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Report to the Minister of Justice 

and Solicitor General 
Public Fatality Inquiry 

  
 

 

  
Fatality Inquiries Act 
 

WHEREAS a Public Inquiry was held at the Court House 

in the Town of St. Paul , in the Province of Alberta, 
 (City, Town or Village)  (Name of City, Town, Village)  

on the 17th, 18th & 19th days of September , 2018 , (and by adjournment 
    year  

on the  day of  ,  ), 
    Year  

Before Ivan Ladouceur , a Provincial Court Judge,  
  

into the death of Daniel Charland 52 
  (Name in Full) (Age) 

of Cold Lake First Nations and the following findings were made: 
 (Residence)  

Date and Time of Death: August 15, 2013 @ 17:00 hrs 

Place: House #2152, English Bay, Cold Lake First Nations 
    

 
 

Medical Cause of Death:  
(“cause of death” means the medical cause of death according to the International Statistical Classification of 
Diseases, Injuries and Causes of Death as last revised by the International Conference assembled for that purpose 
and published by the World Health Organization – Fatality Inquiries Act, Section 1(d)). 
 
2 Gunshot wounds 

  Manner of Death:  
(“manner of death” means the mode or method of death whether natural, homicidal, suicidal, accidental, unclassifiable 
or undeterminable – Fatality Inquiries Act, Section 1(h)). 
 Homicidal 
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 Circumstances under which Death occurred: 
 
See attached report  

 
Recommendations for the prevention of similar deaths: 
 
When RCMP have serious issues that concern the safety of the public on First Nations’ 
Reserves, and the safety of RCMP officers in apprehending an offender or executing long-term 
outstanding warrants, the RCMP should contact the First Nation’s Chief and Council to inquire if 
they can provide assistance in getting the offender to surrender peacefully. 

   

DATED October 23, 2019 , 
 
 

  

at St. Paul , Alberta. 
“I. Ladouceur” 

  
 

A Judge of the Provincial Court of Alberta 
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Fatality Inquiry Report – Daniel Charland 
 
 

(1)  The Inquiry heard oral evidence from: 
*  Janis Broad – EMT 
*  John Ashley Emerson – ASIRT 
*  Cpl. Kehler – RCMP 
*  Cpl. Hadland – RCMP 
*  Cst. Doell – RCMP 
*  Cst. Coleman – RCMP 
*  Staff Sgt. Buchanan – RCMP 
*  Sgt. Sawatzky – RCMP 
*  Sgt. Kobeluck– RCMP 
*  Sheila Mountain – Sister-in-law of deceased 
*  Ira Charland – Brother of deceased 
*  Elise Charland – Mother of deceased 
*  Dean Janvier - Cold Lake First Nation Band Counsellor 

 
 

(2)  The inquiry also received 
• Medical Examiner records 
• Medical records 
• ASIRT documents, interviews and reports 
• RCMP documents and records 
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Circumstances under which Death occurred: 
 
This Inquiry was held on September 17, 18 and 19, 2018.  Based on the evidence 
presented at the Inquiry there is no dispute that there was a Canada Wide warrant 
for the arrest of Daniel Charland for sexual assault charges that arose out of British 
Columbia.  Through their investigation, the RCMP learned that Daniel Charland 
had moved back to Cold Lake First Nation, located by Cold Lake, Alberta.  On 
August 15, 2013, the RCMP were attempting to execute the search warrant at 
House 2152, Cold Lake First Nation, Alberta.  When the officers entered the home, 
Daniel Charland pulled out a knife and approached the officer.  The officer told 
Daniel Charland to put the knife down; Daniel lifted the knife in the air and the 
officer fired two shots.  Mr. Charland died at the scene from his injuries. 
 
The following are the facts as accepted by this Inquiry: 
 
The RCMP were aware that Daniel Charland had Canada Wide warrants from the 
Province of British Columbia and were provided information that Mr. Charland 
had moved back to Cold Lake First Nation.  They learned from Elise Charland, 
Daniel’s mother, that Daniel was residing in the bush behind her home.  She 
informed the police that Daniel was aware of the warrants and regularly visited her 
at her residence but did not know where he was.  She also informed the RCMP that 
Daniel said he would rather die than go back to jail.  She also informed the RCMP 
that Daniel did not have any guns, but that he did have a bow and arrows, and 
knives. 
 
