above are inextricably 
linked to the overall consequences for CRDN Denesuline families when the customary activities 
and practices which are integral to a Denesuline way of living in relationship with traditional 
lands are interfered with by conflicting state-sanctioned outside industrial resource extraction 
interests.   

7.2.8 Overall Consequences  

As expressly requested by CRDN members who participated in the March 2020 Rook 1 project-
specific interviews, a concerted attempt has been made throughout this IRKS report to present 
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CRDN members’ information in a such way that the cultural and social consequences for the Des 
Nëtthë ́ Nation would be clearly evident to regulatory and government authorities responsible 
for the ultimate decision to be made about a uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican 
Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  

And I want people to know that what you’re going to do will destroy 
us....Because you’re still going to do it, even though we stand up [say NO].  Like 
we can protest and protest, you know....I need to make sure they [industry, 
governments, Canadians at large] understand the consequences....if they don’t 
listen to [us]! (CR57/05).  

For this reason, CRDN members’ experiences of interference with customary Denesuline ways of 
being and living resulting from mineral exploration and industrial extraction interests operating 
within No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands) generally were considered with a particularly focussed 
examination of the interferences experienced by CRDN families at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake].  This examination included both the anticipated effects of the 
proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium extraction and milling complex (Section 7.2) as well as the 
impacts of the uranium exploration activities at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] which preceded the Rook 1 regulatory application (Section 6.6.3). 
 
In large measure, the identified interferences relate to the displacement/dispossession from 
ancestral lands at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the 
disturbance/degradation of these same lands which have continuously supported CRDN families 
for untold generations.  Both types of interferences have serious interconnected implications for 
customary Denesuline harvesting.  As has been described by CRDN members who have 
informed this IRKS, the two fundamental requirements for CRDN harvesting are (1) access to 
clean conditions (uncontaminated air, waters, and grounds) and (2) access to large, intact 
harvesting areas (ecosystems) which provide an abundance of Denesuline foods and medicines 
from the land.   
 
If harvesting areas are understood to be unclean (contaminated), so too are the foods and 
medicines derived therefrom.  CRDN harvesting does not typically occur in such areas, even if 
food and medicinal species are known to be present.  Moreover, since there are substantial 
costs and effort associated with harvesting endeavors, particularly moose hunts, areas which 
have been/are being disturbed are similarly avoided because resident wildlife populations have 
been driven away or have removed themselves, greatly diminishing the chances of a successful 
harvest.   
 
Harvesting within No Hoe Neneh, the Nation’s traditional lands, is an essential expression of a 
CRDN Denesuline way of life. To clearly distinguish Denesuline harvesting from recreational 
sports pursuits it is referred to here as sustenance harvesting.  In its most basic form, CRDN 
customary sustenance harvesting entails the hunting, trapping, fishing, and gathering of edibles, 
materials, and elements from the land for the purposes of providing, in whole or in part, the 
nutrition, livelihood, shelter, clothing, and fuel needs of individuals, households, extended 
families, and the community at large.  CRDN customary sustenance harvesting also includes the 
nourishment of Denesuline minds, spirits, family ties, and community connections as well as the 
nurturance of ongoing relationships with the Nation’s ancestors and ancestral lands (Section 
7.2.2).  Through the social and technical processes that support harvesting in the present day, 
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Denesuline values, customs, practices, and traditions are transmitted to future generations, as 
they have been passed down through CRDN generations beyond memory.   
 
Since so much of the Nation’s harvesting activities take place Up North within the upper reaches 
of the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed, CRDN members understand that the proposed 
Rook 1 mine at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] not only jeopardizes the 
Nation’s food safety and security and the health and well-being of the community; it threatens 
the ability of future generations of the Nation to live off and with the land as Denesuline people; 
to maintain spiritual connections with the ancestors; and to maintain the continuity of 
knowledge associated with these traditional lands within No Hoe Neneh.   

In the very recent past (prior to ca. 2010) CRDN families might have responded to such 
conditions by removing themselves to other undisturbed and clean harvesting areas.  However, 
CRDN harvesters report that in the present day many of the other good for everything 
harvesting areas Up North are simultaneously being disturbed and degraded at an alarming rate 
(see Section 6.6) with no protection for Denesuline sustenance harvesting activities and all that 
it entails. 

Well I mean...the bottom line is that the last few years we’ve seen our hunting 
territories have shrunk (CR18/05). Like, who’s to say government is not going to 
issue more permits, more—you know, to these big companies? Like there’s—
around that Patterson area – There’s like—how many? Is it nine or more?   Like 
these companies, like junior companies and then whatever (CR18/05).  Like I 
said, our hunting grounds have kind of shrunk. You know. Like I said you go 
somewhere, there is fricking trails everywhere, you know what I mean 
(CR18/05).   

And there’s this one cutline that I took in the – last fall.  Man!  And then there’s – 
I haven’t seen so much roads in my life, like....Yeah, in the wilderness.  There 
used to be nothing there. And it’s like, now there’s roads all over, connecting, 
connecting.... Like the highway, yeah. (CR64/05) 

That’s what I keep thinking, but how [to protect an area]?  We don’t have the 
material to do that.  We don’t have anything.  Even though we tried, even like a 
dome in order to protect the air and all that....[Tears] (CR47/05).  Well, I guess 
[we] will all have to stand for our land and our water and [insist that] whatever 
they’re doing, just keep it on to that [Patterson Lake] side....That’s the only way I 
can think about.  And I know that we cannot build the Great Wall of China...[We 
need] Some good area where we can still live off the land (CR47/05).   

As described by tradition-oriented CRDN members there are no practical (affordable) nutritious, 
(non-processed/nutrient-dense) food replacements available through outside sources such as 
the local Northern store.  Nor are they desired or culturally appropriate.  There is no substitute 
for the gifts of fresh foods and medicines which the land provides and which are harvested 
directly and personally by members of the Nation and then processed in accordance with 
ancient practices and shared within the community. 

You go here.  You can harvest a moose.  You’ll have fifty roast beefs for your 
whole family and ribs, and roasts and steaks, and all kinds, you know.  And then 
the tongue [Dene] is like $50 here.  And that’s more nutritious. When you eat 
animals you always taste trees.  All the time. I love eating the insides of animals 
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because it all tastes like trees....[We eat] Everything. [Nothing goes to waste] 
(CR57/05).  We don’t [want to live off of store food].  Because that’s all 
manufactured stuff you know. Like we go out in the bush, we get a moose.  
Nobody gave it antibiotics or injections, like, to make it grow really fast, you 
know. It’s all natural. But in the store, that’s where all these diseases come. They 
do that to mass produce (CR57/05).   

Are we going to live off the trees after they destroy, cut down all the trees? Are 
we going to eat money after they destroy all the fish?….Maybe we’re going to 
live off the air! (CR62/05).   

Mostly we live on that [wild meat], we don’t use store meat actually. The only 
thing we use is dry goods from the store, and for the meat it’s wild food 
only....One of my grandsons doesn’t like store food, exactly. Like, [asking me is 
there any moose meat? How come you didn’t cook that? How come you didn’t 
have fish? He’ll say that (CR34/03). 

I like to stay in the bush, that’s all I am. I don’t need bread, I don’t need 
bannock, I don’t need lard. I don’t need nothing.  For food I need wild meat; 
that’s all I got. Rabbit, chicken, anything. That’s all I live on….Only wild meat 
[emphasis added] (CR37/03). 

As a family – like my kids – they’re just like me.  They like living in the bush.  They 
want to live off the land.  So – and my grandchildren are the same and my great-
grandchildren too.  They all want to live off the land because they say it’s a lot 
better than buying food from the store.  Because it’s healthier (CR47/05). 

We don’t go to the grocery; we don’t want to go and buy T-bone steak. This is 
what we learned growing up as kids; and this is what we teach our kids 
(CR18/02).  

A number of IRKS participants, were very explicit in stating that the proposed Rook 1 uranium 
mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] threatens the very core of 
Denesuline identity and CRDN’s living heritage and history as well as the traditions and practices 
through which the Nation’s unique ways of living (culture) are reproduced. 

And it’s a big thing for me [that Patterson mine]. It’s going to destroy us, 100% 
(CR62/05).  It feels like someone’s going to take over our land. Like it’s going to – 
you know [be gobbled up]. Something like that. And that’s how I feel. Like 
they’re going to take over our lifestyle, our land, everything about us is going to 
be destroyed.  That’s what I see (CR62/05).  But you know, it’s kind of destroying 
us, as Indigenous people....Those are my concerns. You know. It’s not only me. 
It’s the whole community and surroundings. Like Turnor Lake, Buffalo [Narrows] 
– people use this area too from that other side (CR62/05). 

