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Appeals -- Appeals to Supreme Court of Canada -- Mootness -- Court not

exercising discretion to hear appeal notwithstanding mootness -- Appeal quashed.
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APPEAL fromajudgment of the Federal Court of Appeal, [1995] 2F.C. 389,

180 N.R. 184, 123 D.L.R. (4th) 93, [1995] 3 C.N.L.R. 72, affirming an order of the
Federal Court, Trial Division (1993), 66 F.T.R. 279, [1994] 2 C.N.L.R. 56, answering

aquestion of law. Appeal quashed.

Catherine M. Twinn, Martin J. Henderson and Philip P. Healey, for the

appellants.

Kirk N. Lambrecht, for the respondents the Attorney General of Canada and

the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Devel opment.

[IThe Chief Justice//

The judgment of the Court was delivered orally by

THE CHIEF JUSTICE -- It has been conceded by the appellants that this appeal

ismoot. In al of the circumstances we are of the view that this is not one of those

appeds in which the Court should exercise its discretion to hear the apped

notwithstanding its mootness.

Accordingly, thisapped isquashed. However, the Crown not having moved

to quash with due diligence, costs of the appeal on a party to party basis are granted to

the appellants.

Judgment accordingly.

Solicitor for the appellants: Catherine M. Twinn, Save Lake, Alberta.
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Solicitor for the respondents the Attorney General of Canada and the

Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development: George Thomson, Ottawa.