It is with this information that the RCMP first attempted to apprehend Daniel 
Charland on June 5, 2012.  Cpl. Kehler attends the home on June 5, 2012 and is 
advised by Ms. Sinclair that Daniel lives in the bush, about 50 yards in the bush 
behind the house.  Cpl. Kehler attends to the area and sees a dome structure, neat 
and tidy, with a male lying on a cot inside.  He called out and the person on the cot 
yells ‘get out’, rolls over and grabs something that Cpl. Kehler believed was a 
weapon and they retreat because he felt threatened.  With this information, Daniel 
Charland is flagged as a high-risk person. 
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Through their investigation, they learn that Elise Charland is supporting her son 
and he has stated that he is not going back to jail.  Other family members have also 
stated that Daniel has said that he is going to die first before going to jail and this 
raises a concern for the RCMP.  With this information the RCMP contact the 
Emergency Response Team (ERT) and the Air Services. 
 
On June 6, 2012, the ERT and Air Services respond to the situation in an attempt 
to apprehend Daniel Charland.  They attend the residence of Elise Charland but 
Daniel eludes them.  The RCMP are later advised that Daniel was at the residence 
and he heard the helicopter coming so he left the house prior to the ERT team 
arriving.  Nothing is done on this file until 2013. 
 
On February 12, 2013 RCMP attend Ira Charland’s residence and are allowed to 
search the home and Daniel is not present.  Ira Charland informs the RCMP 
officers that they have not seen Daniel since last summer. 
 
On June 7, 2013 the RCMP use their airplane with special infrared detection 
system to search the area and take aerial photographs of the area surrounding Elise 
Charland’s residence. 
 
On July 17, 2013 the RCMP receive new information that Daniel Charland is 
alleged to have committed another sexual assault.  The RCMP discuss the matter 
with a possibility of setting up trail and pole cameras in an attempt to monitor 
Daniel’s movements. 
 
On August 15, 2013 the RCMP attended Elise Charland’s residence and spoke to 
people who advised them that Daniel was not there.  Later that day at 
approximately 1:36 p.m. the RCMP receive a phone call from Beth Blue 
requesting help to remove her items from Elise Charland’s residence.  Ms. Blue 
advised the RCMP that Daniel is at the residence and is usually there for supper 
between 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.  Ms. Blue told the officer that Daniel carries a 
large knife and a crossbow and when a vehicle comes into the yard Daniel leaves 
via the back door.  Ms. Blue later calls the RCMP and states that Daniel is there at 
the present time and said that Daniel had garbage bags in the bush and she felt it 
may contain weapons. 
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Because of the urgency, the RCMP officers decided to get a Feeney Warrant also 
known as a ‘no knock’ warrant.  The officers discuss whether to call the 
Emergency Response Team (ERT) but decide not to call ERT because time is of 
the essence and it takes the ERT approximately five hours to attend.  The RCMP 
officers did not have time on their side and they had to act quickly.  They knew 
that if Daniel heard or saw them he would evade them.  They also discussed 
Daniel’s motivation of not going back to jail and that he possessed weapons.   
Furthermore, they were worried that if Daniel was trapped in the house Daniel may 
engage them or take his own life. 
 
During the preparation to execute the search warrant they discussed and considered 
the Conductive Energy Weapon (CEW) but decided it was not an option as they 
are not trained that way in high-risk situations.  They are trained to neutralize the 
threat.  The RCMP officers who attended the scene testified that if there is a threat 
they are trained to respond with their service pistols drawn and in the down 
position. 
 
The officers formulated a plan where two officers would attend the back door and 
two officers would attend to the front door and it was anticipated that both groups 
would arrive at the residence at the same time.  At 4:40 p.m. the Feeney warrant 
was issued and they drove to a staging area near the residence. When the officers 
were in the process of executing the search warrant according to their plan, the 
officers attending to the back door went in an unmarked pickup truck to a road that 
lead to the back of the residence.  Once they arrived at the selected site, Cpl. 
Kehler radioed the other officers advising them they were in position and rolling.  
There was no radio contact after they left the vehicle.  Radio reception in the area 
was very poor. 
 