It’s never-ending. It’s invasive, like [Dene]....And in every form or fashion, it’s just 
not right for us. But government is the one who gives all these permits for this, 
you know.  And they’re all behind it....They respect corporations more than they 
respect people (CR57/05).  It’s not the first go-around for these people to do 
that. And I would like to see my kids use that place the way we always did, you 
know (CR57/05). 
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Well I want, like, my grandchildren to make use of the cabin in the future, 
hopefully. Hopefully by then, it’ll still be good enough.  Yeah.  Like all the lakes; I 
don’t know, it probably won’t even be safe then (CR59/05). 

In regard to the school programs operating in the Patterson Lake Area, Elders, grandparents and 
teachers report that land-based learning programs for the Nation’s young people cannot 
continue on in the Patterson Lake Area if there are any air and water contamination concerns. If 
CRDN traditional lands Up North have to be unwillingly abandoned, the negative consequences 
for present and future generations of young people, and the Nation as a whole, will be 
devastating.  Of particular concern is how future generations of CRDN children will be able 
recognize themselves as Denesuline. 

We want to raise our children on the land as we were raised.  All along the rivers 
are hunting grounds, fishing spots, drinking water.  Patterson is connected to 
Clearwater River, Athabasca [Alberta] and many other rivers.  Mining at 
Patterson will affect many of our traditional harvesting areas (CR84/05). 

Of course [it would affect CRDN children]. It`s a loss of identity.  Our culture, our 
language and our identity is so tied into that area and it`s just taking a huge 
chunk of who we are away from them (CR81/05).  Because these camps is where 
we teach them the traditional way of life.  And so much of that during the 
summer and spring is fishing from this lake.  So if we can’t drink it, how safe are 
we going to feel to eat from the fish?  And that’s a huge part of our life.  That’s 
not just like, ‘Oh, we’ll just go have fish on the weekend.’  That’s like what we 
live off!  And the hunting – all the animals.  Yeah - all the hunting and trapping 
that goes on around there as well.  We have animals in the school right now that 
the kids are skinning in the wood shop that come from there. Yes.  And that’s 
what the students learn.  It’s happening in the wood shop right now.  And then 
the fish too.  We do that on a daily basis here (CR81/05).  

Or trap the animals.  Yeah. That’s an essential part of our culture.  So it’s not 
only just the water, but it’s the animals within this [Patterson Lake area] – that 
live there, that we eat. Which also crosses that lake.  So, you know (CR80/05). 

[It means] A loss of who they are as Dene people. It`s a part of who they are.  
You`ll destroy us as a people, I believe – literally (CR82/05). That’s my...It sounds 
bad but if you’re not [Denesuline] then you’ll truly never know.  And it’s always 
giving back ...with that respect (CR82/05). 

Collectively, the information provided by CRDN members in the IRKS interviews elucidates how 
both the existing impacts of exploration activities (Section 6.6.3) and the additional anticipated 
compounding impacts of an operating uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] (Section 7.2) will profoundly and deleteriously affect the Nation’s 
ability to continue living as Denesuline people on ancestral traditional lands Up North.  A matter 
which is particularly distressing to tradition-oriented CRDN members of the Nation is the 
resulting inability to fulfil fundamental Denesuline tenets and honor the sacred obligations they 
have been entrusted with to protect and care for the land for future generations (people and 
other living beings). 

We were raised – I think it’s always been a thing to live in peace and harmony 
with nature. It’s always been a thing. For everything you take you have to give 
your thanks for it too. You know, you’re raised to not be greedy, to not take too 
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much. And the ultimate law, I guess, is to show respect for the land. And it’s 
always been a part of who we are, as people. That’s exactly what the main 
teaching for us too, it’s one of the first things we always tell our children, our 
students, and everybody when we go out. Like it just – It’s like the main part of 
who we are....How to replenish; how to take care of it. And the general attitude 
– and I’ve heard it so much even when I was growing up until today – It’s like, it’s 
always; you know, it’s not just for today so you have to remember that. You have 
to think of your future generations. And how you’re going to leave it for – you 
know for your kids, your grandchildren. So with that in mind, you know, that’s 
how you respect the land. That’s how you take care of things. So that it’s always 
there in a good way for people to continue living in, because that’s who we are 
(CR81/05).   

It just ties back to everything. I think of all the plants that we use for medicinal 
purposes. You know, like all the trees and stuff like that. And then the other 
animals that come to that lake [Patterson} to drink. And those are the animals 
we hunt and we eat. You know what I mean? Like that’s a big area where people 
go moose hunting and everything in the fall time. I think that should be 
something that they [regulators and the Crown] have to consider (CR81/05). 
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Photo 12  Top Right: Moise Family Camp View at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake];  

Centre Left: Albert Moise Speaking with Sadness about Goráchághı tu/Patterson/Forrest Lake; 
Bottom Right: Great grandchild Cambria with a blueberry harvest; 
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8.0 CONCLUDING REMARKS 
This CRDN IRKS Report, prepared in reference to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake], is recognized to be substantive 
and complex.  It had to be in order to honor CRDN members’ requests that the report be 
prepared in a way that might ensure that the consequences of the proposed uranium and mill at 
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] for the Nation members would be 
understood by the proponent, the regulatory decision-makers, and the Crown.  Since CRDN 
members’ verbatim statements are the most direct form of explanation, they were given 
precedence throughout the text of the report.  Supporting contextualization and limited 
commentary were provided by the author cum scribe. 
 
Consolidated in written form, the broad range of information and evidence presented in this 
IRKS report is intended to assist CRDN, NexGen, regulators, and the federal and provincial 
governments in understanding and evaluating the impacts of the proposed Rook 1 uranium and 
mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] on CRDN’s treaty and Indigenous 
rights, individually and collectively.  As a baseline study it provides an overview of CRDN 
members’ utilization of traditional lands and resources and the exercise of Denesuline 
customary cultural practices and traditions.  While it does provide documentation that relates to 
interference with CRDN customary use and occupancy of traditional lands, No Hoe Neneh, it is 
not intended to be, nor should it be construed to be, an assessment of the impacts of the 
proposed Rook 1 Project on CRDN treaty and Indigenous rights.   
 
Evaluation and assessment of the impacts of the proposed Rook 1 project will require additional 
information gathering and research on the parts of all parties concerned.  At the time the IRKS 
was carried out, the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Rook 1 uranium 
mine and mill had not been completed or made available for CRDN to consider NexGen’s 
understandings of the range of impacts and assessed effects. Once the EIS has been made 
available for CRDN to review, all parties concerned will need to cooperatively engage in a 
process of scoping supplementary impact assessment work including cultural impacts analyses.   
 
This IRKS report provides baseline information which will support such reviews and analyses of 
the Rook 1 EIS.  It also supports further in-depth consultation with CRDN.  

8.1 STUDY CAVEATS 
This IRKS does not purport to be representative of all members of CRDN, nor could it, given the 
allotted time and resources combined with the added complications of the Covid 19 pandemic 
which curtailed community interviews midway.  Notwithstanding the above, this baseline 
investigation involves a much larger number of interview participants than would conventionally 
be expected in a project-specific regulatory Indigenous rights and knowledge study. Because the 
Nation independently expended considerable time, effort, and financial resources recording 
members’ customary Denesuline activities on the land since 2010, a very substantive body of 
relevant information documented by CRDN members was already in hand at the 
commencement of the IRKS investigations.   
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Moreover, in the course of the Nation’s TLUO studies carried out in 2014 and 2016, a great deal 
of information, specifically and directly relevant to NexGen’s proposed Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] had already been documented 
and compiled and was available for analysis and inclusion in the present study.  More than 50 
CRDN Elders and harvesters were involved in these earlier TLUO studies and their voices were 
added to the 22 individuals who were able to complete an IRKS interview before Covid-19 
pandemic conditions were declared.  Even with this level of participation, the total number of 
rights-bearing CRDN members and their records of customary occupancy and use of traditional 
lands, waters and resources, are not represented in the Nation’s TLUO investigations and a 
much smaller proportional number are represented in this IRKS. 
 
While portions of the IRKS investigations pertain to CRDN traditional lands (No Hoe Neneh) in 
their entirety, the geographic scope of the investigations was specifically focussed on the 
defined the Patterson Lake Area and, in particular, the proposed NexGen Rook 1 footprint at 
Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  The supporting maps prepared for the 
IRKS report do not purport to depict the totality of CRDN members’ customary occupancy and 
harvesting activities within these lands. Nor can they be expected to, given the longstanding, 
ongoing, and intensive nature of CRDN members’ land-based activities in the Patterson Lake 
Area combined with budget and time constraints which preclude attempts to interview all the 
Nation`s active land-users. 

8.2 OTHER STUDY LIMITATIONS 
Other limitations of this IRKS are largely related to Covid 19 pandemic conditions which were 
declared on March 14, 2020 and curtailed a number of the planned community investigations 
and review processes as follows.   

