The counter plan fails to result in indigenous sovereignty. 
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There are, of course, significant examples of Indigenous mapping techniques emerging in more recent years that de-emphasize the hegemonic effects of colonial cartographies, while utilizing the very same cartographic tools. With the help of the Aboriginal Mapping Network, the Fort Albany First Nation in Northern Ontario, for example, uses GIS technologies to foster intergenerational knowledge transfer, using mapping techniques and tools to reconnect youth with the surrounding land.38 Additionally, ‘The Living Atlas’ project is an interactive thematic atlas focused on the changing geographies of a number of First Nation territories, from the Nuu-chah-nulth First Nations and Okanagan Nation Alliance in British Columbia, to the Northeast Superior Forest Community in Ontario. These maps allow First Nation communities to map integral characteristics of their territories, previously unaccounted for on traditional Euro-Canadian maps, from climate change and health, to Indigenous food sheds and culturally significant locations. Similarly, Jane Jacobs shows how urban Indigenous peoples re-mapping of city space destabilizes colonial cartography in relation to tourist maps. Jacobs, however, is careful to note that the decolonizing political potential of this re-mapping of the tourist landscape is limited; she writes: ‘[it] probably will not result in [Indigenous peoples] gaining significant or meaningful land rights’.
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