The two officers, Cpl. Hadland and Cpl. Kehler proceeded to the back door.  Cpl. 
Hadland put his hand on the door knob and it was unlocked and he pushed the door 
open.  He was not sure if Cpl. Kehler was behind him or to his right.  He proceeded 
to walk in the vestibule/entry area of the home and saw Daniel walking into the 
kitchen across in front of him with a knife in his hand.  Cpl. Hadland told Daniel to 
drop the knife and he advised him that it was the RCMP as they did not have their 
uniform on.  Cpl. Hadland testified that he could see the knife in Daniel’s right 
hand but could not see his left hand and police officers are trained to believe that 
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the threat can also have a second weapon in his other hand.  Daniel was about 8 to 
10 feet away.  Daniel raised the knife up to his shoulder height and came towards 
him, he fired two shots and his gun jammed.  Cpl. Hadland stated that the police 
officers are trained to shoot at the center of the mass to stop the threat.  He did not 
think he had hit Daniel and thought Daniel was faking it as he turned towards the 
front door and thought he was going for a weapon, and then Daniel fell to the floor. 
 
When questioned as to why he did not retreat, Cpl. Hadland testified that there was 
a back step and it was cluttered and there was nowhere to go. 
 
Cpl. Hadland stated that at about the same time he saw two people, Ira Charland 
and Sheila Mountain sitting on the couch in the living room.  He stated that Cpl. 
Kehler handcuffed Daniel as he was still considered a threat and he did not know 
where he had shot him.  They, as police officers, are trained to cuff the threat as 
soon as possible.  They then opened the front door as the other two officers arrived.  
Cpl. Hadland stated he advised the other officers to call for an ambulance because 
there was a shooting, and Sgt. Sawatzky and he cleared the house while the others 
performed first aid on Daniel. 
 
The Emergency Medical Technician, Janis Broad, testified that the call came in at 
4:43 p.m. on August 15.  We were dispatched at 4:45 p.m. and arrived on scene at 
5:00 p.m. at house #2155 (discrepancy on house numbers during the evidence), 
English Bay.  When they arrived, the police officers were conducting first aid on 
the victim, chest compressions and bleeding control.   They immediately took over 
and performed traumatic cardiac protocol and stated that the patient’s injuries were 
not compatible with life.  They loaded the patient into the van and had a police 
officer drive to the hospital as they worked on the patient.  She advised that the 
patient had two gunshot wounds, one on the left chest and exit armpit area and 
another wound on the right.  She stated that the police were doing their best efforts 
to resuscitate the victim and giving appropriate care and the patient was not 
breathing when she took over care.  There was nothing more that they could do for 
the patient as his injuries were not compatible with life and they drove him to the 
hospital. 
 
Staff Sgt. Buchanan testified he was briefed on the file and was aware that the 
accused had multiple outstanding warrants for his arrest.  He further stated that the 
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accused had eluded arrest for one plus years and would not come in willingly.  He 
was advised that there was a potential that the accused was armed and the officers 
were highly cautious when a person makes those claims.  The risk assessment was 
elevated because in factoring the history of the accused who had special skills as a 
bushman, had weapons, his mental state, previous statements of not being taken in 
alive and was able to elude police officers in the past. 
 
He stated that the plan was to use the element of surprise and attend the house from 
two directions.  He testified that he and Sgt. Sawatzky attended in a support role.  
When they arrived on scene, they realized that Daniel had been shot and they 
cleared the house and uncuffed Daniel and started performing first aid with Cst. 
Coleman and Cst. Dole. 
 
Staff Sgt. Buchanan stated that interactions in these situations are fluid and can 
change quickly from the base plan and officers’ behaviour and actions changes 
with the plan.  Staff Sgt. Buchanan was extensively cross-examined on issues of 
cross-cultural Indigenous awareness.  He testified that he had extensive personal 
awareness of indigenous issues and had taken training with the RCMP on 
Indigenous matters.  He stated that this extra training is encouraged but not 
mandatory; that the training is online and individual but not community specific 
and that the in-person training is better.  He further stated that he was not well 
aware of Treaty 6 or Cold Lake First Nation but was aware of Residential Schools 
and saw the effects of it in his prior years of service.  He further testified that he 
has never personally witnessed any racism in the RCMP but stated he heard it on 
the news and does not have any personal knowledge of racism in the force in the 
Cold Lake area. 
 