8.2.1 Curtailment of Community Interviews  
Unfortunately, many CRDN individuals and families who wanted to be involved in the Rook 1 
project-specific IRKS interviews have not been included.  When pandemic conditions were 
declared at La Loche on March 14, 2020, only half of the planned IRKS interviews had been 
completed.  As a result, CRDN members who were awaiting the return of the IRKS study 
facilitators at the end of March are not represented in the study findings.  The community 
investigations which could not be completed included interviews with CRDN hunters, multi-
generational family groups, CRDN youth, and CRDN human services staff. 

8.2.1.1 Group Interview with CRDN Hunters  
Given the widespread concerns about shrinking CRDN harvesting opportunities due to mineral 
exploration activities, environmental degradation, and diminishing harvests within longstanding 
good for everything areas, a small group interview with CRDN hunters was planned for the next 
scheduled round of community interviews.  The intent of the group interview was to support 
proficient community-identified hunters in collectively mapping both the disturbed and the still 
good harvesting areas Up North through the use of Google Earth direct-to-digital recording 
processes.  Since the study team was unable to return to the community after March 14, 2020 a 
comprehensive up-to-date map of still good and disturbed areas could not be completed.  The 
report therefore relies on disturbance data in-hand recognizing it is incomplete and dated 
(2016).   
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8.2.1.2 Multi-Generational Family Interviews 
Interviews with multi-generational family groups were also not completed as planned.  Since the 
legacy of a uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] will be 
inherited by the present and upcoming generations of the Nation, a number of older CRDN 
members specifically requested this option as a more appropriate IRKS interview format.  The 
multi-generations were described as combinations of older parents/Elders, adult children, 
grandchildren, and great grandchildren.  Such interviews were requested by parents whose 
adult children (and their families) also spend time Up North at the cabin but do not live in La 
Loche and would not otherwise be included. 

8.2.1.3 CRDN Youth 
Due to the curtailment of IRKS community investigations, administrative arrangements could 
not be made to include the voices of CRDN youth enrolled in the Venture Program who 
specifically stated their interests in participating in the study process (see Section 2.5.2).  The 
customary CRDN use and occupancy at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake and the Nation’s lands Up 
North was confirmed by Venture Program students in a brief demonstration TLUO mapping 
exercise.  Many statements made by students in the course of the group mapping exercise 
mirrored those already made by CRDN Elders and adults and documented in the Nation’s TLUO 
database and IRKS interviews.   

As the generation who would inherit the legacy of uranium mining at Goráchághı 
tu/Patterson/Forrest Lake, a spokesperson for the Venture Program students stated that they 
want to be want to be heard and actively participate in the IRKS process since what is at stake 
are their birthrights and the birthrights of their unborn children and grandchildren.  
Spokespersons within the Venture group were also forthright in raising a number of issues 
related to the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill which were not otherwise directly stated 
in IRKS interviews.   

While the discussions with Venture students could not be recorded, in the absence of prior 
school administration approval, brief notes of the discussions were made by the study 
facilitators which included the following points. 

• We are the next generation; we want to be involved. 
• We need to stand up for what we believe; we have right to stand up for what we want. 
• We want to raise our own children and grandchildren on the land like we were raised. 
• Want to make sure the land and water and animals our culture and people are 

protected. 
• Why do they use these things [uranium] if it’s bad. 
• They need to find a better way and consider other solutions. 
• What gives them the audacity to just come in and take this from us. 
• Why do Indigenous people have to bear the environmental burden of mines. 
• This uranium mine could affect our traditional food and we may not have a future as 

Indigenous people. 
• What about the future cost of reconciliation.  
• This mine could affect our culture like residential schools.  

8.2.1.4 CRDN Human Services Staff 
While some CRDN members who participated in IRKS interviews identified themselves as staff 
working for the Nation within the realm of education, health, and family services, due to Covid, 
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there was no opportunity to engage in discussions with small groups of CRDN service providers 
in their respective service roles.  It was assumed that different CRDN service providers’ groups 
would likely have additional insights to share, related to potential or anticipated issues an 
operating mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and how such 
issues might manifest in their work within the community.  

8.2.2 CRDN Photo Essay 
A photographic essay of CRDN members’ current activities on the land was intended to be 
included as a parallel visual statement to accompany the contextual background document 
relating to CRDN patterns of customary use and occupancy which appears as Section 4.0 of this 
IRKS report.  Within the Nation there are numerous and extensive family collections of 
photographs which depict people of all ages engaged in current harvesting, processing, and food 
preparation activities throughout CRDN No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands).  A physical presence 
in the community is required to gather and consolidate a representative selection of such 
photographs which pandemic conditions precluded. Therefore, the envisioned photo essay was 
not completed.   

8.2.3 Harvesting Study  
The CRDN and NexGen Study Agreement called for the completion of a community Harvest 
Survey which would provide additional information about the ongoing importance of and 
reliance on foods that come from CRDN lands and the Patterson Lake Area.   While the 
harvesting study is a separate investigation, it is integrally related to the IRKS and would 
augment the documented baseline harvesting information. The Harvest Survey was intended to 
be carried out concurrently with the second round of IRKS interviews.  Again, due to Covid-19, it 
could not be completed.   

8.2.4 Community Report Review 
As a result of pandemic restrictions, the IRKS findings, analyses, maps, and draft report could 
not be collectively reviewed by CRDN members in advance of the report submission to Chief and 
Council.  The community report review process is recognized by Origins Heritage Consultants 
Inc. as a matter of importance when research personnel are serving Indigenous communities as 
rapporteurs and scribes.  The group review is not only a respectful practice; it is a direct 
acknowledgement of the ownership of the information contained within a report and typically 
allows for additional refinements.   
 
While CRDN leaders were not in a position to refine personal statements made by CRDN 
members, the draft report has nonetheless been subject to CRDN Denesuline oversight.   

8.3 IRKS ANALYTICAL CONCLUSIONS 
In carefully reviewing and analyzing the information provided by CRDN members for this IRKS 
report it became evident that in some instances the baseline IRKS data which has been compiled 
is insufficient and will require augmentation by CRDN in order to support a comprehensive 
evaluation and assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and 
mill by the proponent, the regulators, and the Crown. 
 
These identified data gaps were discussed in the relevant sections of the IRKS report text. For 
the convenience of the IRKS report reviewers, these identified supplementary information 
requirements are briefly noted here.   
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8.3.1 CRDN Technical Reviews 
As reported by IRKS participants, CRDN was not involved in terrestrial studies related to 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] and Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] that were completed 
for NexGen by their environmental consultants.  Terrestrial studies of particular interest to the 
Nation include, water, wildlife, fish, and vegetation.  The Nation was also reportedly not 
involved in the historical resources studies (pre-contact/archaeology and historic) carried out at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake]. 
 
The findings for the above studies which support the proponent’s Environment Impact 
Statement will require review by CRDN and the Nation’s technical consultants of choice.   

8.3.2 Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed 
The proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill is situated at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest 
Lake] which is an integral part of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River].  The greater portion of CRDN 
traditional use and occupancy (past and present) occurs within the Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater 
River] Watershed,  
 
Further studies related to the Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed and the implications of 
an operating uranium mine and mill at the headwaters of Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] will be 
required by CRDN.  Such studies will also have to take into account CRDN Elders’ and harvesters’ 
different understandings about the headwaters of Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] and 
underground waters within No Hoe Neneh (traditional lands).  

8.3.3 TLUO Investigations Specific to Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
Detailed documentation of CRDN occupancy was not completed for Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] and the area immediately surrounding the lake as is usually the case 
with project-specific Indigenous Rights or TLUO studies. Due to the overarching concerns about 
contamination of the entire Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River] Watershed and the serious 
deleterious ramifications for the future of the Nation any effort to gather detailed information 
about specific sites, use areas, and placenames would have been the metaphorical equivalent of 
‘Emperor Nero Playing his Fiddle while Rome was Burning.’  The collection of detailed CRDN 
occupancy information was thus subsumed by the more pressing broader issues.   
 
Occupation information relates to fixed cultural sites/areas such as habitations, placenames, 
burials, and place-based lore and stories.  CRDN harvesting (land use) records for Goráchághı tu 
[Patterson/Forrest Lake] are robust.  However, CRDN occupancy records available for 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] are incomplete in that they do not include the 
underlying secondary layers of information such as Denesuline placenames within and near the 
lake as well as camps and cabins (deep ancestral and ancestral).   
 
With the existing and anticipated ‘abandonment’ of Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] 
which has been reported by many CRDN members, there is a risk/likelihood that such 
information will be lost if not imminently recorded.  Such a loss will contribute to the ongoing 
erasure of CRDN history and heritage. 
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8.3.4 Uranium, Mining Processes, and Toxicology 
CRDN members report that they do not have a full understanding of uranium, uranium mining, 
processes proposed by Nexgen for the Rook 1 project.  Nor do they know and understand the 
various toxicants which would be introduced on traditional lands and waters as a result of an 
operating uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  What is known is 
largely based on the earlier experience with Cluff Lake Mine.   
 
