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1 Monday, Novenber 4, 2013

2 Upon commencing at 1:30 p. m

3 THE CHAI RMAN:  Good afternoon, we'll
4 reconvene these hearings. | trust you all had a
5 good and productive and busy weekend. | know that

6 sone of us, at least a couple of us on this panel
7 and others in the room spent an ot herw se

8 beautiful afternoon watching the futility of our

9 bel oved football team At |east now they are out
10 of their msery for another few nonths.

11 | believe we have some undert aki ngs,
12 or response to undertakings fromthe Partnership?
13 MR RODDI CK:  Yes, M. Chairman, there
14 was a request for the Band Council Resol utions

15 that may have been signed with regard to the

16 signing of the JKDA by the Chiefs and Council. So
17 | had spoken with ny coll eagues, and it is our

18 view that those docunents are irrel evant.

19 THE CHAI RVAN:  Are?

20 MR. RODDI CK: Irrel evant.

21 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. Any others?
22 Okay. We'll resume cross-exam nation

23 on the terrestrial presentation that was nade | ast
24 week.

25 Yes, M. Berger?
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1 MR. BERGER: | do have sone nmaterials

2 that were asked about during the course of the
3 Oct ober 31st cross-examnation that I'd like to

4 update you wth.

5 THE CHAI RMAN:  Certainly.
6 MR. BERGER  Thank you.
7 Wth respect to when M. Massan asked

8 about the distance to the substation and the

9 calving areas adjacent to the access road in the
10 Keeyask transmi ssion line project, | believe |

11 said a di stance of about one to one and a half

12 kil onetres. That distance is 400 netres total.

13 Wth respect to M. MLachl an on page
14 1733, the precise nunber of sanples collected in
15 the vehicle area was 151. There was further

16 sanpling dowmstreamin the | ower Nelson River of
17 17, for 168 sanpl es.

18 To clarify again for M. MLachl an

19 the nuscle and liver fromfur bearers, and part of
20 the country food's voluntary nonitoring include
21 ot her organs such as kidney. So, to clarify, with
22 fur bearers we only collect nuscle tissue and

23 liver, but with the country food sanples we are
24 al so includi ng ki dney.

25 The data for M. MLachl an can be
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1 found in supporting volume for the fur bearers

2 summari zed in nercury supporting volunme 8,

3 appendi x 8(b) and 8(c).

4 And to clarify the question concerning
5 change in nercury levels over tine, the volunteer
6 sanple collection and the targeted collection were
7 not designed to do this. The information

8 contained in the mercury supporting volune is

9 baseline estimates by species for future

10 noni toring purposes. Thank you.

11 And pl ease excuse nme, M. Chairman,

12 amslightly under the weather today, so | may have
13 to turn and cough on occasion. Thank you.

14 THE CHAIRVAN: It sounds |ike you

15 spent the weekend picking up a cold.

16 Now we' || return to cross-exam nati on.
17 The only cross-exam nation left is from Consuners
18 Association. M. WIlianms was about 20 m nutes

19 into his cross when we broke on Friday. Once he

20 concl udes, the panel will have some questions.

21 So, M. Wllians, the ball is in your
22 court.
23 MR. WLLIAMS: Yes, thank you. And

24  just to make sure, we won't be comng to it yet,

25 but we did provide, as an exhibit, an excerpt from
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1 the 2011 scientific assessnent relating to

2 woodl and cari bou by Environnment Canada. So
3 hopefully that's on the panels in front of them
4 And, M. Berger, | have just been

5 trying to deci de whether you' ve got the tactica

6 advantage fromyour illness or I do. | guess
7 we'll find out as we go al ong.
8 Sir, I do want to rephrase or refrane

9 a question | asked you | ast week.

10 Focusing on the boreal popul ation of
11  woodl and caribou that is protected under the

12 Speci es at Risk Act, would you be confortable

13 referring to that popul ation as the sedentary

14 ecot ype?

15 MR. BERGER: There are numnerous

16 researchers that do make that generalized

17 di stinction where -- including COSEWC, Thonpson
18 and Bray, and Festa-Bi anchet suggest that boreal
19 caribou are forest dwelling sedentary ani mal s.

20 am however, a little unconfortable with the term
21 sedentary because it can nean different things.

22 Sedentary with respect to things such as distance
23 and space, with respect to migration and

24 novenents, but | would agree in principle that the

25 boreal woodl and cari bou indeed is called
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sedentary. And sone of the distinctions, of

course, and sonme of the concerns | also have is if
t he boreal woodl and cari bou do change their

behavi our in sonme cases, which has been recognized
inliterature, the issue becomes a little bit

cl ouded. However, nost people do call boreal

woodl and caribou that are threatened COSEWC - -
sorry, threatened by MESA and SARA as sedentary.

MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you for that
t houghtful answer. | believe on Thursday, we were
just about finished tal king about the SARA
prot ected boreal woodl and cari bou and cal vi ng.

And just a couple of last points | want to follow
up on.

You woul d agree that |ow density,
especially during cal ving and post cal ving,
appears pivotal to SARA protected boreal woodl and
cari bou calf survival; agreed?

MR. BERGER If you m ght define -- or
we could cone to a conmmon termregardi ng | ow
density.

MR. WLLIAMS: Well, Bergerud, he
argued that a density of 0.06 caribou per square
kil ometre represented a stabilizing density above

whi ch sedentary cari bou popul ati ons decline. So
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1 that's the type of density of which I'm speaking,

2 sir.
3 MR. BERGER: Thank you.
4 MR. WLLIAMS: Do we have agreenent

5 then to that phrase?

6 MR. BERGER W do have general

7 agreenent in terns of how boreal woodl and cari bou
8 use the space in the way in which they occupy it.
9 But there are many exanples where that particul ar
10 density can, in fact, change. So, for exanple, in
11 t he Keeyask area, as | pointed out during the

12 presentation, there are nunmerous caribou, for

13 exanpl e, using calving islands and | akes. And

14 that sone of those calving islands, in fact, have
15 nore than one caribou on it. Some of the peat

16 | and conpl exes can certainly have nore than one

17 caribou on it as well. So if you calculated the
18 density with respect to a smaller unit area at

19 Keeyask, or possibly in unknown areas further

20 south of our study area, those densities mght in
21 fact be higher.

22 MR, WLLIAMS: Okay. Just out of fear
23 that my original question mght have been lost in
24  the exchange of definitions, generally, subject to

25 the -- we can agree that | ow density, especially
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1 during cal ving and post cal ving, appears pivotal

2 to SARA protected boreal woodl and caribou calf

3 survival. Agreed?

4 MR. BERGER: Wien cari bou cal ve,

5 agree, they certainly do it by definition as a

6 boreal woodl and caribou mght in a solitary way.

7 But during the post calving period, as they start
8 to expand their calving ranges, it's quite often
9 t hat nearby boreal woodl and cari bou, such as in
10 Rettie and Messier's paper, they actually cone

11 t oget her and have hone range overlaps, quite

12 often. So they'll enter those circunstances as a
13 group. They cone together and they cone together
14 nore and nore as the particul ar season progresses
15 and as their home ranges increase.

16 MR. WLLIAMS: So | think I understand
17 your point, that the |ow density during calving is
18 pivotal to their calf survival. Agreed?

19 MR. BERGER: As a general principle,
20 yes. The low density is a well-known boreal

21  woodl and cari bou characteristic. However, there
22 are exceptions that we should, in fact, recogni ze,
23 but in agreenent with M. WIIians.

24 MR. WLLIAMS: 1'mgoing to turn

25 still on part 3, to slide 19, which appears at
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1 page 126.

2 M. Berger, we're probably going to be
3 aski ng a coupl e of notherhood statenents here, but
4  just very quickly.

5 W can agree that in Canada, where the
6 boreal population is listed as threatened, there

7 are many | ocal populations in decline?

8 MR BERGER: Yes. Canada-w de, there
9 are many | ocal boreal woodl and cari bou popul ati ons
10 that are in decline. And there are others that

11 are not. And there are multiple reasons why sone
12 are and sone aren't. And | firmy believe that's
13 what we |ooked at in the environnental inpact

14  assessnent.

15 MR. WLLIAMS: And anong those

16 mul tiple reasons, a key reason associated with the
17 decline of forest dwelling boreal woodl and cari bou
18 is also of habitat. Agreed?

19 MR. BERGER: | agree that the | oss of
20 habitat is one of many factors that contribute to
21 the decline of boreal woodl and caribou in Canada.
22 W approached -- and if | can bring back the

23 Keeyask EI'S, for exanple, and | ooking at what a

24 hypot heti cal boreal woodl and cari bou popul ati on

25 m ght be in the area, we not only | ooked at
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1 habitat, which is a bottom up approach to describe

2 okay, hey, where are the lichens? Were are the
3 food that the caribou m ght use, and how wel |

4 that's distributed over space. Because certainly
5 it's well inthe literature that that's one neans
6 of doing it.

7 But not only that, we | ooked at the

8 benchmarks with respect to the top down approach
9 with predators, which is a very inportant

10 conbination, to take the overall inpression of why
11 a caribou, a particular caribou population may or
12 may not decli ne.

13 So yes, M. WIllians, habitat is

14 certainly one factor to consider with respect to
15 the cari bou.

16 MR. WLLIAMS: To be nore precise,

17 t hough, sir, the question was a key factor. And
18 you'll agree that it is a key factor?

19 MR. BERGER It is a key factor al ong
20 with the predators.

21 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you.

22 And indeed there is an intimte

23 rel ati onship between | oss of habitat and increased
24 predation in that the |l oss of habitat invites in

25 creatures such as noose, which use a different




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

Page 1878
1 type of habitat and which invites in nore

2 predators. Agreed?

3 MR. BERGER: |If we define |oss of

4 habitat as things such as human di st urbance, and
5 there are spatial considerations with respect to
6 that versus a change in habitat such as, you know,
7 the nmultiple burns that exist as we have

8 denonstrated on the maps throughout the area.

9 Certainly that will attract npose in a

10 differential rate that m ght be different than the
11 human di sturbance factors. But, yes, | agree,

12 it's also inportant that habitat loss is directly,
13 or can result to loss of caribou.

14 MR. WLLIAVS: M. Berger, | wll ask
15 you just to turn to the CAC exhibit, which is the

16 excerpt fromthe Environnent Canada 2011

17 Do you have that, sir?
18 MR. BERGER | have it.
19 MR. WLLIAMS: And before we get into

20 any intimate details, at a high level, what the

21 scientific assessnent does is |ink woodl and

22 cari bou popul ation condition to habitat condition?
23 MR. BERGER: M apol ogies, sir, ny

24 hearing is a little bit plugged today. |[|f you

25 don't mnd repeating the question?
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1 MR. WLLIAMS: At a high level, what

2 this docunent analyzes is the |inks between

3 woodl and cari bou popul ati on condition and habit at
4 condition. Agreed?

5 MR. BERGER: Excuse ne, just one

6 monment to confer with nmy coll eague, please?

7 Yes, that's what this docunent is

8 about. It looks at various limting conditions

9 t hroughout space, and changes in popul ati on,

10 changes in growth rates, and things of that

11 nature. But certainly it's a predictive nodel

12 that shoul d be | ooked at as such, and it's a very
13 i nportant nodel to refer to. And that's exactly
14 why we used it in the environnental inpact

15 statenent as one of the several neasures that we
16 | ooked at in terns of how caribou m ght be

17 af fect ed.

18 MR WLLIAMS: And in essence, sir,
19 what it does is it relates caribou popul ation

20 stability to the proportion of range disturbed by
21 fire and by human activity. Agreed?

22 MR. DAVIES: Wiile M. Berger is

23 coughing, I'd just like to rem nd, we were asked
24 questions in regards to the [aw of m ni num before,

25 which is Liebig s | aw
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MR WLLIAMS: | can't hear you, sir,

" msorry.

MR. DAVIES: |I'msorry. W had been
asked questions in regards to the | aw of m ni num
which is Liebig's law fromthe 1800s, but it's
used quite commonly in agriculture. W used it
slightly differently, we refer to it as limting
factors. In regards to limting factors, each
case nmay be different. |In sone cases, it nmay be a
habitat that's a l[imting factor. In another
case, it may be predation. |In another case, it
may be harvest pressure. So each one of these is
a factor, but it may not be necessarily the
limting factor. So it's quite conplicat ed.

MR. WLLIAMS: That being said, the
key mechanismthat they are undertaking in this
assessnment is an exam nation of the relationship
bet ween cari bou popul ation stability and the
proportion of range disturbed by fire and human
activity, agreed?

MR. BERGER Yes, | agree that that's
exactly what was done. They did take a | ook at
that. They did take a | ook at a nunber of nodels.
And the nodel that best perfornmed on page 24 of

your exhibit was N3. And that conbines tota
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1 di sturbance, the first portion of the total

2 di sturbance was with respect to human di sturbance,
3 which explained 60 percent of the variation. So
4 that part of the nodel, you know, if you' ve got

5 human di sturbance, that is one of the reasons why
6 you m ght not have the persistence of a caribou

7 popul ati on. Wereas the conbined, or with the

8 fire, it accounted for 5 percent of the variation.
9 So fire is thought to be sonewhat of a nore

10 noderate type stressor when it cones to woodl and
11  cari bou.