Sgt. Sawatzky testified that he has approximately 25 plus years of service with the 
RCMP.  He was aware of the investigation since 2013 and was kept up to date on 
the file.  He stated that there was officer safety concerns because Daniel was 
armed, not willing to go to jail and eluding police.  When questioned about the 
Feeney warrant he stated that it was common in this district and when we use it, we 
do it in an expedient manner to make every effort to protect everyone involved.  
When reviewing the plan for executing the warrant he stated that he trusted Cpl. 
Hadland’s assessment and agreed with the plan.  He stated that the execution of the 
plan did not exactly work as planned because the officers going to the back door 
arrived at their destination first.  When he and Staff Sgt. Buchanan arrived on 
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scene they were notified of the shooting and he immediately cleared the residence 
and then called the District Officer for assistance because a member was involved 
in a shooting. 
 
Sgt. Sawatzky was questioned about his experience with First Nations and 
Reserves to which he replied that he has extensive involvement with First Nations 
and understands the culture as he attends traditional First Nations ceremonies on a 
regular basis.  He went to explain that the RCMP have an online course which is 
mandatory for all officers, that the RCMP promotes community consultative 
groups and that these consultative groups are the eyes and ears of the RCMP and 
they assist the RCMP with information on the First Nation Reserve.  He stated that 
“if the communities have greater trust, they would give better information and 
therefore improve public safety”.  One of the final questions put to Sgt. Sawatzky 
was whether added training in indigenous issues would have avoided the outcome 
on this file and he answered “No – we would have still reacted in the same manner 
and take the proper steps in the safest way.” 
 
Sgt. Blaine Kobeluck, use of force instructor for the RCMP, testified that Risk 
Assessment is viewed from the officer’s situation and perception and that view can 
change as the factors change and so does the risk.  Sgt. Kobeluck stated that the 
officers have to know the particulars beforehand and are trained to recognize risks 
of grievous bodily harm or death.  He testified that action is faster than reaction as 
it takes seconds to react to an action and there is a 21-foot rule.  The rule is a threat 
can go 21 feet and stab a peace officer before a peace officer can draw his weapon 
and shoot. 
 
He testified that in a situation where an officer is confronted with a knife the 
officer is trained to react with a sidearm, point it, talk to stop the threat and stop the 
threat.  When questioned about the Conductive Energy Weapon (CEW) in this 
situation, Sgt. Kobeluck testified that the first option is a pistol because a focused 
attacked can fight through a CEW or Oleoresin Capsicum Spray (OC spray) and 
when an officer is faced with a knife the first option is his pistol.  When questioned 
about retreating from the scene Sgt. Kobeluck testified “sometimes an officer can’t 
get out as there may be clutter or traffic jam and the officer may not know what is 
behind him - stairs, wall or junk”.  Furthermore, when shots are fired, you shoot 
the threat until it has been stopped.  In exigent circumstances, you react to what is 



8 | P a g e  
 

going on; for example, if an accused is moving to you with a knife you stop the 
threat. 
 
When questioned about suicide by peace officer, Sgt. Kobeluck testified that this is 
a situation that is most dangerous because of the person’s desire to die and he will 
do anything to try to confront the peace officer and to get the peace officer to shoot 
him.  This is a high-risk situation.  He stated when an officer is in a high-risk 
situation, the officer’s sidearm is out, in the ready low position; all of the peace 
officers are trained in the same way. 
   
Ira Charland, brother of Daniel Charland, gave evidence and testified that he and 
Sheila were sitting on the couch watching a movie and someone comes in the back 
door as his brother was going to the kitchen.  Ira stated he notices someone with a 
vest and believed it was a police officer.  Daniel pulled his knife from his right hip 
area and both were standing there.  The police officer said ‘drop the knife’, and 
shot Daniel.  He believed that the police officers did not announce themselves as 
they entered the residence.  He stated that Daniel was holding the knife waist 
height and got shot when he tried to leave.  On cross-examination Ira testified that 
earlier that day his brother Daniel said the police were coming to kill him.  He 
further agreed that his brother was brandishing the knife but also stated that he was 
not given a chance to say “I give up”.  He agreed that his brother was told to drop 
the knife and it happened very fast.  He also agreed that  his brother was wanted on 
outstanding warrants, was aware police were looking for him, spent time avoiding 
police and didn’t want to go to jail, and Daniel had stated that he would die before 
going to jail. 
 