Technical support will be required by the Nation to ensure that CRDN members are fully 
informed about uranium, the mining processes proposed for Rook 1, and the toxicants that will 
be introduced as a result of an operating mine and mill and the ramifications for the land 
(people and all life forms). 

8.3.5 Rook 1 Mine Haul Road and Airstrip 
No information was available about transportation plans (road and airstrip) for the proposed 
Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake [Patterson/Forrest Lake] at the 
time the IRKS interviews were conducted. 

These matters will require further study by CRDN members.  New and/or improved roadways 
(and airstrips) which will provide more access to outsider sports fishers and hunters, for 
example, is a land use matter which has definite implications for the Nation’s Denesuline 
families. 

8.3.6 Cumulative Impacts  
Based on what CRDN members have described, the existing and ongoing impacts of mineral 
exploration and extraction activities taking place within No Hoe Neneh are already seriously 
affecting CRDN Denesuline harvesting and customary land-based activities.  The cumulative 
extent of mineral exploration activities within No Hoe Nene will require delineation by the 
Nation.   
 
Such an investigation would specifically take into consideration the six or more years of uranium 
exploration carried out at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] by NexGen.  These activities 
had substantial impacts, well before the application for the Rook 1 uranium mine and mill was 
formally submitted.   
 
An investigation of cumulative intrusions on CRDN Denesuline lives and traditional lands will 
also need to consider present and reasonably foreseeable exploration activities that are/and will 
likely continue to arise as a result of the discoveries in the Patterson Lake Area and investment 
decisions made by NexGen and Fission, as well as other corporate mining interests. 

8.3.7 Constricted/Degraded Harvesting Lands within No Hoe Neneh, CRDN Traditional Lands 
The immediate and future ability of CRDN families to continue living customary Denesuline lives 
as promised by Treaty 8 is threatened if sufficiently large, intact, and productive, current and 
ancestral harvesting lands are not protected for continued Denesuline traditional use.  As 
reported by in the IRKS, CRDN members are very concerned that good harvesting lands within 
No Hoe Neneh are shrinking at alarming rate and will preclude the continued exercise of their 
treaty rights to hunt, fish, trap and gather.   
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Part of the planned IRKS interviews was to work with CRDN hunters in delineating both the 
disturbed and still good areas.  While this group interview did not happen due to Covid-19 it is 
still required.  Also required is a delineation of the Nation’s present and future needs which 
would ensure that CRDN Denesuline families are able to continue to exercise the harvesting 
rights guaranteed under the terms of Treaty 8 in the present day and long into the future.  
Continued Denesuline harvesting is also a health and food security issue (see below) 

8.3.8 Displacement/Dispossession 
The displacement/dispossession of Indigenous peoples from their homelands is now recognized 
to have longstanding deleterious effects, individually and collectively (RCAP 1996; TRC 2015). 
 
For this reason, a focussed examination of cases where Denesuline peoples have unwillingly 
been removed from their homelands is warranted (e.g. Cold Lake First Nations and the Primrose 
Air Weapons Range [ICCP 1994]; Sayisi Dene First Nation and Tadoule Lake [RCAP 1996]).  As 
described in the IRKS report, arguments which would suggest that CRDN are not being ‘forced’ 
to move are specious.  While not, for example, being compelled to move at gunpoint, CRDN 
Denesuline families are nonetheless being forced to move by state-approved industrial activities 
and projects which create conditions incompatible with a Denesuline way of life.  CRDN 
Denesuline families therefore have no option but to unwillingly leave longstanding traditional 
lands Up North. 

8.3.9 Cultural Impacts (Health/Well-Being/Heritage/ Identity and Social/Community) 
What is most evident in the CRDN IRKS findings is the nature and extent of CRDN members’ 
attachments to the traditional lands and waters which have long sustained the Nation’s families.  
The current patterns of CRDN members’ use and occupancy within No Hoe Neneh have been 
passed down by the Nation’s ancestors and are both intensive and extensive.  Moreover, the 
land-based activities which CRDN families engage in are a continuation of ancient Denesuline 
ways of life which have been transmitted for thousands of years to the present generations of 
the Nation.   

As described by CRDN members, living off the land activities in the present day are grounded in 
Denesuline values, practices, customs, and traditions which are reflective of a distinctive way of 
understanding and being in the world and are supported by the social structures, institutions 
and the Dene language which are required to sustain this distinctiveness.  Since all aspects of a 
CRDN Denesuline way of are inextricably interconnected with the land, any and all activities 
which occur on No Hoe Neneh which disturb or degrade CRDN traditional lands potentially have 
far-reaching and cascading impacts to health and well-being, Denesuline heritage and identity, 
social institutions, and community life.   

For reasons described by CRDN members in the IRKS report, activities related to uranium 
extraction and processing are incompatible with customary Denesuline ways of life.  The 
overarching and repeatedly expressed concern for CRDN members is that such activities are 
jeopardizing the entire Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River] Watershed, wherein the Nation’s current 
and ancestral occupancy and use is concentrated.  Should the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine 
and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake] be approved the ramifications for current 
and future generations of the Nation to live as distinct Denesuline Nation are both deleterious 
and profound.  
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Further study of the implications of the proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill will be required 
to understand the implications on CRDN Denesuline heritage and identity, health and well-
being, and social and community life.  Since these matters are all inextricably interconnected, 
typical separate stand-alone investigations framed in a western science frame of reference will 
fall short in providing the information necessary for a comprehensive evaluation and assessment 
of the human-centred impacts (social, cultural, health) of an operating uranium mine and mill at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].  A CRDN health and well-being study related to the 
proposed Rook 1 uranium mine and mill at Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake], for example, 
will necessarily have to be grounded in fundamental Denesuline precepts, teachings, and 
understandings of the world and examine the various facets which underpin 
Indigenous/Denesuline health and well-being.  Based on CRDN members’ 2020 IRLS interviews a 
comprehensive study must necessarily consider emotional and mental health matters, 
traditional food security, and Denesuline identity and heritage.  For CRDN such human-centred 
investigations must also be trauma-informed. 
 
With the growing Indigenous resurgence movements taking place within Canada, CRDN will 
presumably be in a position to identify and enter into contractual arrangements with Indigenous 
consultants who are experienced in the conduct of multifaceted examinations of these complex 
and interrelated matters and familiar with the presentation of study findings in ways which 
bridge two different worldviews.   

8.3.10 Other Supplemental Studies 
The supplemental studies described in the foregoing are based on the analyses of the IRKS 
information provided by CRDN members in relation to the proposed NexGen Rook 1 project at 
Goráchághı tu [Patterson/Forrest Lake].   
 
CRDN leadership can be expected to identify other supplementary information requirements 
over and above those which emerged from the IRKS.   
 
Any and all supplementary studies which may go forward have the CRDN baseline information 
compiled in this IRKS report available to guide the work. 
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APPENDIX 1  
ORIGINS HERITAGE CONSULTANTS INC. 

Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. is a consulting practice that primarily supports Indigenous communities 
in the boreal forest regions of Alberta and Saskatchewan with investigations and documentation of 
traditional land use, occupancy, and historical research.   
 
The principal, Annette McCullough, has more than 30 years of experience working with and supporting 
Indigenous peoples (First Nations, Métis and Inuit) in documenting traditional use and occupancy and 
retrieving and consolidating historical and archival materials of relevance to specific communities.  Much 
of Annette’s experience is related to industrial developments on Indigenous lands within the Lower 
Athabasca watershed and the conduct of project-specific traditional use investigations related to federal 
and provincial environmental impact assessment processes.  It also includes working with Indigenous 
communities and their legal teams in the preparation of hearing and injunction documents and strength 
of claim investigations.   
 
Ms. McCullough, the Lead Investigator for the proposed NexGen Rook 1 IRKS, has been supporting 
Clearwater River Dene Nation in its efforts to document traditional land use and occupancy since 2009.  
She has conducted numerous interviews with CRDN Elders and harvesters between 2010 and 2016, all of 
which have been transcribed and digitized for the Nation’s on-going use.  As an outcome of this work a 
master GIS database has been created for CRDN to support consultation activities and other community 
projects.  In addition a wide range of historical and archival documents relevant to CRDN’s history has 
been assembled for the Nation’s archives. 
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Curriculum Vitae 
Annette McCullough 

 
Education 
B.A. (Sociology/Psychology) University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, 1970. 
M.S.W (Community Development) University of Calgary, Calgary, Alberta, 1972.  

Professional Experience 
2010 – present Principal  

Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. Calgary, Alberta 

2005 - 2009 Manager, Community and Aboriginal Affairs 
FMA Heritage Inc., Calgary, Alberta 

2004 - 2005 Community Liaison/Study Facilitator 
FMA Heritage Resources Consultants Inc., Calgary, Alberta 

1992  - 1999 Principal 
Third Age Counseling & Consulting Associates Inc., Calgary, Alberta 

1978 - 1992 Principal/ Project Administration Director 
McCullough Consulting Ltd., Calgary, Alberta 

Selected Project Experience 

Origins Heritage Consultants 

• Cold Lake First Nations. Various Archival and Historical studies related to Lumbering and 
Photographic Collections. 