12 Combi ned, however, they perfornmed

13 slightly better. And that's what you see as being
14 the 70 percent on, | believe, it's the first page
15 of your exhibit, M. WIIians.

16 MR. WLLIAMS: And so the genius or

17 the insight of this particular nodel, sir, was

18 that the conbined influence of human activity and
19 fire disturbance was greater than the sumof their
20 i ndi vi dual contributions. Agreed?

21 MR. BERGER: M apol ogies, | m ssed
22 the last part of your question, M. WIIlians.

23 THE CHAI RVAN: M. Berger, you're

24 clearly extrenely unconfortable. Wuld you fee

25 better if we put this off for a couple of days? I
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1 realize it means bringing this panel back, but it

2 m ght be nore productive and it m ght give you a
3 chance to recover. It won't disrupt the overal
4 hearings nuch at all.

5 MR. BERGER: M/ apol ogi es, sincere

6 apol ogi es to the panel.

7 THE CHAI RMAN:  You don't need to

8 apologize. You can't help getting a col d.

9 MR. BERGER It, in fact, nay be

10 better. But | feel like it may take a little

11 | onger this afternoon, M. Chairman.

12 | f we have maybe another half an hour
13 M. WIllianms, | can certainly --

14 THE CHAIRVAN.  Well, M. WIIlianms has

15 sonme and the panel has sone, we nay be here

16 anot her hour, hour and a half. So, | nean, |

17 expect that the socio-econonmc panel isn't too far
18 away. | mean, you are clearly in disconfort and
19 we don't want to seem nean and nasty.

20 MR, WLLIAMS: And we're certainly at
21 the discretion of the board, and | felt like you
22 sound the last two weeks. So if you feel that

23 bad, then you are certainly wel cone. Maybe you
24 want to consult with your counsel?

25 MR. BEDFORD: | think we will adjourn
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this panel and they'll come back later in the

week.

THE CHAIRVMAN:  So we'll take a few
m nut es break while we change up the panels.

And go hone, get sone chicken soup and
stay in bed for a day or two.

(Proceedings recessed at 1:54 p.m and

reconvened at 2:11 p.m)

MR WLLIAMS: Sorry to interrupt, I'm
not sure we got the Powerpoint yet.

THE CHAIRVMAN:  [t's m nutes away, but
| would just like to get going rather than take
too nuch longer. W wll hand them out as soon as
they arrive. It mght be a little disruptive, but
we can all manage that.

MR LONDON: M. Chairman, there wll
be one other person arriving, and she will disturb
you just a bit to go in the back row.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you.

Any ot her announcenents? Ckay.

Ms. Col e or whonever?

M5. KINLEY: Were you wanting to swear
in the panel ?

M5. JOHNSON: Yes, please. | think

there is only a couple of you who haven't been
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1 sworn in. So could you please state your namnes

2 for the record?

3 MR. MACDONELL: Don MacDonel |
4 M5. PETCH  Virginia Petch.

5 MR WLSON: Ross WI son.

6 M5. ANDERSON: Karen Anderson.
7 MR BLAND: Ted Bl and.

8 Don MacDonell: Sworn

9 Virginia Petch: Sworn

10 Ross Wl son: Sworn

11 Karen Anderson: Sworn

12 Ted Bl and: Sworn

13 THE CHAI RVAN:  Wbul d you i ntroduce
14 yourselves as well as your back table, please?
15 MS. KINLEY: We have our fornmal

16 i ntroduction as part of our presentation, if

17 that's all right.

18 THE CHAI RVAN:  That's fine, yeah
19 MS. KINLEY: Ckay. Thank you.
20 Good afternoon, conm ssioners, hearing

21 participants, elders and nenbers of the public.
22 W would like to present to you today the results
23 of the regul atory environnental assessnent

24 regarding effects on the soci o-econom c resource

25 use and heritage resources.
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1 You have heard about the overal

2 approach to the regul atory assessnent in panel 4A
3 about the assessnent of effects on the physical

4 environment in panel 4B, and about the assessnent
5 of effects on the aquatic and terrestrial

6 environment in panel 4C

7 Now we woul d like to introduce the

8 Partnership's presentation on the assessnent of

9 effects on the socio-econom c environment, on

10 resource use, and on heritage resources,

11 essentially to |l ook at effects on people.

12 What we have here, before we nove any
13 further into our presentation, |1'd like to take a
14 few mnutes to introduce you to the panel.

15 First of all, Karen Anderson.

16 Ms. Karen Anderson, Karen will be maki ng opening
17 remarks. She is a Fox Lake Cree Nation nmenber and
18 director of operations for Fox Lake Cree Nation
19 negotiations office. She's been in that role

20 since 2008. Since 2007, she has al so been adverse
21 effects mtigation manager for Fox Lake Cree

22 Nation negotiations office, and she is trained in
23 soci al services, counselling and social work.

24 Counci |l or George Neepin will be here

25 with us tonorrow and we'll introduce himat that
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2 Just to indicate that Ms. Martina

3 Saunders was to have been part of our panel, but

4 Martina' s grandnot her passed away | ast Thursday

5 and she is not able to be here with us. So

6 M. Ted Bland from York Factory First Nation has

7 stepped up to be in her place today. On Martina's
8 behal f, Ted will be providing opening remarks and
9 al so remarks about cultural and spirituality. Ted
10 is a York Factory First Nation nmenber and since

11 2008 has been senior negotiator for the York

12 Factory Future Devel opment office. Before that,
13 he was chief of York Factory First Nation from

14 2004 to 2008, and has held positions related to

15 busi ness, econom c devel opnent and education. He

16 is trained in social work and counselling.

17 Ms. Vicky Cole, who you have net on a
18 previ ous panel, is manager of major projects,

19 licensing and assessnent at Manitoba Hydro. Since

20 2005, she has held positions in Mnitoba Hydro
21 related to devel opnent and i npl ementati on of
22 generation projects. She is trained in

23 envi ronnment al sci ence, geography, and natural
24 resources managenent, and is a nenber of the

25 I nternational Association for |npact Assessnent.
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1 M. Don MacDonell, at the end, he'l

2 be speaki ng about effects on resource use. He is

3 seni or aquatic biologist with North/South

4 Consultants, with 31 years experience. He is

5 trained in zool ogy and natural resources

6 managenent, and is a certified environnental

7 professional in fisheries and wildlife and water

8 quality.

9 Dr. Virginia Petch, next to Don, wll
10 be speaking in tw areas, effects on culture and
11 spirituality and effects on heritage resources.
12 She is president of Northern Lights Heritage
13 Servi ces and has nore than 33 years experience in
14 ant hr opol ogy and archaeol ogy with her own firm
15 and with the Hudson Bay archives and with
16 governnent. Since 2011, she has al so been adj unct
17 prof essor with University College of the North
18 from The Pas and Thonpson, and has taught at
19 Uni versity of Manitoba and Brandon University as
20 well. Her training is in anthropol ogy,

21 archaeol ogy and education. She is a registered
22 pr of essi onal archeol ogi st, nenber of the Society
23 of American Archaeology and is a certified

24  environmental professional. She also holds

25 teaching certificates in Manitoba and Ontari o.
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M. Ross WIlson, sitting beside ne,

wi || be answering questions about nercury and
human health. He is a principal with WIlson
Scientific and has nore than 24 years experience
as a toxicol ogist conducting human health risk
assessnments. He is trained in toxicology and is a
board certified toxicologist with the Amrerican
Board of Toxicol ogy, a nenber of the Society of

Ri sk Anal ysis, a registered professional

bi ol ogi st, and a ri sk assessnent speciali st
regardi ng BC contanmi nated sites.

My nane is Janet Kinley. | wll be
speaki ng about the overall context and approach to
this panel, and specifically about effects on the
soci o-econom ¢ environnment. | ama principal of
Intergroup Consultants with 34 years experience in
soci o-econom ¢ i npact assessment and public
engagenent. | amtrained in geography, where |
focused on soci o-econom ¢ i nmpact assessnent, and a
menber of the Canadian Institute of Planners,

I nternational Association of |Inpact Assessnment and
I nternational Association of Health Participation.

Now, in the back row, we have folks in

t he back row as well. W have Gaylen Eaton at the

end who works with North/ South Consultants; Mark
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1 Manzer wi th Manitoba Hydro; Susan Collins,

2 Mani t oba Hydro Aboriginal relations division;

3 Laura McKay, also with Manitoba Hydro; Robynn

4 Clark at the very back, also with Mnitoba Hydro;
5 Kelly Bryll wi th Manitoba Hydro; Nancy LeBl ond

6 wth Intergroup Consultants; and Jim Thomas with

7 Hi | derman Thomas Frank Cram

8 In this presentation, we'll begin with
9 openi ng remarks by Karen Anderson and Ted Bl and.
10 Then we'd like to review inportant context for the
11 assessnment, aspects of the Keeyask project and the
12 pl anni ng process to date that are relevant to

13 assessing effects on people. W wll also review
14 the approach to the regul atory assessnent and how
15 t he assessnent of effects on people differs from
16 bi ophysi cal assessnent. And then we'll wal k

17 t hrough effects on each of the three subject

18 ar eas.

19 So now we're going to ask Karen

20  Anderson of Fox Lake Cree Nation negotiations

21 of fice and Ted Bl and of York Factory, who are

22 going to begin by describing the history of their
23 communities.

24 M5. ANDERSON: Thank you, Janet.

25 So for the socio-econon c panel, Fox
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1 Lake, we decided to do a presentation on our

2 hi story because we felt that it's very inportant

3 for others to know who Fox Lake Cree Nation is and
4 our history, and also to hel p understand our

5 experience with hydro devel opnent. And al so

6 understand why we don't want history to repeat

7 itself, and we want to take part in neasures to

8 hel p protecting our famlies. And we want to

9 under stand, we want everyone to understand our

10 experience fromus as Fox Lake menbers. And the

11 presentation will also conpl enent our presentation
12 in the environnental evaluation panel. And we'd
13 like to take the opportunity to educate others on

14 who we are. So I'mgoing to try to be brief, but
15 a lot of slides.

16 So for us as Fox Lake Cree, we resided
17 in our traditional territory for years before

18 contact with the European people. There has been
19 witten history that is wong stating that Fox

20 Lake Cree were newconers to the area during the
21 1920s, but we have always lived in this area.

22 | found that the history taught in

23 school today is wong because it is does not take
24 into consideration the whole history of the Cree

25 people. They always use witten docunentations.
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1 This is an area in G| lam before hydro

2 devel opment. This is where we |ived.

3 The Fox Lake people are referred to as
4 the Swampy Cree, the Lowl and Cree or Coastal Cree
5 in various historical docunments. W consider

6 ourselves Ininewk, which is indigenous or

7 aboriginal people in the Cree | anguage. So the

8 | anguage is very inportant to us as Cree. There

9 are words in English that cannot be translated, so
10 they are nore of a descriptive nature.

11 Fox Lake was part of a |large network
12 of people and communities in the north which

13 extended from Hudson Bay coast down to the area

14  where Split Lake is now | ocat ed.

15 The people travelled from areas that
16 could sustain their famlies and the conmmunities
17 where hunting was plentiful, so, you know, noving
18 fromarea to area as needed.

19 The Fox Lake people as well as our

20 relations lived on the |and and the water,

21 sustai ned their communities, provided for al

22 their needs to ensure their survival. Hunted gane
23 for food and used the natural resources to nake

24  products to assist in their daily lives such as

25 birch bark for canoes, ani mal bones for tools,
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1 animal hide for clothing. Wnen made beadwork on

2 jackets, mukluks and gauntlets. Al so people also
3 made snow shoes. Those are sonme exanpl es.

4 So in the past, the Fox Lake people

5 were instrunmental in assisting in the devel opnent
6 of the fur trade, and we shared our know edge of

7 living our way of |ife with the Europeans, which

8 i ncluded sharing how to survive w nters and

9 knowi ng how the animals mgrated on the land. An
10 exanple would be the cari bou.

11 So on this slide here, | have two

12 guotes that, you know, found quotes from Europeans
13 who had contact with the Cree and their

14  observations of the Cree. And we find that in the
15 non Native culture, it's always having to | ook for
16 witten docunents. So these are just two quotes
17 that we had found.

18 So one of themwas stated by H A

19 | nnes that:

20 "This culture assunmed a thorough

21 knowl edge of the aninmal habits and the
22 ability of the peoples concerned to

23 nove over wide areas in pursuit of a
24 supply of food."

25 And that canme out of a document "Fur Trade in
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1 Canada. "
2 And the other one, Victor Lytwn
3 stated:
4 "The fur trade records clarify that
5 the Lowl and Cree groups already
6 occupied well -defined territories when
7 Europeans first arrived in the area.”
8 So for Fox Lake, their way of life

9 began to change after the arrival of the Europeans
10 and the Hudson Bay Conpany.