Elise Charland, the mother of Daniel Charland gave evidence.  She stated that her 
son Daniel had returned to the Cold Lake First Nation about 2010 and was living in 
the bush behind her residence as she didn’t have any room for him in her 
residence.  She was aware that her son Daniel had outstanding warrants and that he 
would visit her regularly at her home.  She testified that she talked to Cst. 
Tomlinson about helping her son go to a Treatment Center, as jail was not a place 
for him.  She stated that Daniel had been in jail before and did not get treatment at 
that time.  She also agreed that Daniel did not want to go to jail and Daniel had told 
her he would die before going to jail.  She stated that Daniel had knives, a bow and 
arrows, but no guns.  She stated that Daniel talked to her about the bad things he 
had done but she was not aware of the new charges in Alberta. 
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She explained how her life was affected by the Residential School system and how 
it took her years to overcome it.  She stated that when Cpl. Kehler came to her 
residence he was very rude to her and she would tell him to go and look in the bush 
for Daniel.  She also stated that she told the RCMP that Daniel did not have any 
guns and when the ERT showed up Daniel had been there, they all heard the 
helicopter coming, and Daniel stated they are coming for me and he left. 
 
She also testified that on the date in question, she had picked blueberries and while 
sitting on the couch Daniel told her that he was going to leave (die) that day 
because Daniel had a premonition about his death.  She said when she came home 
that evening she saw the police in her driveway and when she asked if police shot 
him, the police officer said ‘yes’.  She asked if he was dead and the officer 
answered ‘yes’ and the officer had tears in his eyes.  She stated that she was in 
shock and suffered through this traumatic experience for the last five years. 
 
In cross–examination she stated that she had spoken to Daniel about turning 
himself in and he would not listen to her. 
  
Dean Janvier, Counsellor for Cold Lake First Nation read a statement into the court 
record.  He gave thanks to everyone involved in the Inquiry and stated that the 
RCMP should do everything they can to promote the goal of safety when they 
come onto Reserve lands.  He stated that there has been no attempt by the RCMP 
to work with the Cold Lake First Nation since this tragic event and that the RCMP 
should engage the Cold Lake First Nation Chief, Council and Elders and build 
relationships with the Cold Lake First Nation in the spirit of reconciliation.  
 
Expert Evidence – ASIRT 
 
Sgt. Emerson testified on behalf of ASIRT.  He stated that they are involved and 
investigate every serious incident report.  They gather the evidence and the facts 
and the Executive Director forms the opinion of lawfulness.  He stated that they 
rely on the RCMP major crimes unit to gather evidence such as statements, 
identification and other investigative tasks.  He stated that there was a two year 
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delay in releasing the report because of a backlog and bottleneck at work and that 
delay was not uncommon because they need opinions from the crown prosecutor. 
 
The letter from the Executive Director, which is part of the evidence, states the 
following.  “In this case the end result was that were no reasonable grounds to 
believe that Cpl. Hadland’s conduct constituted an offence in law.  Cpl. Hadland 
was acting properly in the execution of his duties and the evidence obtained more 
than ably demonstrates that his use of force in this case was reasonable and 
justified in all circumstance.” 
 
Medical Examiner 
 
Upon review of the documents that were filed in court, Dr. Bernard Bannach, a 
Medical Examiner and expert in forensic pathology, examined the body of Daniel 
Charland on the 16th day of August, 2013 at the Chief Medical Examiner’s office 
in Edmonton.  An autopsy was held and he determined that there were two gunshot 
wounds on the body.  The first of these entered the left side of the heart, fracturing 
the sixth rib.  The second wound entered the left upper chest, traverses the chest 
with involvement of the upper part of the lung and exits the right upper chest, then 
grazes the right upper arm.  Toxicology testing of samples taken are negative, that 
is no drugs or alcohol were found in Daniel Charland’s blood or tissue samples.  It 
is the opinion of Dr. Bannach that the deceased, Daniel Charland, died as a result 
of blood loss due to multiple gunshot wounds. 
 
Recommendations for the Prevention of Similar Deaths 
 
Section 53(2) of the Fatalities Inquiries Act provides that a report “may contain 
recommendations as to the prevention of similar deaths”.  Justice Kent observed in 
Silverberg v Landerkin,1998 ABQB, 1105, para. 13: 
 

The Fatality Inquiries Act does not restrict a judge in terms of the 
recommendations that he or she makes to prevent future deaths.  However, 
the most effective recommendations that an inquiry judge can make are 
those that deal with specific facts surrounding the death.  ... Moreover, when 
the recommendations go beyond the facts which can be directly linked to the 
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death, there is a greater risk that the judge will exceed his or her jurisdiction 
which is to make recommendations to prevent future deaths. 
 