• Clearwater River Dene Nation. Comprehensive Traditional Land Use and Occupancy Study within 
the Clearwater River and Upper Churchill watersheds.   

• Cold Lake First Nations. Elders Heritage Project, Lue Chok Tue (Save the Lake) 

• Metis Region 2. Traditional Use Study, Proposed Enbridge Gateway Pipeline Project 

• Cold Lake Fist Nations, Traditional Use and Occupancy Study. Jié Houchálá (Berry Point) related to 
English Bay Provincial Park. 

• Conklin Metis Local #193, Comprehensive Traditional Use and Occupancy Study as well as various 
project-specific Traditional Use Studies related to proposed oil sands and pipeline developments,  

• Chipewyan Prairie Dene First Nation. Various project-specific Traditional Use Studies related to 
proposed oil sands and pipeline developments within the Kai Kos Deseh/Christina River 
watershed; Creation of a Traditional Use and Occupancy digital data base.  

FMA Heritage Consultants Inc. 

• Cold Lake First Nations. Traditional Use Study related to Osum Taiga Project. 

• Metis Region 2, Traditional Use Study, related Osum Taiga Project (Historical Context and 
Cumulative Encroachments) 

• Chipewyan Prairie Dene First Nation, Community Workshop Facilitation, Mapping and Briefing 
Notes on Traditional Use and Land Protection for the Lower Athabasca Regional Plan,  

• Conklin Metis #193, Preliminary Investigations, Traditional Land Use and Occupancy.   

• Traditional Land Use Study for Chipewyan Prairie Dene First Nation related to Statoil (formerly 
North American Oil Sands Corporation) Kai Kos Dehseh Project  
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• Traditional Land Use and Occupancy Study, Cold Lake First Nations, Burnt Lake Project (History 
and Heritage) 

• Chipewyan Prairie Dene First Nation Traditional Land Use study related to MEG Christina Lake 
Project, Phase 3. 

• Beaver Lake Cree Nation.  Preliminary Investigations Traditional Land Use and Occupancy Study, 
related to Enbridge Waupisoo Pipeline. 

• Management and Coordination of Traditional Knowledge Studies with 49 First Nations and Metis 
Communities in Alberta and British Columbia for Enbridge Gateway Pipeline, including study 
scoping for both independent community studies and collaborative community-proponent 
investigations  

• Thunderchild First Nation, Preliminary Investigations, Traditional Land Use and Occupancy Study 
and GIS Mapping.  

• Traditional Land Use Effects Assessment related to Synenco, Northern Lights Project (involved 
Fort Chipewyan Metis and Athabasca Chipewyan First Nation). 

• CEMA Wildlife Movement TEK Study in Fort Chipewyan, Fort McKay, Anzac, Chard, and Conklin.  

• Cold Lake First Nations Traditional Land Use Effects Assessment related to CNRL Primrose East 
Expansion Project.  

• Traditional Land Use Effects Assessment for MEG Energy Christina Lake Regional Project (Phase 
1) (involved Chard, Chipewyan Prairie Dene First Nation, Conklin Metis). 

McCullough Consulting Ltd.   

• Historical Research related to the early fur trade in the Lower Athabasca Region (Alberta and 
Saskatchewan). 

• Community Archaeology Project/Archaeological Excavations at Ethel Lake, Esso Resources.  
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APPENDIX 2  
CRDN TLUO INVESTIGATIONS 

CRDN has a longstanding interest and commitment to documenting the Nation’s history, 
traditional use and occupancy of traditional lands, No Hoe Neneh. 

Initial CRDN History and Heritage Studies 
In 2004, CRDN leadership launched a plan to record the oral history and family connections to 
the Nation’s traditional lands. In August of that year a multi-family history gathering camp was 
set up at Amber Lake, during which time many of the Nation’s Elders were interviewed and 
recorded.  In 2007, a second history gathering camp was set up at Lloyd Lake and more 
interviews with Elders were recorded.  The interviews were conducted in Dene (our language).  
While some of the interviews were translated into English; most were not because of budget 
constraints. Through an unfortunate set of circumstances, the maps which were created in the 
course of these interviews were separated from the collection of interview recordings and have 
not as yet been located. 

Origins Heritage Consultants Inc. TLUO Technical Support  
In 2010 CRDN leadership was faced with Alberta oil sands exploration activities crossing over 
into northwestern Saskatchewan on to CRDN traditional lands.  The possibility of an industrial 
mining project in the Axe Lake area prompted the need for additional traditional use and 
occupancy investigations which would provide documentation to support the Nation in 
safeguarding its rights and interests.  Origins Heritage Resources Consultants Inc. was 
approached assist the Nation in preparing land use and occupancy documentation that would 
be recognized in broader non-Indigenous settings.  Given the efficacy of Indigenous use and 
occupancy maps in making potential conflicts related to proposed industrial developments on 
traditional lands visible, the creation of a map series depicting CRDN members’ relationships 
with No Hoe Neneh, CRDN traditional lands, was the initial focus of attention based on 
information provided by CRDN Elders and harvesters.   
 
While such maps are not required by the Nation’s members who are fully aware of ancestral and 
current activities on traditional lands, they are required to inform outside interests who do not 
share an understanding of CRDN members’ enduring relationships with, interests in, and 
connections to longstanding homelands.  According to instructions received from Roy 
Cheecham, then Chief of CRDN, the investigations carried out by Origins personnel were to 
document CRDN members’ general use of traditional lands as fully and as accurately as possible, 
such that the baseline information so gathered and compiled could withstand the scrutiny of the 
courts, should that be necessary.  

And the reason is that if I’m sitting across the table from [company name] or [company 
name] and I say, you know what, this is what my community wants and this is why it 
wants that; this is why I want to be part of that and here’s our map and here’s our 
history -  It better be right.  If I’m sitting across the table from [the] Premier and I say you 
know what, I demand a fair share for my people because we come from Treaty 8 and this 
is part and parcel of the intent of Treaty 8; here is our map.  And he says, ‘No, go home.’ 
Then, ‘Well, we’ll see you in court.’ This had better be good enough to present in court; 
so it has to be done right.  It has to be strong and form part and parcel of our history and 
you’ll be part of making Clearwater history. So it’s very important (Roy Cheecham, 
personal communication 2011). 
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In the event that an industrial project was to be proposed within CRDN traditional lands, the 
baseline mapping would be able to readily demonstrate, in a preliminary way, the nature and 
strength of the Nation’s interests.  It was understood that further exploration and clarification of 
potential impacts would require additional project-specific investigations with CRDN harvesters 
and knowledge-holders familiar with the area in question.   

CRDN TLUO Mapping 

CRDN traditional lands extend throughout what is now northwestern Saskatchewan and 
northeastern Alberta and beyond.  Due to the size of the area which has seen longstanding use 
and occupancy by CRDN members (ancestral and current) a decision was made to first begin 
documenting the Nation’s traditional use and occupancy in the areas most intensively utilized in 
the present day.  Through a process of trial and error, a map scale in the order of 1:150,000 was 
found to offer sufficient detail for digital mapping of CRDN of the core living and occupancy 
areas without an overwhelming number of poster–size paper maps.  Even at this scale, four map 
sheets were required to cover the area of initial primary interest. Within this map coverage 
area, information provided by CRDN members could be rendered into digital formats.  Beyond 
this area, CRDN members’ references are in text form only and primarily relate to harvesting 
activities.   
 
The intensive and extensive nature of CRDN harvesting activities is such that, in many instances, 
conventions for recording member’s personal activities on TLUO mark-up maps for digital 
documentation had to be established which forfeit details in favor of patterns.  Where this 
situation occurred, the conventions which were adopted are explained in the text of the report. 

Accuracy 
While not subject to confirmation in the field, the relative accuracy of feature locations mapped 
by CRDN members is not in question. CRDN interview respondents are noted to generally be 
very careful about making sure that the marks placed on paper maps actually fit with the very 
detailed ‘mind map’ of traditional lands which harvesters automatically carry in their mind.  
When the scale of markup maps used was not sufficiently detailed and/or did not match the 
mind map, CRDN informants readily identified the discrepancies. CRDN hunters’ detailed 
memory of moose harvesting sites is particularly striking. 

That’s the one, where the river goes like that and there’s a small lake. It might be 
[considering map].  That`s pretty close.  There`s one there but that’s too close. This looks 
like the chain of lakes there. Because it turns that way.  But that would be too close - 
because that would be the first one. But it’s not in the muskeg where that first stop is; 
it’s past – that’s where the muskeg is.  That’s what’s confusing me right now (CR20/02).  
“Because there’s big hills there and we’ve shot moose right in there.  Like, I shot - one, 
two, three, four.  I’ve shot - by the hills there - I’ve shot two in here.... Yeah. And right 
past here, I’ve shot one.  Three in there.  There`s one on this side and two on this side of 
the river (CR20/02). 
 