11 W began to participate in the fur

12 trade and spend nore tine on the coast providing
13 | abour service for the traders and being mddl e

14 men in the econony. You know, being guides and

15 hel pi ng the Europeans hunt, preparing for

16 transporting goods fromdifferent post to post.

17 And this is a picture of the Hudson

18 Bay Conpany in Gllam and |I'mnot sure of the

19 year.

20 So the | arge group of people were

21 mainly situated into famly groupings or clans and
22 continued to live their way of life on the | and

23 and water.

24 After a period of difficult times for

25 the Cree, which was the downsizing of the fur
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trade, a new devel opnment would alter the Cree way

of life.

In the early 1900s, the Cree had
wanted to sign a Treaty with the governnment but
were refused after nmany requests.

There were many -- there were very few
treaties signed in the north at this tine, and the
Cree were concerned with the changes com ng and
what the effects would be on the | and and the way
of life.

So this is a picture of the early
clan, or part of our nmenmbers in the north. At the
time the top, in the top row, the m ddl e person
his name is Siman (ph) Beardy. He was the past
Chi ef of Fox Lake and these are his siblings.

So the devel opnent of the rail way,
because of the rich econom c opportunities in the
north and its resources was the reason that the
treaties were signed with the Cree in Northern
Mani t oba.

The people in the north then becane
separated through the creation of two bands, which
is atermthrough the Indian Act, Split Lake in
1908 and Fort York in 1910. Fox Lake was a part

of the Fort York band.
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1 So the Treaty provides for the

2 protection of our hunting and fishing rights, as
3 well as aright to education and health and to the
4 land for our benefit and use.

5 And over the years, our elders have

6 passed down the terns of the treaties and its

7 guar ant ees.

8 |"mjust going to go to the next

9 picture here and I'Il read it. So this is the

10 Kettle Bridge. The railway is planned to be built
11 right through the traditional territory of Fox

12 Lake. The railway crosses the Nel son River at

13 Kettl e Rapids, which was a traditional crossing
14  point for the people of Fox Lake. The railway was
15 to be ended at Port Nel son, but that was changed
16 to end at Churchill and that was conpleted in

17 1929.

18 So our people began to work on the

19 rail way through the construction and mai nt enance
20 of the rail line. And the devel opnent of the

21 railway was al so damaging to the | and and ani mal s.
22 Many Fox Lake people began to settle
23 at Kettle Rapids in GIllamand al ong the bay |ine,
24 at the same tine continuing to utilize the | ands

25 and water to sustain their famli es.
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1 And again, this is another picture of
2 Gllam |I'mnot sure of the year again
3 So during this period, our people were

4 al ready functioning as a governnent, choosing a

5 | eader to deal with the Indian agent and the

6 gover nment .

7 The Fox Lake Cree were recogni zed as
8 the Gllamband in approxi mately 1939, and we

9 began to request a reserve in the G|l am area.

10 The Fox Lake Cree Nation becane a

11 recogni zed band in 1947, when we signed Adhesion
12 to Treaty 5 and split from Shamattawa and York

13 Factory, who were all conprised of the Fort York
14 band. And many people were left off the

15 regi stries due to sone people being out on the

16 traplines or out of the range of the Indian agents
17 who were registering people.

18 So today the | arge network of people
19 are known as the Fox Lake Cree Nation, Shanattawa
20 First Nation, the War Lake First Nation,

21 Tat askweyak Cree Nation and York Factory First

22 Nati on, and these were recogni zed through the

23 I ndi an Act that we all becane separated.

24 So many nore changes began to occur in

25 the area fromthe 1930s to the 1950s. The
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1 regi stered trapline systemwas introduced. Qur

2 peopl e were now being restricted to certain areas
3 for hunting and fishing purposes, after utilizing
4 the land for many years.

5 And the Fox Lake peopl e have al ways

6 mai ntai ned that the reserve in Gllampromsed to
7 us was never fulfilled, due to future hydro

8 devel opnment plans and cost to establish reserves.
9 And various neasures were taken to ensure the | and
10 in Gllamwould not becone a reserve for Fox Lake.
11 So in the Cree | anguage the termfor
12 reserve is iskonikan, sorry, can't say it, or

13 leftover land is howit is described, and the |and
14 in Gllamwas very good. And how the reserve

15 sel ection process is done is that all the

16 governnment departments reviewit. And when nobody
17 had no use for that |land that's bei ng requested,
18 only then is a reserve approved.

19 In 1930, the Natural Resources

20 Transfer Agreenent or the NRTA was signed. The

21 land and its admnistration was transferred to

22 Mani t oba from Canada w t hout consulting First

23 Nations. W agreed to share the | and, and Canada
24 gave the land to Manitoba and we had never agreed

25 to that as First Nations.
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1 So there is a |lot of correspondence

2 between I ndian Affairs, the Province of Manitoba
3 and Fox Lake Cree Nation, regarding the request

4 for reserve land in Gllamfromthe period of 1939
5 to 1966.

6 So in 1966, Manitoba created the |oca
7 government district of Gllamor the LG, and at
8 that tinme Fox Lake, who always lived in the area,
9 were considered by the governnment to be squatters
10 in our own | and.

11 And we believe that the governnent

12 worked with Indian Affairs to di splace our

13 famlies and nove us off our |ands and homes, out
14  of our hones.

15 So one of the nost drastic measures
16 was that the homes of famlies were bulldozed for
17 t he devel opnment of the Gllamtrailer court. W
18 had been considered to be a short-term probl em
19 Fam | ies were displaced and noved

20 without proper consultation. Indian Affairs

21 provi ded funding to construct homes in a new area
22 but always with m nimal resources, which was

23 mai nly basic four walls.

24 So the water power reserve was

25 identified and the area extended from Norway House
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1 to Hudson Bay, and the Water Power Act was passed

2 in 1967. And fromour docunents in 1968, the

3 Province stated that there will be no reserve in

4 the town site or in the LCGD boundari es.

5 So at that time in the end, Fox Lake

6 was provided with 26 federal Crown lots within the
7 Town of Gllam but just recently designated, we

8 had a portion designated as reserve | and.

9 And Canada agreed to pay a grant in
10 lieu of taxes to the LG of Gllamfor those |ots.
11 So for the next one, for these slides

12 com ng up regarding the dam we're not putting
13 themthere to pronote the dans, it's to show the
14 magni t ude of the change for Fox Lake Cree Nation
15 in our area, and the length of the period of

16  devel opnent.

17 So for us, there were three dans that
18 were built in our area, plus sonme converter

19 stations.

20 So the nega hydro devel opnent over the
21 years has had a damagi ng effect on the Fox Lake
22 Cree, our way of life was changed forever.

23 W no | onger had access to the |and.
24 W were evicted fromour honmes. The waterways

25 were changed or diverted. Wth that came, |ike
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1 private property signs were put up on different

2 areas, gates were erected, we couldn't get to

3 areas. The land was flooded. So the whole

4 nort hern environnment got changed.

5 So this is when planning and

6 construction for the Kettle CGenerating Station

7 began in 1966 throughout 1975, when Kettle began
8 producing at full capacity. So this is when it

9 was conpleted. 54,000 acres of |and was fl ooded,
10 the water levels rose. There was a large influx
11 of workers. The waterway was diverted. Converter
12 station and transm ssion |ines were constructed.
13 So for us, Fox Lake Cree Nation, a

14 maj or concern for us and our people is the influx
15 of workers. During the construction years and the
16 operational base from 1961, the popul ati on was

17 approxi mately 332 people. And then when the

18 construction began fromthroughout 1969 up to

19 1976, there was a major influx of people cane

20 t hrough the community, you know, 3,300 people to
21 5,500 people in town and at the canp sites. And
22 then up to 2002, it began to level off to 1, 100.
23 So that just kind of gave a nunber of the people
24  that were in our area.

25 And agai n, Linmestone Generating
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Station began in approximately 1973, until

produci ng again at full capacity in 1978.
3,400 acres of land was fl ooded, 8 mles of dykes
were built to contain flooding, again influx of
workers in town and canp, and the converter
station was constructed to Iink Long Spruce to
Radi sson and Henday.

And the next one was the Linestone
Generating Station. Construction began in 1976
and then was suspended in '79 and restarted in
1985, and conpleted in 1992. And with these dans,
500 acres of land was flooded, transm ssion |ines
were built, a newtown site was built, and a work
canp was constructed, and large influx of workers
agai n.

So for Fox Lake, the Northern Fl ood
Agreenment that's been nmentioned nany tines
t hroughout these hearings. So the NFA was signed
in 1977 with five First Nations, Split Lake,
Norway House, Cross Lake, York Factory and Nel son
House, to deal with the effects of hydro
devel opment. But Fox Lake was not a part of the
NFA due to not having any designated | and, but
three dans were built in our backyard.

So our way of |ife was changed
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|_\

significantly and continues to affect our nmenbers
2 today. There are many exanpl es of the social,

3 physi cal and health inpacts, and viol ations of our
4 peopl e t hroughout the years.

5 Earlier | mentioned that we were being
6 di spl aced and renoved from our homes and honel and.
7 There were restrictions on the |and, you know, for
8 hunting, gathering and fishing, no access to

9 traditional areas. There were al cohol and

10 drug-related issues, crinme and justice issues.

11 Qur burial sites were flooded or disturbed. There
12 was a lot of discrimnation. People experienced
13 this on a personal |evel from enploynent, from

14 services in the conmmunity, from governnment and in
15 the school. There was a lot of -- many wonen

16 experienced abuse and violations. Qur children,
17 t hey experienced discrimnation within the school
18 and even recreational activities. So all our

19 peopl e, Fox Lake peopl e experienced raci smfrom
20 all levels of services and government.

21 So this is a picture of a nonunent

22 that we have in Gllamright in front of the

23 hospital. It's alnpost in the mddle of town I

24  guess.

25 So this is, we had signed the inpact
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1 settlenment agreenent. It was between Fox Lake

2 Cree Nation, Manitoba Hydro and the Province of

3 Manit oba. And this was signed on Decenber 6,

4 2004. And it was an avenue for Fox Lake to nove
5 forward, not to forget the experiences, but to

6 begin dealing with the issues.

7 And this plaque, there's a plaque on
8 the back of this nonument that shows all the

9 di fferent nenbers who lost their lives during the
10 period 1966 to 1990, | believe.

11 | just read that slide.

12 On Septenber 9, 2009, Fox Lake Cree
13 Nation acquired reserve land in Gllamand it was
14  3.21 acres on Kettle Crescent, akwis ki mahka, it
15 means where it turns around, referring to the

16 train. So that's on Kettle Crescent in GIllam

17 So right now currently today, Fox Lake
18 has a small reserve at Bird and continues to

19 occupy the Crown lots and reserve in Gllam W
20 continue to fight for the promsed land in GIllam
21 al t hough now sonme | and i s now desi gnated as

22 reserve. Qur population is approximately 1,100
23 and that's on and off reserve. And we are now

24 preparing for the new change that is again com ng.

25 So this is the sign at Bird Reserve.




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

Page 1904
1 So right now, we are tal king about

2 Keeyask. You know, Fox Lake menbers have signed

3 on to be part of Keeyask, but this is the future

4 site of Conawapa, so we're also |ooking forward to
5 t hat change com ng.

6 So today as Fox Lake people, we are

7 asserting our voice and showi ng our strength and

8 resilience. You know, we had a tough experience

9 t hroughout the years and we have endured enough to
10 destroy our people, but we have survived and wil|l
11 be a part of all activities on our land and in our

12 traditional territory.

13 Thank you.
14 MR. BLAND: Good afternoon. As
15 Ms. Kinley pointed out, | amhere to present on

16 Martina's behalf. She is up north burying her
17 grandnother. So this presentation is comng from

18 Martina' s perspective.

19 Tansi, good afternoon. M nane is,
20 amgoing to say Ted Bland in this case. | should
21 speak with her voice too -- just kidding.

22 My nane is Ted Bland. | amhere to

23 speak briefly about the Cree of the York Factory
24 First Nation. As a nenber of this panel, | feel

25 it is inportant for ne to speak about our history,
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1 culture and spirituality. You have already heard

2 some of our history, culture and spirituality in

3 presentati ons made by Chief Constant and ny

4 col | eague, Ted Bland. W have witten about these
5 topics in Keeyask EIS report and | encourage you

6 to read that whol e docunent.

7 You have al so heard from ny col |l eague
8 and friend Karen Anderson about the history of Fox
9 Lake people. As she explained, the people of Fox

10 Lake and York Factory are closely related and

11 share sone comon history.

12 This panel will provide information

13 about the assessment and the effects of the

14 Keeyask project on people, including people of

15 York Factory.

16 In the Keeyask Environnental | npact

17 Statement, there is a lot of technical information
18 and description by professional western trained

19 engi neers, biologists and social scientists. You

20 have heard sone speak at the other panels, you

21 will hear sonme speak today.
22 As | said, | feel it is inportant that
23 you al so hear fromne. | will share with you

24 about who we are, how we got here, and what this

25 project nmeans to us in the context of the
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1 soci o- econom ¢ panel .

