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Location of Moccasin Flats
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What is Moccasin Flats?
• Moccasin Flats is an area of land at the
confluence of the Athabasca and Clearwater
Rivers in Fort McMurray.
• It was considered an important gathering
place for both the Métis and the First Nations
who set up seasonal accommodation.
• It has been the subject of contention in the
municipality.
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What Happened?
• The information presented comes from a
combination of municipal records, news reports,
Metis association information and photos, many of
which cannot be verified at this stage.
• On about January 22, 1979 it is said that Indigenous
residents of Moccasin Flats were invited to a meeting
at the Town during which time their houses were
bulldozed. Six residences were destroyed. There is
further anecdotal information that the homes were
also burned down after being doused with gasoline.
7

8

Other Facts Relating to the
Bulldozing
• It is not known who ordered the bulldozing.
• There are no municipal documents around
this event, only vague references.
• The land was owned by Northward
Developments, a development arm of
Syncrude. Canadian Oil Sands Partnership #1,
Nexen, Imperial Oil, Mocal Energy, Sinopec
and Suncor were also shareholders in
Northward.
9

10

Background: Council and the
TRC Calls to Action
• On November 8, 2016 Indigenous and Rural
Relations (“IRR”) reported to Council regarding
implementation of the Calls to Action which resulted
from the Truth and Reconciliation Commission of
Canada (“TRC”). Councillor Meagher moved that
Administration review the TRC Calls to Action Report
and identify where the municipality has the
jurisdiction and ability to implement Calls to Action.
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Background: Council and the
TRC Calls to Action
• IRR reported back to Council on February 21, 2017
and at that time Council approved an extension to
continue engagement with Indigenous partners. IRR
has continued to collect information through the TRC
Symposium and other methods.
• At the February 21, 2017 Council meeting, Gale
Gallupe, President of the Fort McMurray Métis Local
1935, speaking as a public delegate, spoke to the TRC
agenda item and raised the issue of Moccasin Flats.
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Further Views of the Community
• In October of 2017, the mayoralty candidates
spoke to support for a public inquiry regarding
Moccasin Flats.
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Report Commissioned:
Fort McMurray Métis
On April 23, 2018 the Fort McMurray Métis announced that they
have commissioned a report (their second) to:
“ . . examine the cultural history and significance of
Moccasin Flats, a Métis settlement that was demolished by the
Town of Fort McMurray between the late 1970’s and the early
1980’s. The Moccasin Flats evictions are a traumatic and painful
point of Métis history in the Wood Buffalo region that continue
to have effects on the present-day community. The evictions
have been identified by the Elders and the leadership of the
McMurray Métis community as a research priority and a central
issue for Truth and Reconciliation …”
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TRC
• Number 47 of the TRC Calls to Action says:
“We call upon federal, provincial, territorial and
municipal governments to repudiate concepts used to
justify European sovereignty over Indigenous peoples
and lands, such as the Doctrine of Discovery and terra
nullius, and to reform those laws, government policies,
and litigation strategies that continue to rely on such
concepts.”
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2018: RMWB Reviews
Historical Documents
• In January of 2018, IRR requested assistance from
Legal Services in locating documents in the
possession of the RMWB which provide background
to the issue under consideration: namely, the status
of, and facts surrounding, the removal of Métis and
Indigenous families from property located at “Block
5” or “River Lot 5” located at the junction of the
Athabasca and Clearwater Rivers, adjacent to the
Snye.
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Documents Obtained and
Reviewed
Legal Services obtained and reviewed the following, working closely
with Corporate Records:
1. Miscellaneous documents from IRR.
2. Miscellaneous documents from Planning and Development.
3. Corporate records for 1970, 1980, 1990 and beyond.
4. Documents provided by the Métis Association.
5. Historical titles.
6. Court house searches for any litigation.
This has resulted in a compilation of 6 large binders and took
several months to complete.
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Sharing Information
• Last month, IRR and Legal Services met with the Métis
representatives along with the PhD’s who have been retained to
prepare a report in order to discuss moving forward.
• An agreement was made that the RMWB will share information.
These instructions were given to Legal Services by the CAO, and
pave the way for production of documents without the
necessity, expense and administrative difficulty of a formal
request.
• Presently the information has been reviewed by the
RMWB FOIP officer and has been authorized for release by the
CAO.
• The documents have been released to the Métis Association.
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History of Moccasin Flats
• Historically, while both the Métis and full status Indigenous
people have made informal claims over this area of land, most
discussions have been between the Métis Association and the
municipality.
• There are documented references to the removal of Indigenous
people from Waterways, the Hangingstone and in the area
where Peter Pond mall is presently located.
• Events leading up to the 1979 incident at Moccasin Flats indicate
that Métis had been displaced across Fort McMurray. If they
were moved from Waterways, Hangingstone or Peter Pond, they
moved to Moccasin Flats.

20

21

Timeline: Moccasin Flats
• Around 1971, a sanitary sewer main was
contemplated in the area of the Snye and at the
same time, Northward Developments (the building
arm of Syncrude) was getting ready to develop
Moccasin Flats.
• At a municipal level, there was discussion and
concern about the eviction of Métis across the
region and the provision of adequate housing for this
population. The Provincial Minister of Housing at
that time (Bill Yurko) became involved.
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Timeline: Moccasin Flats
• Starting in about 1975, eviction of the Métis from the Snye was
discussed by Council and eviction notices were sent out in late
1975.
• In 1977 the Town again issued eviction notices to those residents
remaining at the Snye.
•

In 1978 the Town recognized only 7 families remaining at the
Snye as historically entitled to removal and relocation having an
appropriate “historical relationship”.