And I know, like somewhere up here, I believe that might be the lake, on this end, 
because we came across, walked across through here.  So that would be…Right there.  
I’m going to guess it’s on that lake because I know we came across and we walked to 
this little lake.  He’s got a canoe there that he uses and then he came around that little 
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body of water and he come walking this way - because we hit the Dupre Trail that we 
usually go hunting there as well (CR51/04). 
 
I shot a moose last year – this is the Murison Lake, Hodge Lake.   There’s a lake right 
before it where I was passing Murison across the lake, say about right here. I don’t know 
that lake; I shot a moose there last year. That was on September, October 6. Yeah, I 
remember that.  And actually, exactly a month before that, I shot a moose at KM 150, 
right before Patterson Lake. I believe Patterson Lake is KM 150. So it should be KM 140, 
should be like a dip that goes down in the road. So I shot a moose there too. Should be 
around here or here, somewhere (CR35/03). 

TLUO Database 
The recording system that was ultimately created for CRDN recognizes that TLUO information is 
not static.   Each CRDN member who has been interviewed has their own digital file which is 
updated as new information is provided.  In this regard, the more members who share their 
personal information the more complete and textured the pattern of CRDN use and occupancy 
becomes when individual data sets are consolidated for the Nation as a whole.  As it is currently 
configured, the TLUO recording system allows for the addition of new information as it becomes 
available, irrespective of its source and where it is situated in time (past, the present or future).   
 
What this means is that CRDN members, whose personal activities on the land have not yet 
been recorded, can choose to have their activities added to the collective inventory when and if 
the interest and opportunity arises. It also means that the information gathered by the Nation in 
early investigations with Elders in 2004 and 2007 can be added to the master data base should 
time and finances permit.  It is to be noted that CRDN TLUO documentation has many more 
potential applications, of relevance to the Nation, apart from regulatory processes.  Use in CRDN 
school programing in relation to the Nation’s history and heritage is but one example.   
 
In creating the baseline CRDN TLUO maps, the underlying premise was that a proposed project 
footprint and study area would be first overlaid on to the baseline TLUO map of the Nation’s 
traditional lands in their entirety to determine where there might be conflicts with the Nation’s 
customary activities.  From this starting point it would then be possible to ‘drill down’ into a 
specific area and examine the nature of the information digitally recorded to date, allowing for 
an examination (separately or collectively) of the various base data layers which have been 
recorded.  
 
For CRDN, these data layers include information related to Occupancy, Harvesting, Trails and 
Travel Routes, Cultural/Spiritual Sites and Areas, Environmental Observations, and Non-
Indigenous Encroachments, with subsets of information within each category.  Within the 
Occupancy data set, for example, it is possible to examine Placenames, Cabins and Camps as 
separate layers. It is also possible to inspect specific digital points, polygons or lines and 
determine who provided the information and when that information was provided.   

CRDN Placenames 
Throughout the 2010 – 2016 TLUO investigations a concerted effort was made to record CRDN 
Denesuline placenames.  Indigenous placenames (toponyms) for landscape features within 
traditional lands offer evidence of long-standing and enduring relationships with particular 
places since feature names are very slow to change.  The Dene conventions for naming places 
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are in themselves distinct and complex. The process of recording placenames derived from a 
different worldview and language very complex.  Three different placename types (layers) are 
recorded in the CRDN TLUO data base. The first layer consists of main features (i.e. large lakes, 
rivers and landforms such as mountains/big hills/sheth) within CRDN traditional lands which are 
broadly known within the community.  The second layer includes features specific to a particular 
large harvesting area (e.g. Firebag area).  The third layer includes features of a particular space 
occupied by trappers and/or families.  Because of this complexity and the time consuming 
nature of the process, CRDN Elders focussed their attention on the first level of naming starting 
with the main lakes which are the landmarks for travel and navigation.   

At this first level, many Denesuline place names are so widely used by community members and 
are so readily interchanged with English names that some CRDN harvesters questioned the need 
to record them at all.  However, from the perspective of CRDN Elders, it was considered to be 
important to record these placenames as evidence of Denesuline peoples’ longstanding 
presence on the land and to prepare a map which could rectify the affront to the original people 
when new names were superimposed on Na Ho Nene (Our Land) by federal and provincial 
governments.  

On the secondary level of naming (that is, within specific large areas surrounding well known 
lakes) placenames were recorded only if the CRDN Elder providing information was personally 
familiar with that particular area.  If an area was considered to be outside an Elder’s customary 
space of occupancy and use (i.e. not my area), deference was afforded to those members of the 
community who know the area in question, to provide the placenames. The names of the 
appropriate people to consult were invariably provided.   

I can’t say.  That’s not my area (CR09/02).   

While a considerable number of placenames have been recorded at this secondary level, a 
comprehensive record cannot be completed without the assistance of Elders and knowledge 
keepers who are have strong associations with a particular area.  Ancestral CRDN placenames at 
this secondary level often reflect the name of people who lived there.  Secondary level 
placenames are reported to be most in danger of being lost in time because current harvesting 
practices do not require the longer term intimate presence on the land as was the case in earlier 
days.  Moreover the naming at this level is said to usually require a physical presence on the 
land or the water to trigger the memory of the respective name.  The numerous rapids on 
Clearwater River, for example, all have Denesuline names, but unless a trip is made on the water 
with a knowledge holder, they cannot be named in a ‘paper mapping’ exercise.   

Like there’s rapids [on Clearwater River] they have all the names for the rapids - the 
older people. The people that have those names, they can’t – they’re not in too good a 
shape to take on that route, you know... on that river to teach you. So you don’t really 
get to learn those names.... It’s kind of hard because when you see things, you don’t use 
a map.  You just go and you see landmarks and you know that’s that.  It’s not, ‘Hey, 
what’s this on the map?’ (CR20/02).  The only reason I know [about the rapids on upper 
reaches of Clearwater River] is because...I went down with [CRDN member] one time.... 
And he went down with [CRDN member]...and them.  They must have passed 
information down from when, you know, their parents went down and stuff like that. So 
they passed it down. And some of the names he said to me....That’s how we got 
them....But from my generation, you don’t really pass on all the names of different 
things. You know, there’s not enough time to learn all of them because you won’t in the 
area long enough. But in the old days, they were there – it would have taken them a 
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month, whatever, to come down.  Because they had to portage everything and...[it] 
would take a long time (CR20/02). 

Since CRDN members continue to customarily assign names to places there is third level of 
placenames, many of which are of a more recent origin.  Such names are typically given to 
places by CRDN families for features which are in proximity to camps and cabin locations.  They 
often encapsulate family stories and events (i.e. grandpa’s lake, burnt canoe lake).  They are not 
necessarily known within the broader community.  

But there’s one lake I named it, just before my cabin.  It’s got no name on it. My sons, 
they called it. Because that’s one lake where I rode there, we were taking a break, and 
we had brought some pop….One of my buddies was looking at us, and he was saying, 
‘You guys are in my sights. I have that pop can in my sights.’ So I just named that lake, 
‘My Sights’ eh! (CR33/03). 

Family place names and their associated stories were recorded if mentioned in TLUO interviews.  
However, no concerted effort was made to seek out such information.  There so many names 
and stories that time did not permit such a detailed exploration.  Names of a more recent origin 
also are also assigned by harvesters to places where non-Indigenous activities are taking place 
on traditional lands (e.g. ‘Pure Point Road’, Oilsands Quest Road) and are immediately 
recognized landmarks. 
 
Some ancient stories of how features within CRDN traditional lands were shaped by giant 
animals/fish in the ancient past have also been recorded.  The formation of Peter Pond Lake and 
La Loche Lake, for example, are understood to be the work of giant mariah (ling cod).  The 
constriction which is present in both lakes is the result of sedimentary deposits consistent with 
the behavior of this species of fish, which partially buries itself in the bottom sands. 
 
Many Dene placenames have been recorded in the course of CRDN TLUO investigations; 
however, most have not as yet been transcribed in Denesuline digital orthography for use in 
publications.  The process of recording placenames is very complex in that in requires individuals 
who: 

• orally know a Denesuline place name and also know its location on a contemporary 
paper or digital map,  

• are fluent Dene language speakers and know how to render an oral name into written 
form, and  

• know how render the written names into a Denesuline digital typescript   

A place name record can only be completed when all the above conditions are met and usually 
the efforts of three different people are required. Fortunately, CRDN has a number of highly 
skilled Denesuline linguists, working with the CRDN School, who are teaching Denesuline 
language skills as well as orthography for text documents.  While these individuals are able to 
complete place name records the task awaits completion due to time and budgetary 
constraints.  