2 W have our own way of speaking about

3 our identity, culture, |anguage, history,

4 traditions, custons, our way of life. | speak to

5 you as a young Cree wonan.

6 | al so speak as a wtness for York

7 Factory First Nation, a proud co-proponent in the

8 Keeyask project.

9 | heard the stories fromny parents
10 and grandparents about life in York Factory before
11 our relocation in 1957 to York Landing. The nane
12 of our First Nation comes from York Factory, the
13 Hudson Bay Conpany's post at the nouth of the
14 Hayes River. Qur people live there and all al ong
15 t he Hudson Bay coast and along the rivers that
16 flowinto the Hudson Bay.

17 My parents were born in Kaskatanagun
18 and Port Severn. M nother's parents were born in
19 York Factory and Shamattawa. M nother was born
20 in Benrick Falls. M father was born in

21 Kaskat anagun. These are places that | come from
22 As you heard, the Cree Ininiwak of

23 this territory share a common history. W are

24 related to people from Fox Lake, Shamattawa,

25 Tat askweyak and War Lake. W all have a sinmlar
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1 story and deep roots and connections to the | and.

2 A part of our history includes the

3 residential schools which started when we lived in
4 York Factory with ny father's and nother's

5 generation. There was a day school in York

6 Factory. However, in Septenber of 1956, the ol der
7 children were taken away to residential school.

8 My father went to school in Punnichy,

9 Saskat chewan.

10 The next year in 1957, the famlies

11 from York Factory were relocated to York Landing
12 by I ndian and Northern Affairs. How did this cone
13 about? CQur grandparents and parents tal k about

14 soneone fromlndian Affairs comng with a letter
15 to York Factory in the spring to deliver a

16 message, York Factory menbers will be noved that
17 sunmmer .

18 My grandnother tells a story of how
19 t hey made the journey by boat up the Nel son River
20 to therail line at Arery. M grandfather

21 expl ai ned how t he people were forced to | eave

22 behi nd nost of their personal and househol d

23  val uables in our honel and.

24 Qur grandparents and parents al so

25 tal ked about what it was |ike when they arrived in
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1 1957 at York Landing. They had to rebuild a

2 community fromthe ground up, clearing and

3 constructing houses, working quickly before

4 wnter.

5 They were prom sed things that woul d
6 hel p them survive |ike what they had in York

7 Factory. M grandfather, Horace Saunders, told

8 us, when Indian Affairs |ocated us at the area, in
9 this area, they had prom sed us everything would
10 be given to us to suit our needs. But they |eft
11 out one great thing, our way of l|ife, our

12 traplines. One trapline was | oaned to us from

13 Split Lake, trapline 13. Everyone from York

14 Landing is trying to trap on it at the sanme tine.
15 When the people arrived in York

16 Landi ng, there was no school. That first

17 Sept enber, shortly after we arrived, the children
18 were taken away to residential schools. M nother
19 went away to MacKay Residential School in Dauphin.
20 My late father used to say before he went to

21 residential school, he was with his grandfather

22 everyday. He tal ked about living off the land. |
23 can only i mgi ne how devastating it was for ny

24 famly and for ny community to be separated and

25 di sconnected in so nany ways.
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1 As you have heard, shortly after we

2 arrived in York Landing, construction started on
3 the Kel sey damjust up river, 32 kilometres from
4 our new honme. We have been living with hydro

5 devel opnment since then. Hydro devel opnent brought
6 new chal | enges as we struggled to stay connected
7 with the land. York Landi ng becane our

8 grandparents' and parents' new honme, and it is ny
9 hore.

10 | renmenber the water in the 1970s the
11 water was clear. W would go to the beaches and
12 everybody woul d be there. Now the water is high
13 and there are no beaches.

14 In the 1980s, | had to | eave York

15 Landing to go to high school. W had no choice
16 but to leave to continue our education. It was
17 hard because our famlies were separated a second
18 generation. You had to get your education, but
19 not hi ng was offered after grade eight in York

20 Landing. Qur students find it difficult to finish
21 hi gh school. It is a challenge because you have
22 to be away from hone, community and famly.

23 Most of what | | earned about ny

24 identity and who | am | learned as an adult. |

25 read about the history of the residential school




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

Page 1910
1 systemin university. It was hard to accept what
2 | | ear ned.
3 | did not hear the extent of the
4 i npacts of the residential school frommny parents.

5 This is sone of what has been called the

6 i ntergenerational inpact of the residential

7 school s.

8 Al t hough we have lived in the mddle

9 of hydro devel opnent for nore than half a century,
10 we were never a part of it. But today | stand

11 here representing ny community, a partner and a

12 co- proponent of the Keeyask project. As we have
13 expl ai ned in Ki peki skwaywi nan and ot her

14 presentations, becom ng a partner was not an easy
15 decision. W had nmany neetings in sharing circles
16 where we shared our thoughts, ideas and fears. W
17 spoke with one another, elders, youth, nmen and

18 wonen. In that process, | |earned about the rich
19 culture of ny people, nmy famly and nyself. |

20 have a nmuch better understandi ng about where we

21 come fromand where we are going in the future.

22 As partners, we need to work together
23 towards reconciliation to strengthen our

24 rel ati onships. W nust acknow edge what happened

25 in the past.
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1 W are a people with an oral

2 tradition. Qur ways are not easily comuni cated

3 in witing. However, we won't be here forever, so
4 we have to docunent what happened in the past and

5 what is happening today so our children,

6 grandchildren, and our (Cree word spoken), this is
7 the great grandchildren in Cree, will be able to

8 read about these experiences and understand where
9 we have cone fromand the role we are playing

10 today. Egosi. Thank you.

11 MS. KINLEY: Thank you very nuch to

12 Karen and to Ted for providing that inportant

13 context and the inportant understanding of history
14 of two of these partner First Nations in this

15 area. The history is a very inportant part of

16 this assessnent.

17 Then before we | ook at the details,
18 it's inmportant to put this part of the assessnent
19 in other types of context as well. In the context

20 of the joint planning that has been undertaken

21 bet ween Manitoba Hydro and the Partner First

22 Nations, in the context of the relationships that
23 had been devel oped anbng the partners, and in the
24  framework for the assessnment as a whol e.

25 Firstly, |looking at rel ationships
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1 bet ween the Partner First Nations and Manitoba

2 Hydro, you have heard from Karen and from Ted

3 about a difficult history in this area and

4 difficult rel ationshi ps.

5 Fromthat difficult history, there has
6 been a gradual inprovenent over decades in the

7 rel ati onshi ps between the Partner First Nations

8 and Manitoba Hydro as they planned the Keeyask

9 proj ect together. A fundanmental difference

10 bet ween assessnent of effects on people and

11 assessnment of effects on the physical, aquatic and
12 terrestrial environnents, is that people have

13 per spectives about their world, their

14 ci rcunst ances, and how they would |i ke to see that
15 world change in the future.

16 In this case, the people nost affected
17 by the Keeyask project, the Partner First Nations,
18 have worked wi th Manitoba Hydro over an extended
19 period of tinme to plan a better project. There

20 has been early and neani ngful involvenent that has
21 been under way for a long period of tine.

22 Al so their planning has been brought
23 together in formal agreenments that will govern how
24 the project is inplenented. These include the

25 Joi nt Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent and the
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adverse effects agreenents.

2 From a soci o-econom ¢ poi nt of view,

3 these forma foundation for the socio-econom c

4  assessnent of nmeasures that enhance benefits and
5 reduce adverse effects. That's been part of the
6 pl anni ng anong these parties. And as is not

7 typical fromny experience as a practitioner in

8 i npact assessnent, each Partner First Nation, as a
9 col l ective, has voted on the agreenents through a
10 referendumto determ ne acceptability. This is
11 al so a foundation for the socio-econom c

12 assessnent.

13 So, first of all, the Joint Keeyask
14 Devel opnent Agreenent includes a nunber of aspects
15 that are again building blocks for the

16 soci 0-econom ¢ assessment. It deals with

17 governance, including ongoing stewardship of the
18 project anong the parties. Yet it defines the

19 proj ect description for the project, including

20 fundanmental features that you heard about in the
21 earlier project description panel, including the
22 | ow- head design that was devel oped as a result of
23 the early discussions between the Partners.

24 It deals with enploynent and training.

25 The Burntwood/ Nel son Agreenent is referenced
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1 there, the collective agreenent that governs the

2 proj ect and provides preferences established for
3 qual i fied Aboriginal and northern people, not just
4 the Partner First Nations but others in the north.
5 It also includes targets for jobs,

6 operating jobs throughout the systemfor Mnitoba
7 Hydro in Manitoba Hydro system

8 It includes business opportunities,

9 di rect negotiated contracts set aside for the

10 Partner Cree Nations, and al so the business

11 arrangenent that would see a return on equity

12 i nvestnment by the First Nation.

13 It includes a waterways nmanagenent

14 programfrom Split Lake to Stephens Lake, dealing
15 with travel safety. It includes the forebay

16 clearing plan to renove vegetation before

17 fl oodi ng, again, an inportant aspect brought by
18 the Partner First Nations. And it includes

19 adverse effects agreenents for each partner First
20 Nat i on.

21 So all of these aspects have already
22 had an effect on the benefits being brought by the
23 project to people as well as reducing adverse

24  effects.

25 The adverse effects agreenents were
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devel oped between the Partner First Nations and

Mani t oba Hydro. They work to avoid and alleviate
adverse effects of the project. Each agreenent
i ncludes offsetting prograns to address past,
present and future effects of Keeyask. Prograns
are tailored to effects identified by each Partner
First Nation. Each includes a programto assi st
menbers to access parts of their RVA unaffected by
the project, to spend tinme on the |and, harvesting
country food, engaging in cultural activities,
passing on traditions. And they also include
prograns to strengthen | anguage and cul ture, and
to address specific concerns, for exanple, Fox
Lake Cree Nation's Wellness Counselling and Crisis
Shelter, to deal with the kind of issues that
Karen was just speaking about.

You have heard from Joe Keeper and
Vi cky Col e about the Two-track assessnent
approach. The soci o-econom ¢ resource use and
heritage resource assessnent worked within the
regul atory environnental assessnent framework on
the right-hand side of this chart, and
specifically the final, addressing the final EIS
gui delines issued by the Canadi an Environnent al

Assessnment Agency.
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1 At the same tine as we worked with the

2 Partner Cree Nations in this assessnent, we

3 | earned fromtheir studies, their experience and
4 their Aboriginal traditional know edge.

5 And you will recall this overall chart
6 fromthe environnental assessment approach panel

7 that was the panel 4A, which set out the overal

8 approach to the assessnment. This is the framework
9 and steps that we used for this part of the

10 assessnent as wel | .

11 Now, we'd like to go on and provide
12 sonme information about the overall, within the

13 overal | framework, and the context that | have

14  just spoken about. The assessnent of effects was
15 tailored to this conponent. This section |ooks at
16 the approach to this portion of the assessnent.

17 First of all, just |ooking at the

18 final environnmental inpact assessnent guidelines,
19 t he Federal guidelines that we were working toward
20 in this part of the assessnment. W were

21 addressi ng section 8, existing environnment,

22 particularly section 8.3 on the socio-economc

23 envi ronnment dealing with econony, popul ation,

24 infrastructure and services, personal, famly and

25 community life, land and resource use, and
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1 heritage resources.

2 W were dealing with section 9,

3 dealing with the environnental effects assessnent,
4 dealing with each of those subject areas.

5 W wer e addressing section 10,

6 econom c and social benefits of the project.

7 And in section 12, environnental

8 managenment, we were dealing with, again, the sane
9 subj ect areas with respect to environmnental

10 managenment .

11 You heard earlier in the EA approach
12 panel , the Partnership acknow edged the

13 di fferences in worldview that underpin Abori ginal
14 traditional know edge and technical science. In
15 fact, the Two-track franmework of the filing is

16 i ntended to make space for both worl dviews, and
17 you have heard about how they are reflected in the
18 filing.

19 You al so heard in the EA approach

20 panel that the partnership coll aboratively

21 devel oped a set of ATK principles that were

22 i ntended to guide how Aboriginal traditional

23 knowl edge woul d be gat hered and brought into the
24  assessnent.

25 For the soci o-econom c assessnent,
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1 these principles were applied in the follow ng

2 ways: First, in identifying issues and concerns
3 that required study throughout the assessnent

4 process, including ultimtely the sel ection of

5 val ued environnmental conponents. Secondly, a | ot
6 of time has been spent discussing the effects of
7 past devel opnments and how this has shaped the

8 community perspectives and concerns about future
9 devel opnments. Thirdly, a partner First Nations
10 revi ewed assessnent results, shared results from
11 their own eval uation studies, and hel ped identify
12 m tigation options.

13 These two sets of perspectives hel ped
14 to create a better understandi ng of possible

15 project effects, areas where there may be

16 uncertainty in conclusions, especially in cases
17 where di fferent conclusions were reached.

