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May 14,2010 
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Registry Officer 

Ministere de la Justice 
Canada 

Bureau regional de I'Atiantique 
Piece 1400, Tour Duke 
5251, rue Duke 
Halifax (Nouvelle-Ecosse) B3J 1 P3 

Canadian Human Rights Tribunal 
11th Floor, 160 Elgin Street 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1A 114 

Dear Ms. Choquette: 

Telephone: 
Facsimile: 
E-Mail: 

Our File: 
Notre dossier: 

Your file: 
Votre dossier: 

Re: FNCFCS et al v. Attorney General of Canada 
Tribunal File No.: T1340/7008 

(902) 426-5959 
(902) 426-8796 
jonathan.tarlton@justice.gc.ca 

AR-17-82297 

It has just come to our attention that portions of the Attorney General of Canada's motion 
record, i.e. including the transcripts of the cross-examinations of witnesses has been made 
available to members of the general public through the following internet addresses: 

http:Uwww.fnwitness.ca/tribunal-timeline.php 
http:Uwww.fnwitness.ca/docs/Cross-exam-Johnston Feb26-2010.pdf 
http:Uwww.fnwitness.ca/docs/Odette-Johnson-Affidavit-motion-to-dismiss-Feb2010.pdf 
http:Uwww.facebook.comlprofile.php ?id= 1 02981 0794&ref=ts# !/group.php? gid= 1 09744615 
732128&v=wall 
http:Uwww.facebook.comlprofile.php ?id= 102981 0794&ref=ts# !/group. php? gid= 109744615 
732128&v=wall 

Enclosed are 'print shot' copies of these addresses and they appear to be connected to the 
First Nations Child & Family Caring Society of Canada. 

We understand the contents of the motion records are not made available to the public 
except through a request under the Access to Information and Privacy Act. Moreover, as a 
party to the Complaint, we should have been made aware of any such request and given an 
opportunity to respond. To our knowledge, neither event occurred here. 

You will also recall back on February 26th the Tribunal specifically denied a request to 
allow the public access to the cross-examination of Odette Johnston. All of the parties were 
made aware of this ruling. In our view, the subsequent posting of her transcript on a website 
has contravened that ruling. 
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