CRDN Photographic Collections 
Within the Nation’s membership there is a very large collection of current and historical photos 
of No Hoe Neneh and myriads of individual and family harvesting, processing, and food 
preparation activities taking place throughout traditional lands. The CRDN School also has a 
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large photograph collection of students of all ages engaged in land-based learning activities 
through the years. Ducharme School in the village of La Loche, which is attended by many CRDN 
students, has a similar collection.   
 
As yet, there has been no opportunity to gather and consolidate CRDN historical and 
contemporary photographic records. 

Other CRDN Interviews 
In the course of other investigations related to the La Loche region a number of interviews were 
completed with CRDN members, years ago. These interviews have not yet been brought into the 
Nation’s database.  These include interviews which took place in 1977 as part of the Dene Elders 
Project (Holland 2002), Treaty and Aboriginal Research Rights (TARR) interviews, in the 1980s,  
as well as those carried out in the course of history projects carried out by Indigenous 
communities who are part of the Meadow Lake Tribal Council (Millar 2006).   
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APPENDIX 3  
IRKS Interview Consent and Questionnaire 

CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION 

NEXGEN ROOK 1 INDIGENOUS RIGHTS AND KNOWLEDGE SURVEY 
STUDY INTRODUCTION AND CONSENT  

 
Good Morning/Afternoon.  My name is XXXX  and my colleague is XXXX. 
 
We’ve been hired by Chief and Council to assist the Nation in carrying out Indigenous Land and 
Resource Use studies.  I’ve been in the community several times before doing interviews and 
mapping for the Nation and I’ve spoken with Elders and harvesters about CRDN traditional lands 
and the exercise of rights.   
 
We’re here today because of a uranium mining project which is being proposed by NexGen 
Energy near Patterson Lake (Figure Project Area). The reason we’re here is to record and map 
CRDN members’ use of the land in the Patterson Lake area to support Chief and Council in the 
consultation process. 
 
You have been identified as a CRDN member who is familiar with the Patterson Lake area and 
have been asked to share your experience and knowledge about hunting, fishing, trapping and 
gathering activities. In addition, we are interested in hearing what you think about this proposed 
uranium mine and how it might affect your current and future use of Patterson Lake and 
surrounding area. 
 
We will be in the community for the next week interviewing CRDN harvesters, Elders and 
members.  When we have finished the interviews we will be putting together all the information 
that we have gathered into a report. Once we’ve reviewed the maps and the issues and 
concerns that were identified in the interviews we will be coming back to the community to 
meet with all the people who have been interviewed to make sure that the information we have 
is accurate and complete. 
 
We will then prepare a report for Chief and Council. In the report we will be using the people’s 
own words as much as possible.  When we use people’s own words in the report the person’s 
name will appear as a code number.  
 
With your permission we will record the information you provide on voice or video recorders 
and on paper or digital maps.  At your request we will not record any information you consider 
confidential.  We recognize that all the information we receive is the intellectual property of the 
Nation and members and it will all be returned to Chief and Council. 
 
If you are in agreement with this interview process (name CRDN Coordinator) has a consent 
form for you to sign. 
 
On the consent form you can also let us know if the information you share can be used by Chief 
and Council for other future projects which might be proposed in the Patterson Lake area and 
whether or not we can take photographs of your interview.  
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CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION 

NEXGEN ROOK 1 INDIGENOUS RIGHTS AND KNOWLEDGE SURVEY 

CONSENT FORM 

 
I (print name)  ____________________________________________ on this date  -------------------
-  consent to being interviewed by Origin Heritage Consultants Inc. about the proposed NexGen 
Rook I TLU project and my use of the land in the Patterson Lake area. 
 
I understand that the TLU study is being conducted by CRDN for the purpose of documenting 
member’s rights-based use and cultural practices and identifying potential impacts that this 
proposed project may have on these rights and practices. 
 
I also understand that the information gathered in interviews is recognized as the Nation’s and 
member’s intellectual property and will be returned to Chief and Council. 
 

I give my permission to record my interview responses on maps, audio/visual recorders 
and to use my information in reports related to the proposed NexGen Energy Rook 1 
mining project. 

 
 I give my permission for Chief and Council/Consultation/Legal Team to use my 

information about the Patterson Lake area for other future projects which might be 
planned for the Patterson Lake area. 

 
 I give my permission to be photographed in the interview process. 
 
 I give my permission to include my name in reports and/or dispositions if required by 

Chief and Council 
 
 
 
For more information contact (? CRDN Name) at (Phone Number) 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________   ____________________ 
Signature of Participant      Participant Date of Birth 
 
 
 
___________________________________   _____________________ 
Witness        Date 
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CLEARWATER RIVER DENE NATION  
NEXGEN ROOK 1 INDIGENOUS RIGHTS AND KNOWLEDGE SURVEY 

INTERVIEW GUIDE 

 

BIOGRAPHICAL QUESTIONS 
• What is your Full Name and Date of Birth,  
• Are you a Treaty Member of CRDN 

 
KNOWLEDGE AND FAMILIARITY WITH PATTERSON LAKE AREA 

• How familiar are you with the Patterson Lake Area.  [reference: map of study area]  
(Explore nature and depth of familiarity e.g. ancestral family area; hunting, trapping, 
fishing) 

• When was the last time you were there? 
 
SPECIFIC USE OF PATTERSON LAKE AREA 

• What do you do when you are in the Patterson Lake Area (focus on exploring and 
recording harvesting activities e.g. animals or birds taken for food or other cultural uses, 
animals trapped for fur feathers, fish by net or angling, picked berries or other food 
plants, picked/obtained medicines, gathered other plant parts for cultural use, gathered 
other non-plant or animal resources from the land 

 
NEXGEN ROOK 1 PROJECT 

• How did you learn about the proposed NexGen mining project? 
• What do you think about the proposed uranium mine and mill? 

 
EXPERIENCE WITH URANIUM EXPLORATION AND MINING  

• Do you have any previous experience with uranium exploration and mining?  If yes, what 
where when? 

• Do you have questions about uranium mining?  What would you like to know?   Who 
would you trust to provide this information? 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL OBSERVATIONS/CONDITIONS PATTERSON LAKE AREA 
Are there any special features about the land in the Patterson Lake area that you are aware of 
which the proposed Uranium mine needs to consider? (e.g. above and below ground water, 
springs, mineral licks, caribou) 
 
INTERVIEW CLOSURE 

• Is there anything else you would like to say that we haven`t talked about yet? 
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APPENDIX 4  
CRDN Archival Records 

A number of archival record sources relating to CRDN ancestral connections to traditional lands, 
No Hoe Neneh, have been identified. Those which were available for review were examined; 
those requiring in-person research were not.  Many Portage La Loche Band (CRDN) archival files 
now housed with Library and Archives Canada have complicated access restrictions due to 
various changes in the Department of Indians Affairs administrative regimes and longstanding 
misunderstandings that CRDN is signatory to Treaty 8, not Treaty 10. 

Archival Fur Trade Records 
The first entry of non-Indigenous people into the fur-rich upper Churchill River region occurred 
in the early 1700s with the arrival of French fur traders affiliated with Montreal-based interests.  
While they are known to have been very active, there are few written records of activities 
during this time.  However, many of the family surnames found within Denesuline communities 
in the Churchill River region attest to this early French presence.   

So, we’re all - our last names are all French, but nobody talks French, eh. Only 
the older people used to talk French.... Dene – lots in the French, eh (CR05/01). 
There’s a mix.  Like they mixed in some French words with Dene names 
(CR15/01) 

The earliest written records of the presence of Chipewyan (Denesuline) people are found in 
maps created by fur traders based on Indigenous accounts.  An early map of the upper Churchill 
Region, was prepared by Alexander Henry the Elder in 1776 in advance of planned trade 
expedition into Athabasca Country via Churchill River, Methy Portage and Clearwater River and 
Athabasca River. Henry (1809:324) identifies Chipewyan (Orabuthcow) peoples as the 
‘proprietors’ of these lands.  A segment of Henry’s map of the Upper Churchill River is 
reproduced as Figure 33.   

Another map, produced by Peter Pond in in 1778, based on Indigenous accounts, depicts the 
Northern Chipewyan Road to Hudson’s Bay and the Churchill River Route from Hudson’s Bay to 
Athabasca Country via Methy Portage. On this map, Pelican Lake and River are both identified. 
Pelican Lake is Goráchághı tu/Pelican Lake known today as two lakes, Patterson Lake and 
Forrest Lake.  Pelican River is Goráchághı Desë ́known today as Clearwater River.  The segment 
of this map which depicts Pelican Lake and River is presented in the text of the IRKS report as 
Figure 22 (p. 105).  While Peter Pond has often been credited to be the first non-Indigenous fur 
trader to cross Methy Portage in 1785 and make his way into Athabasca Country, he was 
actually preceded by French counterparts at least a generation before (Petitot 1976; 
McCullough and Maccagno 1991; Hanks 2000).  