18 A key thene that energed through the
19 assessnment has been the inportance of ongoi ng
20 monitoring and followup. This was seen as
21 i nportant in addressing difference and concl usi ons
22 and uncertainty, and also was a way to address
23 envi ronnment al stewardship, a key aspect of the
24 Cree worl dvi ew.

25 These principles were also applied in
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di scussi ng how to docunent ATK and techni cal

science in the filing.

And finally, all of the partners
reviewed and commented on the final EIS filing and
Mani t oba Hydro and the Cree Nation Partners
approved the filing, consistent with the
envi ronnmental and regul atory protocol in the JKDA

The soci o-econom c assessnent deal s
with effects on people. W work with people.
That's the core of the approach to soci o-economc
assessnment. We work collaboratively with the
peopl e nost affected by Keeyask to | earn from
their experience and figure out together what can
be done to address the effects. Years of work
have occurred, and this is a snapshot of that
wor K.

At the bottom of the chart you see the
mechani sms in place between Mnitoba Hydro and the
Partner First Nations to guide and oversee the EA
as a whole. At the top of the chart are the
specific processes for the socio-econonic resource
use and heritage resource studies. Collaboration
in the work planning process was done for purposes
of the regul atory assessnent, begi nning in about

2006. Work planning recogni zed that each of the
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Partner First Nations was engaged in their own

studi es, and as nmuch as possible we drew from t hat
work so as not to duplicate effort.

Steering commttees were established
wi th each Partner First Nation to guide fieldwork,
key personal interviews and workshops. W trained
| ocal staff and worked with the communities to
verify results. W drew from secondary sources
such as health data. A conplete health assessnent
was done for the communities in the |ocal study
area, and Statistics Canada, for exanple.

W al so held workshops with al
Partner First Nations regarding mtigation and
m tigation ideas.

And a very inportant elenment is that
we had a nercury and human heal th technica
wor ki ng group. Al conmunities were represented.
A focused effort was undertaken to understand the
i ssue and | ook at solutions with assistance from
specialists selected by the group, and the
i nvol venent of the -- also involvenent of the
Nort hern Regional Health Authority, the nedi cal
of ficer of health.

So that gives you an idea of the

process we have gone through.
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1 This graph shows what we're calling a

2 soci 0- econom ¢ i npact assessment gener al

3 framework. It shows potential pathways of effect
4 fromthe project to people at a high level. From
5 the project, at the bottom |l eft-hand corner we see
6 pat hways of effect that begin with, you will see
7 physi cal , bi ophysical environnent. So there are
8 changes in water |eading to changes in fish and

9 fish habitat, |eading to changes in harvesting of
10 fish resources, access and navigation, if you

11 follow it through on the very bottom pat hway.

12 Simlarly, changes inland can lead to changes in
13 wildlife and vegetation that again are harvested
14 by peopl e.

15 In turn, changes and resource use can
16 affect the econony, up in the circle in the top
17 ri ght-hand side, so the changes in resource use
18 could affect the econony, as well as aspects of
19 personal and famly life that derive fromthose
20 connections to water and | and.
21 Physi cal changes can al so affect
22 heritage resources, in the mddle of the diagram
23 there. And through project expenditures, the top
24 pat hway, we | ook at potential benefits to people

25 t hrough enpl oynment, business and equity
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1 investnment. And potential in-mgration of people

2 who cone to the area for those opportunities.
3 Peopl e create demand, and in this case can al so
4  cause adverse effects on public safety, as Karen

5 was tal king about.

6 The chart doesn't show all of the
7 I i nkages we consi dered, but it gives you a high
8 | evel understandi ng of the pathways that we did

9 fol | ow.

10 As for the other parts of the

11 assessnent, we identified valued environnental

12 conponents, there were several sources of

13 information that we used to identify them

14 regul atory guidelines, workshops with the partner
15 First Nations, the public involvenent program

16 nore broadly in the Province to understand

17 perspectives that others had, other environnmental
18 assessnents that deal wth this type of

19 devel opnment. And of the criteria that were

20 identified, and you saw those criteria in earlier
21 presentations, the ones that were particularly
22 important for us were overall inportance or val ue
23 to people, potential for substantial project

24 effects and regul atory requirenents.

25 So through that process, we identified
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a nunber of val ued environnmental conponents for

2 this portion of the study. This particular chart

3 shows 16 val ued environnental conponents in the

4 soci o-econom ¢ environnment. Broadly they include
5 three topics: Econony, which includes val ued

6 envi ronment al conponents that may be affected by

7 proj ect expenditures, so enploynent and training

8 opportunities, business opportunities, incone,

9 cost of living and resource econony. Resource

10 econony refl ects changes to the existing resources

11 used by the people.

12 The second major category is
13 popul ation, infrastructure and services. It
14 i ncl udes val ued environnental conponents that may

15 be affected by in-migration, population changes as
16 a supporting topic in this instance, and val ued

17 envi ronnment al conponents that reflect neeting the
18 needs of that population in the |ocal study area.
19 Land, test the extent to which reserve
20 or private land may be required for the project.
21 And transportation infrastructure | ooks at road,
22 rail and air services.

23 The third area is personal, fam |y and
24 community life, that includes valued environnenta

25 conponents that may be affected by direct and
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1 indirect effects from Keeyask. They typically

2 play a role in the quality of life that people

3 experience. And this is a dynam c and conpl ex

4 area. It focuses on the |ocal study area where

5 peopl e are nost affected by a nunber of different
6 aspects of the project. And these include

7 governance, goals and plans, conmunity health,

8 mercury and human heal th, public safety and worker
9 interaction, travel access and safety, culture and
10 spirituality, and the way the | andscape | ooks or
11 aest heti cs.

12 In the other areas of resource use and
13 heritage resources, we have three resource use

14  val ued environnental conponents and one heritage
15 resource VEC. Resource use |ooks at the

16 i nteraction between people and resources. Val ued
17 envi ronment al conponents are conprised of

18 subsi stence, commerci al and recreational use of

19 resources derived fromthe natural environnent

20 that may be affected by the physical, aquatic and
21 terrestrial changes. It includes resource use for
22 subsi stence by Aborigi nal people.

23 Heritage resources are non-renewabl e
24 resources that may be affected by physical changes

25 to the land and water in the |ocal study area.
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1 They are tangi bl e objects of human endeavour t hat

2 have survived the rigours of tinme and which

3 i ndi cate evidence of past human activities. They
4 provide a vital cultural |ink between the past and
5 present. They sustain and support, and in turn

6 are supported by an oral tradition of |ong-term

7 occupancy in the vicinity of the Keeyask project

8 by the Partner First Nations.

9 Wth respect to geographic scope,

10 study areas are tailored to each val ued

11 envi ronnment al conponent. Each has a | ocal study
12 area and a regional study area, which are

13 di scussed in the sections that will follow in our
14 presentation. |In addition, the heritage resources
15 has a core study area which is the area subject to
16 i nundati on and erosi on.

17 For the tenporal scope, |ooking at

18 past, present and future, this chart |ooks at,

19 this particular slide |ooks at how we exani ned the
20 past, present and future, and where it is in the
21 filing. In the response to the EI'S guidelines,
22 the past is described in chapter six.
23 Under st andi ng of history of the area and its
24 people is very inportant. Learning from past

25 hydr oel ectri c devel opnment has been an inportant
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1 way of understandi ng what may happen in the

2 future, and understanding influences on and

3 vul nerability of the val ued environnental

4 conponents that are included in the assessnent.

5 The present and future w thout the

6 project is also included in chapter six. It |ooks
7 at the state, or the status of the val ued

8 envi ronnment al conponents, future trends -- and

9 future trends to the extent that those are

10 apparent. It also |looks at the future with the
11 project in chapter six, including the effects of
12 Keeyask, for the construction phase and the

13 operati on phase.

14 So that forns one part of the

15 cumul ative effects assessnent.

16 Then in chapter seven, we go on from
17 there to look at the future with other projects
18 and activities, again, during the construction
19 phase and the operation phase.

20 THE CHAIRVAN: | think we'll take a

21 short break now before you nove to this next

22 section. It's 3:13, so cone back at 3:25, please.
23 (Proceedi ngs recessed at 3:13 p.m and
24 reconvened at 3:25 p.m)

25 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, we'll reconvene.
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1 So Ms. Kinley, you can continue, please.
2 M5. KINLEY: So now we'd like to | ook
3 at --
4 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Order in the back of

5 the room please.

6 M5. KINLEY: Now we'd like to | ook at
7 the socio-economc environment. And there will be
8 four of us participating in the presentation of

9 this section, nyself, Ted Bland on behal f of

10 Martina, and Karen Anderson and then Virginia

11 Petch as well.

12 So the socio-economic |ocal study area
13 which is shown on the screen at the nonent

14 i ncl udes those people who live closest to Keeyask
15 and may be affected by changes, inland and water,
16 as well as econom c change. The construction canp
17 and workers will be | ocated here and all physical
18 works as well as the hydraulic zone of influence.
19 If I can just | ook backward here, |I'm
20 just trying to point out for you where the

21 communities are.

22 So there is the Keeyask Generating

23 Station. Tataskweyak Cree Nation is off to the

24  west here, the north side of Split Lake. York

25 Factory First Nation is |ocated across the | ake,
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south end of Split Lake. War Lake First Nation is

| ocated along the rail line with no road access.
|"ve got a little bit of a shine of
light on the screen so | can't see very well.

But at any rate, we have G || am here,
that includes -- it's the Towmn of Gllam it also
i ncludes Fox Lake Cree Nation and their reserve
popul ation there. And then just up here is Fox
Lake Cree Nati on.

Also included in the | ocal study area
is Thonmpson down here in this |ocation.

The four Partner First Nations include
on-reserve popul ati on of about 3,000 people.

I ncl udi ng of f-reserve popul ation, it was about
5,300 people in 2006.

The Town of G Il amincludes about
1,200 people and it includes portions of the
popul ati on of Fox Lake and the new reserve parcel.
The City of Thonpson is the regional centre with
about 13,400 people. So in total within the |ocal
study area, we're | ooking at about 17,600 peopl e.

This is the regional study area, and
so it's everything north of the gray line, and it
i ncludes all of Northern Manitoba. This regional

study area follows the econom c effects of
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1 enpl oyment benefits that are expected to be

2 distributed because of the Burntwood/ Nel son

3 col | ective agreenent which governs construction

4 enpl oynent .

5 That col |l ective agreenent has

6 preferences within it. A first preference is for
7 an area of the Churchill, Burntwood, Nelson

8 communities. And if you |ook on the slide, the

9 tan coloured dots are all of those communities

10 that are in an area called the Churchill,

11 Bur nt wood, Nel son area. Those are comunities

12 t hat have been affected by past hydroelectric

13 devel opnment. And first preference for

14 construction enploynent then is for qualified

15 Abori gi nal people who live in those comunities.
16 Second preference is for qualified

17 uni on nenbers in Northern Manitoba as a whol e.

18 And third preference is qualified Aboriginal

19 peopl e anywhere in Northern Mnitoba, even beyond
20 that Churchill, Burntwood, Nelson area. And then
21 fourthly, any qualified person living in Northern
22 Mani t oba.

23 | should just point out there is one
24  exception here, and that's for Partner First

25 Nation communities. For preference one, they
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1 don't have to live in the north. They can be

2 anywhere wi t hin Manit oba.

3 There are about 84, 000 people |iving
4 in the regional study area, and about 72 percent
5 of those people self-identified as of Aboriginal
6 descent .

7 What you'll also find in the EI'S, but
8 we haven't characterized it in this presentation,
9 we have a description of econom c effects that

10 flowto Manitoba and to Canada as well.

11 So here are the econony VECs, the

12 val ued environnmental conponents. And of these, we
13 wanted to select an exanple, one to look at in

14 detail, and we chose enpl oynent and training

15 opportunities as the one to | ook at.

16 This chart provides a picture of the
17 enpl oynment status of the Aboriginal popul ation and
18 the Partner First Nations in conparison to the

19 provi ncial population. It also shows the

20 enpl oynent status of the Aboriginal popul ation of
21 the regional study area as a whol e, including

22 First Nations, Metis and non-status popul ati ons,
23 and the total regional study area.

24 The main nessages fromthis chart are

25 that we see a somewhat |ower participation rate in
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1 the KCN conmunities and the northern Abori ginal

2 residents, but it's not that nuch | ower than

3 Mani t oba as a whole. But what you do see is a

4 | oner enploynent rate and a nuch hi gher

5 unenpl oynent rate. So it gives the picture of the
6 disadvantage for the Aboriginal population.

7 The Aboriginal |abour force in the

8 regi onal study area is young and a grow ng

9 popul ation that's noving into the |abour force.

10 And so there's also a challenge of |ower education
11 | evel s than the provincial population, and as we
12 say, a growi ng popul ati on.

13 This chart shows the estimated total
14 construction workforce. Overall, the project is
15 estimted to generate about 4,218 person years of
16 construction enploynent, that's conposed of

17 construction support, non-designated trades and

18 designated trades. Those are expected to account
19 for about 3,150 person years with another 1,068

20 person years generated by Manitoba Hydro and key
21 contractor personnel.