• In 1978 the Town agreed to relocate these families into mobile
homes, for the duration of their lives, on land owned by the
Town.
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Timeline: Moccasin Flats
• In 1978 there was also open conflict between the
Snye residents and the occupants of the high-rises in
the form of throwing objects and name-calling. The
Town brought legal action to remove any remaining
Indigenous people at the Snye.
• In September of 1980 further legal proceedings were
launched in the Court of Queen’s Bench in Edmonton
by the Town for a restraining order against a sole
Métis man who was occupying the land.
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Timeline: Moccasin Flats
• That order was granted by the Court. In the affidavit, the Town
said “prior to the transfer of River Lot 5 to Northward
Developments Ltd., there were a number of persons maintaining
residence on River Lot 5 and the Lands [defined as road
allowance property adjacent to River Lot 5]. Subsequent to the
transfer of River Lot 5 . . .some of those said persons maintaining
residence on River Lot 5 moved such residence to the Lands [in
other words to the road allowance]”.
• In other words, the Town removed a Métis man from living on
the road allowance adjacent to Moccasin Flats. Note that the
Town had “care and control” over the road allowance, but
ownership appears to have rested with the province.
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Timeline: Moccasin Flats
• It is further alleged in the affidavit that “. . . the Government of
the Province of Alberta reached an agreement with the Métis
Association of Alberta whereby certain of the persons resident
on the Lands would be relocated on another parcel... in Fort
McMurray, in a mobile home supplied by the government of the
Province of Alberta”.
• It says the decision to relocate was made jointly by the Province
and the Métis Association. Unfortunately, the Métis man
removed was not one of those designated to receive a mobile
home.
• In 1981, seven people were evicted from the banks of the Snye
and one was arrested. It is further reported that those evicted
were living on the provincial road allowance.
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Métis: Road Allowance People
• Métis who reside on road allowances have historical roots in
Canada. What is termed “the road allowance people” consisted
of Métis who did not have a homeland because they had no
treaty rights. They built homes on the provincial road
allowances that were set aside for highways. It is explained as
follows on the Métis Family Services website:
“. . . the Métis of the West [are] a forlorn and landless people. The Métis
were excluded, swindled, frightened, forced or killed off the land containing
rudimentary paths that subsequent Canadians would follow to open up
Canada. The Métis were left to live on unused portions of land and it is, in
fact, for this reason that the Métis were called the "Road Allowance People”,
for they most often were obliged to make their settlements on the
government land on either side of the road. The government holds this road
allowance in case of road needs to be put through. This portion of land is only
30 feet wide.”
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Métis: Equal Status to First
Nations
• The law has recently changed. The Supreme Court of
Canada has recently issued a decision granting the
Métis equal status: Daniels v. Canada (INAC) 2016 1
SCR 12.
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What are the options available for the
RMWB to resolve the concerns with
Moccasin Flats?
Broadly speaking, resolution may look like:
1. An apology from the RMWB;
2. A public inquiry.
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An Apology
A formal apology from the municipality has been suggested.
The limitations are as follows:
1. It does not consider to whom the apology should be
made.
2. It implies that the RMWB is the sole actor. This is
inaccurate.
3. It does not consider the actions or responsibilities of other
parties:
(a) The oil companies;
(b) The Métis Association;
(c) The Province of Alberta;
(d) The Indigenous people; and
(e) The Federal Government.
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A Public Inquiry
• Mayoral candidates suggested a public inquiry during
the last election.
• There are 2 ways of looking at a public inquiry:
1. A public inquiry may be obtained through the
provincial Public Inquiries Act which requires the
involvement of the Province, OR
2. It may be that, because it involves Indigenous
people, the Federal Inquiries Act will apply.
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Federal or Provincial Inquiry?
Provincial Public Inquiries Act

Federal Inquiries act

• When the Lieutenant
Governor in Council “considers
it expedient and in the public
interest” an inquiry may be
ordered as long as it is “within
the jurisdiction of the
legislature” and connected
with the “good government of
Alberta or . . A matter of
public concern”

• The Governor in Council may
order an inquiry “concerning
any matter connected with the
good government of Canada”.
• Commissioners appointed who
have very broad powers
similar to those of a QB
justice.

32

Recommendation
• A public Inquiry is recommended although it is not legally clear
at this time whether this is within provincial or federal
jurisdiction.
• The advantages to a public inquiry are that:
– all the facts will be in the public domain, addressing the
“truth” part of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission;
– it will be run by an independent party;
– it will be open to the entire population;
– the head of the inquiry has the power to order documents
and compel witnesses from any party;
– individuals affected by Moccasin Flats have an opportunity to
be heard;
– the RMWB will demonstrate that it is showing leadership in
the community; and
– It may help forge new relationships.
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Recommendation
• This option also best aligns with our values as
outlined in the most recent strategic plan:
– Strategy and Initiative #1f: Fostering equality,
diversity and inclusion in the region;
– Strategy and Initiative #4a: Implement the calls to
action that the Municipality has the jurisdiction to
influence.
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Questions?
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