The earliest mapped survey of identified Chipewyan lands in the Upper Churchill was completed 
by Philip Turnor and Peter Fidler for the Hudson’s Bay Company (HBC) in 1791-1792 (Tyrrell 
1934).  The HBC plan was to survey and record the route into Athabasca Country by way of 
Methy Portage. Turnor and Fidler were shown the way through territories (unknown to them) 
by a Chipewyan (Denesuline) guiding party. While the Denesuline guides, ended up not taking 
the HBC survey party across Methy Portage because of the reported shortage of game on the 
Clearwater River at the time, they did take Turnor and Fidler across the height of land separating 
the Churchill and Athabasca watersheds by way of the Swan [Garson] Lake Portage to Kai kos 
deseh [Christina River]  and  Des Nëtthë ́ [Clearwater River]  as depicted in Figure 34.    
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Turnor and Fidler were informed by their Denesuline guides that this was a travel route that no 
Europeans had every travelled before.  The new survey information mapped by Turnor and 
Fidler in 1791-1792 was incorporated into the newest version of Map of North America 
published in 1795 by Aaron Arrowsmith, a cartographer who created the maps which supported 
British colonization efforts. Figure 35 is a segment of this map.  
 
The knowledge of the rich fur resources to be found in the Upper Churchill and Athabasca 
Country prompted a flood of Euro-Canadian fur trade activity.  In the Upper Churchill region and 
Athabasca Country, the years between 1778 and 1821 were marked by an influx of non-
Indigenous (French and English) traders and the erection of trading posts. The location of French 
post which operated from 1786 or 1787 to 1791 was recorded at Lac La Loche by Turnor and 
Fidler in 1791.  The competition to attract Indigenous customers was often bitter and violent, 
particular before amalgamation of NWC and HBC the two main fur trade concerns in 1820.  The 
treatment of Denesuline hunters (trappers) by the North West Company traders, according to 
HBC archival trading post records, was very harsh (violent); so harsh that Denesuline hunters on 
many occasions are recorded to have told the NWC traders to leave the country since the people 
were well able to live without Europeans as they had done before.   
 
In the early days of the fur trade expansion westward into Athabasca Country, Methy Portage 
was the primary point for Euro-Canadian entry into the fur-rich interior.  During the years 
between 1798 and 1883, Methy Portage served as the main conduit through which trade goods 
were transported into the vast Athabasca and Mackenzie River Basins and the furs trapped by 
Indigenous peoples were transported east to Euro-Canadian markets.   Through these early 
trade years Denesuline bands were very mobile.   Those who chose to take part in the fur trade 
took their furs to various posts established in the Upper Churchill and Lower Athabasca regions.  
Other Denesuline bands just continued on living as they had always done.  The earliest posts 
established to attract Chipewyan trappers were located at Ile a La Crosse (1776) and Fort 
Wedderburn, near Lake Athabasca (1815 – 1821).   
 
At Fort Wedderburn (established by John Clark), the 1820 trading post journal records the 
presence of Denesuline hunters from Lac  La Loche at Harrison’s House on the east end of 
Athabasca Lake. 

[T]here were about forty-three [Chipewyan] Indians, ten of whom were boys. But three 
fourths of these have abandoned that Post and proceeded to Churchill [at Hudson Bay] 
Ile a la Crosse and Lac La Loche, particularly to the two last places [emphasis added]. 
Part of the remainder came here, and the rest stoped [sic] to hunt in the vicinity of that 
Post[La Loche], to collect provisions in case it should be settled in the summer or fall 
(HBCA B.39/e/3). 

It was also noted that a decision by John Clarke’s to move back to Ile a La Crosse prompted 
Chipewyan [Denesuline] trapping families wintering in the Athabasca Lake area to change their 
trade affiliations, moving from Fort Wedderburn in the Athabasca District and returning to the 
Ile a la Crosse District (Upper Churchill) because it was closer to their home hunting grounds.   

The Ile a la Cross District having a Post at Lac La Loche, is every way prejudicial 
to the trade of this District. As it is much closer to the Indians Hunting Grounds 
than this. Which induces numbers of them to go there (HBCA B.39/e/3).  
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In 1820, with the impending merger of the NWC and HBC fur trade concerns, Sir George 
Simpson, was appointed by the HIC to reorganize the fur trade.  At Lac La Loche, on his way to 
Athabasca Lake, he met a group of Chipewyan (Denesuline) hunters who had formerly traded at 
Fort Wedderburn but were now likely to affiliate themselves with John Clarke, who was 
returning to his original headquarters at Ile a la Crosse. 

Got to Mr. Clarkes establishment in the Lake [La Loche]...; one Perring in charge, where I 
found a very fine band of Indians, to whom I made a speech and gave some Rum & 
Tobacco,....The greater part of this band has migrated from Athabasca, numbers are 
expected to follow, and I suspect there will be very few left; this establishment [at La 
Loche] interferes very much with Fort Wedderburn [HBC post on Lake Athabasca], and is 
not like to do good to the Trade generally (Rich 1820:35-36) 

Within CRDN traditional lands, the Hudson’s Bay fur trade monopoly continued on without any 
real challenges for the next 100 years or so.  During this period many Portage La Loche Band 
(CRDN) trappers/trapping families were engaged in the fur trade as free agents trapping up 
north in the winter and spending the summer at a settlement on the south end of Portage La 
Loche.  A number of Hudson’s Bay trading posts were located on the shores of La Loche Lake 
(Steer 1977).  The arduous Methy Portage was the critical point through which all the trade from 
the western interior (Athabasca and Mackenzie) was funnelled.  The HBC utilized the Methy 
Portage for some 80 years (1800 – 1883).   
 
During the annual two weeks in summer when fur and supply exchanges took place, La Loche 
was the scene of a great deal of international cultural activity.  While Methy Portage is highly 
celebrated in Canadian history annals the longstanding and continuous use of Methy Portage by 
Indigenous peoples, including CRDN, for their own purposes into the present day is largely 
invisible.  Stories relating to this time period circulate within CRDN, including poisonings, and 
deaths on the Whitemud Rapids on Des Nëtthë ́[Clearwater River].   

Ancestral CRDN Families 
CRDN traditional lands today are recognized by members as the places where the Nation’s 
ancestral families were born, lived and died, recognizing that in the mix of families who came to 
be part of the Nation some may originally have come from places much further away and 
through choice and circumstances ultimately chose to stay and call No Hoe Neneh (Our Land) 
home.  Story ‘bites’, for example, have emerged within the TLUO interviews which refer to 
various Denesuline settlement areas from where CRDN ancestors originated, including 
Athabasca River, Christina Crossing (Alberta) Lake Athabasca (Alberta and Saskatchewan), Ile a la 
Crosse, and Clear Lake (Saskatchewan).  Euro-Canadian French-speaking ancestors who entered 
into marriage relationships with Denesuline women are also recognized.   
 
Alphonse Piche and his father, Salu, recognized as early leaders of what came to be known as 
the Portage La Loche Band (CRDN), for example, are apparently associated with the people and 
lands in the McKay River area and are reported to have moved south to live in the Gipsy Lake 
area  Both men signed the adhesion to Treaty 8 in 1899 at Fort McMurray which resulted in the 
Denesuline families living in the Gipsy Lake area being included in the Cree-Chipewyan Band of 
Fort McMurray (a totally artificial administrative construct of the Department of Indian Affairs). 
The Bouchier family is similarly reported to have come from the MacKay/Lake Athabasca area.  
It is possible that the Piche and Bouchier families originally moved from the Upper Churchill to 
the Athabasca River to maintain an earlier affiliation the European fur traders operating at Isle a 
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la Crosse.  When a more westerly post was established in Athabasca Country at Fort 
Wedderburn (1817) it appears that Chipewyan (Denesuline)‘hunting bands’ began trading there.  
Some bands are reported in the post journals to have regularly returned to their Upper Churchill 
home lands in the summer, or at times temporarily withdrew from the mercantile trade (HBCA 
B.39/e/3). 
 
The task of disentangling the jumble of CRDN surname records created by missionaries, treaty 
commissioners and the Department of Indian Affairs is recognized to be complex undertaking.  
CRDN members who have explored their family genealogies beginning with the names of known 
ancestors report how difficult the process is.   

It’s not going to work.  We tried one time.  See, [name]…was my great-great-
grandfather (CR27/03).   

Department of Indian Affairs archival records, created during the protracted time period when 
CRDN [Portage La Loche Band] was trying to secure its reserve land selections [circa 1926 – 
1970] indicate that within the Portage La Loche Band there were several distinct extended 
family groupings (Gipsy/Garson Lake, West La Loche, and La Loche). While the extended family 
groups were autonomous, decisions about matters relating to reserve lands, which concerned 
everyone, were made collectively.   
 
Early archival Oblate missionary records for La Loche, dating from 1846 (Ile a la Crosse) have 
been located.  Most have not been examined as yet.   
 
 
 