22 What the chart illustrates is that the
23 demand for |abour, the requirenment for |abour

24 changes over tinme, as is typical of a construction

25 project. The demands peak in about 2016 or 2017,
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1 and then I owers again to the end of construction.

2 And then within each year, it reflects the

3 typically higher activity in the sumrer nonths.

4 The bl ue col our on the chart shows

5 contact supervisory and Manitoba Hydro site staff.
6 Designated trades are things |ike crane operators,
7 mechani c, carpenter, mllwight, iron worker,

8 electrician, lineman, plunber, welder.

9 Non- desi ghat ed trades, which are the yell ow

10 colour, are construction transportation -- sorry,
11 trades hel per and construction |abourer, driller
12 bl aster, heavy equi pnent operator, teanster

13 servicenen. And then the final area is

14 construction support occupations.

15 One of the undertakings that has

16 attenpted to deal with the skills and educati on,
17 the lower skill and education levels for a

18 construction project of this kind is the Hydro

19 Northern Trai ning and Enploynment Initiative. It
20 operated between 2002 and 2010. It included

21 Partner First Nations, the Ni sichawayshi k Cree

22 Nation, Manitoba Metis Federation and MKO |t was
23 funded by Manitoba Hydro, Mnitoba and Canada.

24 2,670 people in total conpleted training, and 595

25 partici pants conpleted training in job categories
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required for project construction, and 242 of

2 those were from Partner First Nations. So that

3 was a nmgjor undertaking that was intended to help
4 to prepare people for the work that was to cone.

5 There have been other enhancenents to
6 rai se the anount of enploynment avail able for four
7 Nort hern Abori gi nal, Northern Aboriginal

8 popul ati on. The Burntwood/ Nel son agreenent that |
9 menti oned earlier provides preferences for

10 qual i fied Aboriginal and northern workers. There
11 are also direct negotiated contracts for Partner
12 First Nations included in the JKDA. And these are
13 key mechani smfor northern conpanies to be able to
14 hire directly fromnorthern popul ati ons.

15 Thirdly, there is an enpl oyee

16 retention and services contract that is a direct
17 negoti ated contract held by Fox Lake Cree Nation
18 and York Factory First Nation. The purpose of

19 that is to help Aboriginal workers while on the

20 site with respect to, there's cross-cultural

21 training, there is counselling services and there
22 are al so cerenonies included in that contract.

23 There will be on-site enployee |iaison
24  workers. Also there will be an Aboriginal union

25 representative hired by the Allied Hydro Council .
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1 There will al so be an advi sory group

2 on enploynment. And the purpose of this is to be a
3 forumw t hin which contractors, unions and

4 Mani t oba Hydro can tal k about enpl oynent issues.

5 There will al so be conmunity-based job
6 referral officers, and this is an inportant

7 nmeasur e because one of the chall enges that has

8 been seen in Wiskwatim for exanple, was the

9 ability to get people to the job site and to find
10 themin the requisite period of tine.

11 So those are all a series of measures
12 that have been identified and put in place for the
13 Keeyask project.

14 This chart provides an estimate of the
15 construction person years that we expect to go to
16 partner, the Partner First Nation workforce and to
17 t he regi onal study area workforce, the Aboriginal
18 workforce in Northern Manitoba. A |abour supply
19 and demand nodel was used to assess the likely

20 degree of participation, and it focuses on

21 Aboriginal workers. You'll see in the chart that
22 uses a range in each case, a |low and a high range.
23 And this is to reflect uncertainty in -- there are
24 a whole series of variables that come into play in

25 doing this kind of estinmation, so we have shown
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1 you a range.

2 It also reflects the experience of

3 Wiskwat i m which was adjusted to account for there
4 bei ng no infrastructure phase, conparable

5 i nfrastructure phase for the Keeyask project,

6 because that's been undertaken separately in the
7 Keeyask infrastructure project.

8 So in terns of the bottomline then,

9 the estimate for Partner First Nations workforce
10 is that there woul d be about 235 to 600 person

11 years of enploynent, or six to 14 percent of the
12 | abour force for the regional study area. W're
13 | ooking at an estinate of 550 to 1, 700 person

14 years, or 13 to 40 percent. So that's the overal
15 estimate of construction enpl oynent.

16 "1l just point out that that doesn't
17 necessarily reflect the actual nunber of people
18 hired at any one tinme, because a person year of

19 enpl oyment on a construction site can be divided
20 up anong so many quarters at a tinme. This is

21 converting all of that into a person year.

22 In addition, for the operations phase,
23 we have -- there was an original estinmate of 37
24 Keeyask site staff. That's now been updated. And

25 that was provided in the project description
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updat e of 38 peopl e as permanent enpl oyees, and

nine Gllamsupport staff. That's been updated to
anywhere from 11.25 to 42.25, depending on the
time of year.

Also with respect to enpl oynent and
training, the Joint Keeyask Devel opment Agreenent
includes a target for full tine operations jobs in
Mani t oba Hydro's system And these targets are
100 for Tataskweyak Cree Nation, 10 for War Lake
First Nation, 36 for each of York Factory and Fox
Lake Cree Nation, for a total of 182 positions.
And that activity has already begun in terns of
wor ki ng toward that target.

So the conclusion for this enpl oyment
and training valued environnental conponent is
that it will be a positive effect. And for that
reason, the val ued environnmental conponent wasn't
carried through to consideration of effects in
conbination with future projects and activities.
We only carried forward where there were adverse
effects to consider along with other projects.

So if we just |ook back to our |ist of
VECs, econony VECs, sonme other, just very high
| evel conclusions that you'll find in the report

are business opportunities. W'Ill see positive




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

Page 1937
1 effects, mainly through the direct negoti ated
2 contracts for the Partner First Nations. |ncone
3 wll see positive effects during construction and

4 operation phases due to enpl oynent neasures,

5 di rect negotiated contracts and investnent incone.
6 Cost of living is expected to see neutral effects
7 during construction and no detectabl e effect

8 during operation. And for resource econony, as

9 you'll hear later in the presentation, effects are
10 either neutral or positive.

11 So now we'd like to | ook at the next
12 group of valued environnental conponents, effects
13 on popul ation, infrastructure and services. And
14 what we'd like to do here is to provide a nore

15 i n-depth exam nation of infrastructure and

16 services, and then give you an overview at the

17 end.

18 So for infrastructure and services, a
19 wide range of essential human needs are fulfilled
20 by infrastructure and services in comunities.

21 Public infrastructure such as pothol e water

22 treatnment facilities, waste handling facilities,
23 roads, airports, rail, electricity,

24  communi cations, public facilities |ike schools,

25 health centres, recreation facilities and
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government offices, public services |ike

education, health care, recreation, daycare,
soci al services and ot her governnent services.

The way things are today in the
Partner First Nations, population growth and
limted financial resources challenge the ability
to provide services to nenbers living on reserve.
In three of the four comunities, students nust
| eave honme for high school, child care facilities
are operating at capacity, and heal thcare services
are described as underfunded. Menbers often have
to travel to Gllam Thonpson and Wnni peg to
access additional care.

In Gllam for infrastructure and
services, kindergarten through high school is
available in the community. There is a new
childcare facility which has just been devel oped.
The hospital does have space for the current
patient volunme, and there is a G|l am
redevel opnent and expansi on programthat wl |
result in other inprovenents.

And that particul ar expansi on program
is, the mandate of it is to repair existing 1970s
infrastructure and build new infrastructure in

anticipation of additional staffing required for
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1 the northern projects that are on the horizon.

2 So project effects for infrastructure
3 and services for the construction phase, Gllamin
4 particular, and Split Lake will see possible

5 adverse effects on social services due to worker

6 interaction and |ifestyle changes. Partner First
7 Nati ons are concerned that the project nay draw

8 skilled workers fromlocal service jobs. And

9 Partner First Nations adverse effects agreenents
10 i nclude new infrastructure and services that wl|l
11 add to infrastructure and services in their

12 communities and beyond. So, for exanple, War Lake
13 First Nation has a fish distribution centre.

14 There are inproved access in community fishing

15 prograns. Fox Lake Cree Nation is | ooking at

16 their crisis centre and wel |l ness counselling

17 prograns. So there are a variety of

18 infrastructure and services that will come out of
19 t hose agreenents as well that will add to

20 infrastructure and servi ces.

21 During the operation phase, population
22 wll increase in Gllamand add to demand for

23 infrastructure and services. Just with respect to

24  the Keeyask project, about 120 to 150 people were

25 expecting to be added to Gllam That will be,
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1 when we start to think about cunul ative effects,

2 there will be nore as a result of other projects
3 inthe future. So that will be a substantive

4 growh in that community.

5 Anot her key operation phase effect

6 wll be equity incone to the Partner First Nations
7 could be used infrastructure and services, but

8 that's entirely up to the communities as to how

9 they wish to make use of the funds that conme from
10 their investnent.

11 Project mtigation. There will be

12 ener gency nedi cal and anmbul ance services at the
13 canp. There al ready has been comruni cation with
14 service providers in the |local study area, by the
15 Partnership, for timely planning, so that services
16 can prepare. The Partnership is working with the
17 Nort hern Regi onal Health Authority in particular
18 and the RCWP regardi ng construction-rel ated needs.
19 There has been a, and continuing, a G Il am

20 | and- use pl anni ng process has consi dered demands
21 for permanent population in Gllam And there is
22 sonet hing call ed a harnonized G || am devel opnment
23 process. It provides an ongoing forum for

24 di scussi on anong the Fox Lake Cree Nation, the

25 Town of G Ilamand Manitoba Hydro, in | ooking at
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the future, and as the community grows, to | ook at
2 their joint goals and their plans together.

3 In looking at interaction with future
4 projects and activities, we do see an overl ap

5 bet ween infrastructure and services and the

6 Keeyask transmi ssion, Bipole I1l, and Keewati noow,
7 G |l am redevel opnent, and Conawapa.

8 So the conclusion is that construction
9 workers fromother future projects will add to

10 pressure on the infrastructure and services in

11 Gllam A corporate-w de approach to worker

12 interaction is in place, and we'll tal k about that
13 in a mnute under worker interaction. There wll
14  be overall growth in Gllam based on all of these
15 future projects that require a base of operating
16 staff. And there are processes in place for

17 Mani t oba Hydro, the Fox Lake Cree Nation, and the
18 Town of Gllamto plan for that grow h.

19 So while there will be adverse

20 effects, we don't feel that they will be

21 significant because the planning is in place.

22 So other effects on popul ation,

23 i nfrastructure and services. For housing during
24 construction, the driver of that change is

25 popul ati on change. The mai n popul ati on change
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will be tenmporary, construction workers travelling

to the area, they will be housed during
construction in a fully-serviced canp near the
construction site on the north side of the river,
and a smaller canp will also house workers for the
sout h access road and dykes on the south side of
the river.

In the Partner First Nations, we are
expecting only a very small return mgration, in
part due to the shortage of housing already in
comunities, and the fact that people can be hired
fromanywhere in Manitoba. |It's not necessary to
be physically at the site.

The effects, we expect to be nostly
limted to workers visiting their famlies, so
potential tenporary crowdi ng.

In Gllam very little population
change is expected during the construction phase,
perhaps a small nunber of Fox Lake Cree Nation
menbers. However, tenporary acconmodati on may
experience increased demand during construction.
No popul ati on change is expected in Thonpson, so
no demand for housing is anticipated.

During operation, we nentioned the

permanent growh in Gllamfor which plans are in
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1 pl ace. There will be no effects on Partner First

2 Nati on housing during operation. |f Partner First
3 Nat i on nenbers take on operations enpl oynent, they
4 would nove to G Il am where Mnitoba Hydro woul d

5 provi de the housing in that |ocation.

6 As far as land is concerned, no

7 private land, reserve land or Treaty Land

8 Entitlenent parcels are required for the project.
9 And for transportation infrastructure, Provincial
10 Road 280 has been and will continue to be upgraded
11 by Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportati on.

12 Predicted traffic volunes are bel ow the carrying
13 capacity of the provincial road, and we don't

14  expect any effect during operation.

15 So overall there will be adverse

16 effects, but plans in place to address them

17 The next area is personal, famly and
18 community life. Mny of these VECs are closely

19 linked to each other and to other VECs in the

20 soci o-econom ¢ assessnent. The dynam c nature of
21 personal, famly and community life is difficult
22 toillustrate, but these VECs are intended to

23 provide a picture of how life may change resulting
24 fromdirect and indirect effects of the project.

25 The local study is aware that these
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1 changes are anticipated. Beyond the regional

2 study area, the effects are anticipated to be, or
3 beyond in the regional study area, the effects are
4 anticipated to be largely econom c through

5 enpl oynment .

6 O the personal, famly, conmunity

7 life VECs, we'd like to highlight three for you

8 mercury and human heal th, public safety and worker
9 interaction, and culture and spirituality. W

10 thought these would be the ones of nobst interest
11 to I ook at in depth.