All parties presented argument before this Court.  Counsel for the RCMP stated 
that it is the task of a Judge to make recommendations, if any, to prevent similar 
deaths in the future and not about policing.  I agree with that statement and I am 
not here to change the day-to-day operation procedures of the RCMP on how they 
execute search warrants or go about the difficult task that they face everyday and I 
make no ruling on that.  However, it is my duty to make recommendations based 
on evidence that I heard in this Inquiry to prevent similar deaths in the future. 
 
Counsel for the RCMP argues that there is no evidence that would change the 
outcome in this case.  I also agree with this statement, however there is always 
room for improvement in what we do as a society and we have to look to the past 
to assist us in the future. 
 
Counsel for the Province takes the position that the Judge has to look at s. 53(2) of 
the Fatality Inquires Act and provide recommendations on how can future deaths 
be prevented. 
  
The position of Counsel for the Charland Family is that nothing can change what 
has happened in the past however we can change the future and the Judge has the 
authority to make recommendations for that change.  Counsel for the Charland 
family made a number of suggestions to this Court that were raised by the family 
in hope of reconciliation. 

1) The first suggestion is how the RCMP detachments deal with First Nations’ 
Governments in these situations. 

2) The second suggestion was for more Indigenous training to be provided to 
the RCMP officers. 

3) The third suggestion was for the officers to use some form of identification 
that says “Police” when dealing with high-risk situation. 

 
I first state that I do not overlook the tragedy that the Charland family has suffered 
in the last years since this tragic event happened.  However, the recommendations 
that I can make are only those that concern the prevention of similar deaths in the 
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future, especially when it concerns Indigenous Peoples on their First Nation 
Reserves. 
 
I find that suggestion #1 is very important and has merit and is within the mandate 
of this Court in regards to determine if there are recommendations that would 
prevent future deaths in similar situation.  I therefore make the following 
recommendation: 

(i) When the RCMP officers encounter serious issues that concern the safety 
of the public and the safety of the police officers on the First Nation 
Reserves in apprehending an offender or executing long-term outstanding 
warrants, the RCMP should contact the First Nations’ Government to 
inquire if they can provide assistance in getting the offender to surrender. 

 
Treaty 6, a Treaty between Her Majesty the Queen and the First Nations 
specifically states and I quote, “that they (Indian Peoples) will respect, obey and 
abide by the law ... and that they will aid and assist the Officers of Her Majesty in 
bringing them to justice and punishment any Indian offending.  Consultation with 
Chief and Council especially in these situations could assist the RCMP in 
executing long-term outstanding warrants on First Nation Lands and may prevent 
deaths in future similar situations.  Chief and Council can aid and assist the RCMP 
by meeting with the offender in an attempt to have the offender surrender and 
bring the offender to justice. 
 
In response to the second suggestion that was made by counsel that more 
Indigenous awareness training be provided to the RCMP officers, I find that Sgt. 
Sawatzky, an RCMP officer involved in the execution of this search warrant, had 
extensive training in Indigenous awareness and was very aware of and had a good 
understanding of Indigenous Culture and Practices.  Sgt. Sawatzky testified that he 
had extensive training on Indigenous issues and when questioned if added 
Indigenous training would have avoided the outcome he answered “No, we still 
would react in the same manner; that is, to take proper steps in the safest way to do 
it.” The question that I must ask myself is whether greater training of RCMP 
officers on Indigenous issues might have prevented the death of Mr. Charland.  I 
am not satisfied that it would have as Mr. Charland had made numerous statements 
that he was not going back to jail alive. 
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I make no recommendation on the final suggestion that RCMP officers use some 
form of identification that says police when dealing with high risk situations as 
there is no evidence before the Court to support this suggestion. 
 
Recommendations for the Preventions of Further Deaths: 
 
Given the findings of the facts in this situation, this Court cannot say that the 
implementation of the above recommendation would have changed the outcome of 
this Inquiry.  However, I am hopeful that the above-noted recommendation of 
consultation with the First Nation Chief and Council may assist the RCMP in 
dealing with similar situations and may prevent further deaths in the future. 
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