12 For mercury and human health, this

13 val ued environnmental conponent considers potenti al
14 effects of nethylnmercury, or we refer to it as the
15 short form nercury, on human health resulting

16 from Keeyask. The val ued environnmental conponent
17 was identified in part due to past experience of
18 the Partner First Nations and Manitoba Hydro with
19 mercury effects of past hydroelectric

20 devel opnent s.

21 Al so, once the project is in

22 operation, mercury is expected to increase in the
23 @Qull reservoir, and to a | esser extent in Stephens
24 Lake. So we do expect an effect.

25 For these reasons, early in the
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assessnment process, the partnership struck a

mercury and human heal th techni cal working group
to study this topic in depth. W had
representatives of each Partner First Nation,

t heir advisors, Manitoba Hydro, the environnental
assessnment team and the nedical officer of health
for the Northern Regional Health Authority, who
were part of this group. The group selected
techni cal expertise as well, and Ross WIlson is
one of the experts that we sel ected, who prepared
a human health risk assessnent for us.

So just sonme background about nercury
and human health. Methylnercury is found in soi
and water. It noves up the food chain from snal
organisns to fish, and in fish that eat other
fish, such as pike and wal |l eye, have hi gher
mercury than fish that eat bugs, for exanple,
whitefish. So the higher that you go in the food
chain then, that's the nechani sm by which mercury
gets to people.

Larger fish have hi gher nercury
concentrations than smaller fish. So, again, the
longer living and the larger they are, the nore
mercury that they wll have.

And peopl e acquire nercury by eating
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fish. Wonen of child-bearing age and children are

sensitive groups. And the reason we say not j ust
wonen who are pregnant, but wonen of chil d-bearing
age, i s because if wonmen don't know that they are
expecting, they can still be affected by the
mercury crossing the placental barrier. So wonen
of child-bearing age are sensitive, and children.

There is a guideline which we have
used in the assessnent. |It's called a tolerable
daily intake for fish. And this is put out by the
Wrld Health Organi zation and Health Canada. And
the standard is .2 mcrograns per kilogram of body
wei ght per day for sensitive individuals, and
.47 mcrograns per kil ogram body wei ght per day
for the general population. So this was a
standard that was used in the human heal th risk
assessnent .

THE CHAIRMAN: | don't know if this is
an appropriate time. Can you put that in a
context? | nean, how many fish would that be? O
should I wait until we get later into this
process?

MR. WLSON: So the question is how
many fish would that be? It is dependent on the

concentration in the fish. And so right now, we
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1 have whitefish, .05 to .1 part per mllion is the

2 concentration. And so that would be about four or
3 five large servings a week at those

4  concentrations.

5 THE CHAI RMAN:  And how about pickerel ?
6 MR. WLSON: Pickerel right now are in
7 the range of .2 to .3 PPM and so that would be

8 about a serving a week.

9 THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you.

10 M5. KINLEY: And just to be clear,

11 he's tal ki ng about Stephens Lake and Gull Lake.

12 THE CHAI RVAN:  Yes.

13 MS. KINLEY: Yeah. This chart shows,
14 and you will have seen a simlar chart in the

15 aquatic presentation, and it was provided by the
16 aquatic study teamfor us to illustrate the

17 typi cal way that nercury conmes into the

18 environnment. And it |ooks at over tinme, about

19 three to seven years after inpoundnent, after the
20 start of flooding, you'll see a peak of nmercury in
21 the environment. And then it will gradually cone
22 down to background | evel s over about a 20 to 35

23 year period. So that is the effect that we're

24 looking at in this case. And you will have heard

25 about that in the aquatic presentation earlier.




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Page 1948
Mercury from past hydroel ectric

projects has been evident in this study area, in
the local study area. Health Canada did testing
of peopl e between 1976 and 1990, and concerns
about nmercury |lead to reduced use of fish from

af fected waterways by the Partner First Nations.
So it's not just that -- we know that the |evels
have cone down in the study area, but the concerns
there still had been concerns for using fish from
the system

Past effects of mercury were one of
the many i nfluences on the negotiations of the
adverse effects agreenents. And that's why what's
been put into the agreenents has been an access
programto obtain country food in areas unaffected
by the project. This was one of the key issues to
be dealt with.

So effects on human health, nercury
and human health. First of all, increased nmercury
in fish is expected in GQull reservoir and Stephens
Lake. It's predicted to peak three to seven years
after inpoundnent, and predicted to return to
stable levels over 25 to 30 years.

Ri sks from consum ng fish fromthe

@l |l reservoir and Stephens Lake, especially for
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1 wonen of child-bearing age and children, there

2 will be risks. It will be greater for walleye or
3 pi ckerel, and northern pike or jack fish, and | ess
4 for |lake whitefish. But fromthe point of view

5 of, especially at that peak period, we will not be
6 wanting wonen of child-bearing age and children to
7 be eating walleye and northern pike fromthose

8 |akes.

9 In the work that was done for the

10 mercury and human heal th techni cal working group,
11 the community representatives in particular wanted
12 to al so explore and ask about other, risks of

13 consum ng other country foods. So there was work
14 done on mammal s, birds, and plants. Wth respect
15 to risks of consum ng other country foods |ike

16 manmal s was not found to be of concern. So it's
17 really zeroing in on the fish as being the primary
18 concern.

19 Al'so in the human health risk

20 assessnent that was done, people wanted to -- our
21 committee wanted to | ook at water, the risks of

22 drinking water, swinmmng in water, bathing in

23 water. Risks fromswinmng in water was not of

24 concern, and risks fromnercury -- drinking water

25 with nmercury, the nercury is not of concern;




Volume 9 Keeyask Hearing November 4, 2013

Page 1950
1 however, it's inportant to recogni ze that drinking

2 untreated surface water is not recommended w t hout
3 boiling. That's a recomrendation from Health

4  Canada.

5 So mtigation for nercury. Each

6 adverse effects agreenent includes prograns for

7 partner First Nations to access areas unaffected
8 by Keeyask to obtain country food. And in the

9 case of the War Lake and the TCN adverse effects
10 agreenent, they also include a healthy food fish
11 program where healthy fish would be brought back
12 to the comunity for distribution as well.

13 There will also be a risk

14 comuni cation plan for Partner First Nations, for
15 Gllam and other users of affected |akes. And
16 this is inportant that it's not just for people
17 who are in the First Nations, but for everyone who
18 may use this area, this risk comrunication plan
19 will target them

20 The partnership is going to work with
21 Federal and Provincial health authorities to

22 establish consunption guidance. And it's

23 i nportant to recognize at the end of the day that,
24  we have done estinmates as part of the

25 envi ronnent al assessnent of what the effects will
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1 be, but when we cone to the point of actually

2 getting the nonitoring results in fish, when the
3 project is in operation, the Federal and

4 Provincial health authorities are the ones who

5 wll be providing the guidance fromthe point of
6 viewof what is safe to eat, and will be the

7 authorities that will be -- we'll be working with
8 themfromthe point of view of creating materials
9 that will be used for comrunication, but it really
10 is the health authorities who establish that

11 gui dance.

12 Conmmuni cating risks of consum ng fish
13 fromaffected | akes will be undertaken based on
14 mercury nonitoring actual results. And that

15 comuni cation will encourage use of | ow mercury
16 fish and other country foods, plants and ani mal s,
17 and comruni cate the results of the mercury

18 nmonitoring. So our expectation is for a

19 substantial period of tinme in Gull Lake and

20 St ephens Lake, the guidance will be not to eat

21 those pike and -- or the fish at the top end of
22 the food chain, and will be to make use of | ow
23 mercury fish fromother |ocations, or other

24  country foods that we don't expect to be affected

25 by nercury.
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1 And that's a really inportant point

2 that canme up through the course of our discussions
3 at the human health risk -- or through the human

4 health ri sk assessnent, is that when people are

5 concerned about country food and using | ess

6 country food, we're al so concerned about that

7 having an effect on their health, because country
8 food is a very healthy source of nutrition for

9 people in the north, particularly given the high
10 cost and the availability of other sources of

11 diet.

12 So it's a conplicated nessage fromthe
13 poi nt of view of what to say to people. One

14 doesn't want to scare people away from using

15 country food, and particularly fish, because fish
16 is such an inportant element of the diet and has
17 such value. So it's going to -- the comunication
18 pl an then needs to have two elements to it. One
19 is talking to people about the risks associ at ed,
20 and in what |ocations, and for what period of

21 time. But al so encouraging people to use country
22 food fromother locations while it is highin Gull
23 Lake and Stephens Lake, and to use other types of
24 country food that are lowin nmercury. So it needs

25 to have nultiple, nmultiple nmessages.
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1 Also for mtigation, there will be a

2 consunption survey and a human health risk

3 assessnment repeated every five years after the

4 peak is reached, until nercury concentrations

5 return to stable levels. So there will be

6 nmoni toring of fish through the course of, as the
7 project is operating, and then every five years

8 the human health risk assessnent will be redone to
9 see where things are at.

10 | should also nention that there wll
11 be a voluntary testing of mammal s and st urgeon,

12 ducks and geese and plants. So if even though we
13 feel that the levels will be low, it's inportant
14 that people feel confortable with the kind of

15 country food that they are using. And so there is
16 a voluntary programthat will be in place to, if
17 peopl e want to bring in sanples, that those woul d
18 be tested for nercury.

19 In terms of interaction with future
20 projects and activities, physical effects of the
21 Keeyask project and these other future projects
22 wll not overlap, so that was not carried forward.
23 So the conclusion is, there's no

24  spatial overlap between the effects on

25 envi ronnmental nercury concentrations and human
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1 heal th for Keeyask and effects of other future

2 projects. The adverse effects agreenents and the
3 ri sk conmuni cation plan mtigate the adverse

4 effects. So while there will be adverse effects
5 during the operations phase, it will not be

6 significant because of these measures in place to
7 protect human health.

8 Public safety and worker interaction
9 is the next val ued environnmental conponent.

10 Public safety refers to the overall prevention and
11 protection of people fromissues that affect their
12 personal and collective safety and security. It
13 focuses on interaction between non | ocal

14  construction workers and | ocal residents.

15 Particularly vul nerabl e are the Aboriginal

16 popul ati on, especially Fox Lake Cree Nati on,

17 because of their negative experiences wth past
18 hydroel ectric devel opnent in the G || am area.

19 And in the past, there's been a | ong
20 hi story of adverse interactions between non | ocal
21 construction workers and residents in the GIlam
22 area, beginning with the Kettle project in the

23 1960s. And you heard Karen speak about that in
24 her openi ng.

25 Fox Lake Cree Nation nmenbers see this
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1 as one of the main soci o-econom c effects of

2 hydr oel ectric devel opnment. They have identified
3 harassnment, racist comments, sale of drugs,

4 physi cal abuse, violence, infidelity, pregnancy

5 and paternal abandonment as outcomes of previous
6 proj ects.

7 In 2007, a harnonized G| am

8 devel opnent agreenent was signed between Fox Lake,
9 the Town of G Ilamand Manitoba Hydro. And this
10 has been a foundation for dealing with issues

11 bet ween Fox Lake, Manitoba Hydro, and the Town of
12 Gllam including future projects such as Keeyask
13 So while there have been these very difficult,

14 this very difficult history, this is a nmechani sm
15 for the parties to begin to discuss these effects

16 and to | ook at what can be done differently in the

17 future.

18 So effects on public safety and worker
19 interaction. Experience indicates that worker

20 interaction is -- that there will be worker

21 interaction issues during the construction phase,
22 likely in Gllam which is the closest centre to

23 the construction canp. And there's al so concern,
24 TCN is also concerned at Split Lake. O her

25 Partner First Nations note the possibility of
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1 i nteracti on when menbers are in GIllam or

2 Thonpson.

3 It's not possible to forecast the

4 frequency or type of events with certainty, and a
5 precautionary approach was applied, assum ng that
6 there would be adverse |ocal interactions, and

7 spending a |l ot of effort |ooking at howto

8 mtigate those.

9 Qobviously, there's no threshold or

10 benchmark that's possible with an effect of this
11 kind. Any incident is taken seriously, and it was
12 inportant to identify measures to prevent these
13 types of incidents, and if they occur, to deal

14 with them

15 There were a nunber of measures

16 focused on the construction workers at canp.

17 There will be cultural awareness training for al
18 workers, that will include expectations of

19 respect, respectful behaviour on the site and in
20 adjacent communities. There wll be a | ounge and
21 recreation facilities at the canp to encourage

22 people to stay in canp. There wll be

23 restrictions on unauthorized public visits to the
24 canp. There will be restrictions on use of

25 conpany vehicles for personal use. And they wll
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di scourage non | ocal workers from bringing

vehicles to the site through use of a shuttle from
G Il am and Thonpson airports.
There will also be canp rules and an

oversight conmttee for inplenenting those rules.

There will al so be neasures focused on prevention
and coping. There will be a worker interaction
commttee established. It's already established

actually, as part of the harnonized G| am

devel opment group that | spoke about earlier, to
coordinate nonitoring and strategies in Gllam
And it also involves RCMP and ot her service
provi ders.

So it's inportant, in looking at a
comunity like Gllam it's inportant that al
parties are working together and | ooking at these
types of issues, and keeping track of them and
strategi zing together as to what neasures to take.

There's al so been ongoi ng di al ogue
that's begun between Manitoba Hydro and t he RCWVP
in Gllamand Thonpson. So that they are aware of
what's com ng and can help to plan for these.

We do see definitely interaction with
future projects, with the construction phases of

t he Keeyask transm ssion project, Bipole Ill and
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1 Keewat i noow, G || am redevel opnent and Conawapa.
2 So the conclusion is that construction
3 of future projects will increase the nunber of non
4 | ocal construction workers to a peak of about

5 2,300 total workforce, when we have overlain al

6 of these projects. And that is included in

7 chapter 7 of the docunent.

8 There will be an increased chance of

9 worker interaction effects, but Manitoba Hydro

10 intends to address these risks through a corporate
11 wide strategy, not just focused on Keeyask but

12 focused on all of their northern projects.

13 So we do see adverse effects mainly

14 during the construction phase, but not significant
15 because of all of the efforts that are in place to
16 prevent, and then to deal with themif they occur.
17 So the next val ued environnent al

18 conponent we'd like to look at is culture and

19 spirituality. And I'll just point out that before
20 Virginia speaks about cultural and spirituality,

21 Ted is going to speak about it.

22 THE CHAIRVAN:  Can | interrupt for a
23 nonent? This section is pretty long. It |ooks
24 like it will take half to -- three quarters of an

25 hour. W have only got about 15 m nutes or nore.
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| don't want to go nuch past 4:30, because sone of

us have to go out for dinner and conme back here
for 7:00 o' clock. But I think perhaps the

i ntroductory comments today, and then the bul k of
it tonorrow, or whatever works best for you?

M5. KINLEY: | would actually prefer
to have the introductory comments with discussion
of this section, if we could.

THE CHAIRMAN:  That's fair enough.

M5. KINLEY: So this is a |ogical
pl ace to --

THE CHAI RVAN:  So you don't want to
split the presentation after 15 or 20 minutes or
sonet hing, | would assune?

M5. KINLEY: | think we'd rather keep
it together. Yes, please.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. |It's unfortunate
timng, but those are the realities of this odd
day that we're having, with this evening session
t hat we have | ater on.

So | guess we'll break in a couple of
m nut es and cone back tonorrow norning at 9:30
with this panel.

This evening from 7:00 until

9:00 o' clock, we will be open for the general
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1 public to come and nmake presentations. As is

2 al ways the case, we have no idea how many people
3 we're going to get. | think we have had one

4 person register, but often in the past we will get
5 a nunber of people who just show up and want to

6 make a presentation. So, hopefully that happens,
7 otherwise it could be a bit of a |ong evening for
8 sone of us.

9 | would also note that we do provide
10 opportunities for the general public to ask

11 guestions of the proponents, so | understand that
12 there will be a bit of a runp guard of partnership
13 peopl e who will be here to provide those responses
14  should any public nenbers have questions.

15 Madam secretary, do you have one

16 or two docunents to register?

17 M5. JOHNSON: Yes, | do, M. Chairnman.
18 KHLP 43 is the response to the undertaking

19 regarding the mnutes fromthe Fox Lake neeting
20 with the Quebec band on the effects of

21 hydr oel ectric devel opnent. KHLP 44 is the

22 soci 0- econom c presentation that we were goi ng

23 t hrough today. And KHLP 45 is the Fox Lake Cree
24 Nation report. And CAC 004 is the caribou paper.

25
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1 (EXHI BIT KHLP 43: Response to
2 undertaking re mnutes from Fox Lake
3 nmeeting with Quebec band on effects of
4 hydr oel ectric devel opnent)
5 (EXHI BIT KHLP 44: Soci o-economi ¢
6 present ation)
7 (EXHI BIT KHLP 45: Fox Lake Cree
8 Nation report)
9 (EXHI BIT CAC 004: Caribou paper)
10 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. Any ot her

11 busi ness? ay. W'Ill adjourn then until 7:00

12 for sone of us and until 9:30 tonorrow norning for

13 ot hers.

14 (Proceedi ngs recessed at 4:18 p.m and
15 reconvened at 7:00 p.m)

16 THE CHAIRVAN:  We will reconvene.

17 This evening is one of two evenings we've set

18 asi de for nenbers of the public who wish to ask
19 guestions of the proponent or of menbers of the
20 public who wi sh to make a presentation. Although
21 we ask would be presenters to register in advance,
22 it is not a requirenent. So anybody fromthe

23 public who wi shes to make a presentation tonight
24 or to ask a question of the proponent, can do so.

25 Those who are maki ng presentations are restricted
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1 to 15 m nut es. | do have flash cards that w |

2 | et you know when your tine is running out should
3 you use up the full 15 mnutes. W have had only
4  one person register for this evening, and that's
5 Bal dur Nelson. | wll ask himto cone forward

6 now, cone up to this table at the front and use

7 this mec.

8 MR. BALDUR NELSON: How is this?

9 THE CHAI RVAN.  Maybe even a little

10 cl oser.

11 MR. BALDUR NELSON: Not used to having
12 one of those in front of ne.

13 THE CHAI RVAN. W have a requirenent
14 in lawto record every -- all of our hearings and
15 proceedi ngs, so go ahead.

16 MR. BALDUR NELSON: All right. Thank
17 you. Good evening, folks. | amreading a paper
18 here before the C ean Environnent Conmm ssion, a
19 presentation of an objection towards the creation
20 of the Keeyask Hydro control dam of Novenber 4th,
21 2013. | have asked to appear before the

22 Comm ssion in order to register ny objection

23 towards t he proposed Keeyask Hydro dam and

24 proj ect.

25 My position comes froma two-fold
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1 reasoning. The first being the nmethod in which

2 Mani t oba Hydro operates, and also the way it

3 projects its corporate strategies. The project

4 totally involving Tataskweyak Cree First Nation,

5 along with three other northern Cree First Nations
6 has already started the prelimnary work of access
7 roads and construction canp facilities, as opposed
8 to waiting for the conpletion of these hearings

9 and receiving perm ssion fromthe C ean

10 Envi ronnent Commi ssi on.

11 My concern enconpassing the

12 Tat askweyak First Nation is because ny famly,

13 consisting of ny wife, Kaneena Joyce Nel son,

14 daught er Kaneena | nga Vanstone, ny son Custav

15 Roderi ck Nel son, along with two grandsons, are

16 band nenbers. To date none of the people

17 nmenti oned have been approached either personally
18 or by other conmunication fromeither the band,

19 Mani t oba Hydro, the Provincial governnment or the
20 Cl ean Envi ronnment Commi ssion expl aining the

21 pur pose, the process, advising band nenbers as to
22 the positive and negative |long term aspects as the
23 project relates to the imediate and future

24  well-being or to the nmethods which will be

25 avai lable in the event of m sunderstandi ngs,
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1 m sdirections or outright cheating.

2 Negoti ati ons, which | believe have

3 been ongoing for a nunber of years already, have
4 not been comuni cated and are not open and

5 transparent to the band nmenbers. Could this

6 practice be deened to be a formof prejudice in

7 the sense that band nmenbers cannot be trusted to
8 conprehend the details or to share in the benefits
9 rumoured to be available to the select few

10 Shoul d band nenbers ask questions if they are not
11 recogni zed, citing confidentiality agreenents?

12 For exanpl e, Solange Garson, a band councill or

13 with Tataskweyak, is on record as having asked for
14 i nformation from Manitoba Hydro regarding mllions
15 of dollars in funding it has di spersed. These

16 noni es are confirmed by the Canadi an Taxpayers

17 Association. |If the councillor is denied

18 information, who can then receive it? Can

19 Mani t oba Hydro be relied on or even trusted in

20 their contracts and obligations to al

21 participants? Wat other information will be

22 hi dden and to who, the band, Provincial Government
23 or even to this Comm ssion?

24 If this is the manner in which

25 Mani t oba Hydro now operates, what of the future?
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1 How wi || they satisfy the questions as to their

2 ongoi ng procedures, maintenance and

3 adm ni stration? What then is the recourse to the
4 band nenber to know ngly choose their best

5 representative to deal with delivery of services,
6 i nvestnments and nechani cs of dispute situations

7 whi ch are bound to arise?

8 My second concern is the perceived

9 assunption that water derived fromthe Nel son

10 River wll continue to be available. That water

11 cones from Lake W nni peg. Manitoba Hydro has an

12 interimlicence to regulate the |ake, but in
13 seeking a full licence decided to hold that
14 request in abeyance. | do not understand the

15 strategy, but that water is not guaranteed and

16 Hydro nmust ask for perm ssion fromthis Board

17 again. Should for sone unforeseen reason the

18 licence is not approved, or is restricted, the

19 entire Keeyask project would be put at risk. That
20 concern, of course, would not happen if Manitoba
21 Hydro is already confident of not being affected.
22 Thank you, very much for speaking to
23 you this evening.

24 THE CHAI RVAN:  And just for the

25 record, could you introduce yoursel f?
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1 MR. BALDUR NELSON: | neglected to do
2 that?
3 THE CHAI RVAN:  You di d.
4 MR BALDUR NELSON: Ladies and
5 gentlemen, ny nane is Baldur Nelson. 1'ma |ong

6 tinme resident of Gnmi, Manitoba. Currently a

7 property owner along the shore and totally

8 affected by Lake W nni peg Regul ati on.

9 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, M. Nel son.
10 Just a couple of -- if I may explain a couple of
11 things. You said that Manitoba Hydro was al ready
12 working on certain things, roads and construction
13 canp before, as you put it, conpletion of these
14 hearings. Those are under a different |icence.
15 That's why they are not before this Conm ssion and
16 this hearing. Mnitoba Hydro applied for a
17 licence to the Province to go ahead and do those

18 t hi ngs ahead of tinme and they were granted that

19 i cence.
20 And al so the issue of holding the
21 request for a permanent licence or a final licence

22 for Lake Wnni peg Regulation, it wasn't Hydro who
23 put it in abeyance, it was actually this
24 Comm ssi on, because we received that reference

25 fromthe Mnister about two or three years ago to
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1 go ahead with hearings into Lake W nni peg

2 Regul ati on. However, then we subsequently got a
3 reference for Bipole Ill, and then after that for
4 Keeyask, and we were the ones that chose to bunp
5 t he Lake W nni peg Regul ati on hearings until after
6 we conplete these.

7 MR. BALDUR NELSON: M inference to

8 the work that is already started, was neant to

9 poi nt out that should, for exanple, this

10 Conmi ssion decide that Hydro is not forthright in
11 its methods, it would be then a waste of noney.
12 You don't start something without trying to

13 conplete it, | don't believe, | don't do that in
14 ny life, I can't see spending and wasti ng noney.
15 So it does say to ne that Hydro has a certain

16 confidence in starting up the procedure.

17 And | didn't nean to say that this

18 Conmi ssion, this Board has the authority or the
19 concern of granting those licences or permts for
20 the | ake, or pardon ne, for the construction work.
21 | suppose that's about all, unless you care to --
22 THE CHAIRVAN: | would just add that |
23 can't speak for Hydro and their thinking on

24  building this ahead of tine, but you are correct

25 in your assunption, that if we were to recomend
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1 to the Mnister not to issue a licence, then Hydro

2 has spent noney needl essly. But that's not the

3 concern of this Conm ssion.

4 MR. BALDUR NELSON: No, | didn't nean
5 to | eave that thought.

6 THE CHAI RMAN:  Ckay. Well, thank you
7 very much for comng in this evening and naki ng

8 this presentation.

9 MR. BALDUR NELSON:. Thank you all
10 THE CHAIRVAN:  I'"mnot sure if there
11 i s anybody el se in the audi ence who wi shes to nake

12 a presentation or ask questions of the proponent,
13 if so, please cone forward now, otherw se we wll
14 wait and if anyone does cone to make a

15 presentation, we will accommobdate them But until
16 such time, | guess we all sit here and stare at

17 each ot her.

18 M5. JOHNSON: M. Chairman, we can put
19 t his docunent on record, M. Nelson's presentation

20 is WPQ001.

21 (EXH BIT WG01: M. Bal dur Nelson's
22 present ation)
23 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Ckay. | think we can

24 rel ease the hounds or rel ease whatever. This is

25 the | ast opportunity, the last 15 mnute slot for
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1 sonebody to nake a presentation and nobody is

2 here, so | think it is safe to go. See you all at
3 9: 30 t onorrow norni ng.

4 (Adjourned at 8:45 p.m)
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OFFI C AL EXAM NER S CERTI FI CATE

Cecelia Reid and Debra Kot, duly appointed

O ficial Examners in the Province of Mnitoba, do
hereby certify the foregoing pages are a true and
correct transcript of my Stenotype notes as taken
by us at the time and place hereinbefore stated to

t he best of our skill and ability.

Cecelia Reid

Oficial Exam ner, Q B.

Debr a Kot

O ficial Exam ner Q B.
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