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Tuesday, Novenber 5, 2013

Upon commencing at 9:30 a.m

Tuesday, Novenber 5, 2013
Upon commencing at 9:30 a.m

THE CHAI RVAN:  Good norni ng. Wl cone
back. We'Ill commence shortly, but do you want to
speak to these responses to undertakings or are
they just --

M5. PACHAL: W were just filing them
on paper at the same tine.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, thank you. W
have had three.

M5. PACHAL: Seven, eight and nine.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Seven, eight and nine,
okay. Duly noted, thank you.

So we'll turn back to the panel.
Ms. Kinley, you are about to introduce, | believe,
Ms. Anderson and M. Bl and?

M5. KINLEY: Thank you, M. Chairman.
Good norning comm ssioners, participants, elders
and nmenbers of the public. W'd like to
recommence our presentation this norning.

Yest erday we | ooked at the context,

Page 1976
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1 well, first of all we had the history of

2 communities in the area from Ted Bl and and from
3 Karen Anderson. We tal ked about the context, the
4 approach, and nost of the socio-econom ¢ VEGCs.

5 VWhat we'd |ike to begin with this

6 norning is to talk about culture, culture and

7 spirituality. And before Dr. Petch does her

8 presentation, Karen Anderson and Ted Bl and woul d

9 like to provide conmments in advance.
10 MR. BLAND: Good nmorning. As | did
11 yesterday, | will be presenting on Martina's

12 behal f, and this is the presentation that she's

13 provi ded for me today.

14 Virginia Petch will be speaking to you
15 shortly about the assessnment of project effects on
16 culture and spirituality. Before she does, | want
17 to share with you a few brief comments. W have
18 expl ained to you that you nust know our history to
19 understand who we are as people and where we, the
20 menbers of the York Factory First Nation, are

21 today. W have expl ai ned the inportance of our

22 culture, language and traditions. W have spoken
23 about spirituality and religion, and we have

24  spoken about traditional know edge. These are not

25 separate subjects, they are who we are.
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1 W shared the traditional know edge,

2 culture and spirituality of our Cree Partners with
3 Mani t oba Hydro and its soci o-economic team wth

4 Janet, Virginia and others. Together we have

5 tried to communicate the inportance of this in the
6 Keeyask EI S.

7 Qur ways are not easily witten, but

8 teachi ng and know edge are mainly transferred and
9 taught through stories because we are

10 traditionally an oral society. York Factory's

11 traditional know edge is held by our el ders and

12 passes from generation to generation. CQur elders,
13 menbers and resource users continue to maintain

14 their worldview, values and traditional know edge.
15 To York Factory, traditional know edge is nore

16 than just information to be recorded and incl uded
17 in the Environnental |npact Statenent. It lives
18 wthin our way of life. It is added to and

19 adapted in the lives of successive generations of
20 Cree peopl e.

21 W are a spiritual people. W believe
22 everything we have in life comes fromMnito. W
23 come fromMinito, and all things conme from Minito.
24 W\ believe that we nust respect all things in

25 nature, that our relationship with |iving and
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1 non-living things are two-way relationships. To

2 live a good way, we respect and care for Aski,

3 ot her people and all things in this world for our
4  ancestors and for our children and grandchildren,
5 jabanuk. W call this mno-pimtisiwn.

6 Wth the arrival of Europeans, many of
7 our peopl e accepted Christianity and Christian

8 beliefs into our lives. Today, diverse spiritua
9 beliefs and practices are found anong peopl e t hat
10 could be called traditional Christian or a nore
11 bl ended form of spiritual belief. Regardless,

12 spirituality is inmportant in our culture and how
13 we see the world. Thank you.

14 M5. ANDERSON: | also want to add a
15 few comments to Ted and Martina' s comments before
16 we go into the culture and spirituality

17 present ati on.

18 For Fox Lake and Cree people, we just
19 wanted to, | guess, make the coments. Because
20 i ke for me, when sonebody cones into our

21 territory and they are comng to study our culture
22 and spirituality, like at the beginning I thought
23 it was very odd, | guess, because it's put into a
24 report. And for us as Cree people, like we don't

25 wite things down, we pass things down from
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1 generation to generation in oral teaching. So the

2 sane was, as Martina and Ted's comments, that we
3 just wanted to say that not everything is always
4 i ke succinct and put into a report. Sone of our
5 el ders do not -- you know, it's oral teachings and
6 everything is not always put into witing. And

7 that's the thing | wanted to bring about is the

8 cultures. It's so nmuch in the mainstream |It's
9 al ways, big focus is on having, you know,

10 research, having sonething in a report, sonething
11 in witing, and has to be | guess proven. But for
12 us, it's not that way. So that's just what we

13 wanted to say prior to this presentation being

14 presented by Virginia. Thank you.

15 MS. KINLEY: Thank you very nuch, Ted
16 and Karen.

17 Now we'd like to turn to Virginia

18 Petch who w Il provide the culture and

19 spirituality discussion

20 M5. PETCH. Good norning, M. Chair

21 menbers of the comm ssion, elders, youth,

22 participants, |adies and gentlenen.

23 It is a pleasure to present the val ued
24 envi ronment al conponent, culture and spirituality,

25 as part of the regulatory assessnent on
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1 soci o-econom ¢, personal, famly and community

2 life. 1t has also been an honour to work with

3 menbers of our study team and the Partner First

4 Nations. | would especially Iike to thank

5 Ms. Anderson, M. Bland and Ms. Saunders for their
6 remar ks.

7 It is one thing to describe certain

8 aspects of culture, custom art, |anguage,

9 hi storical experience. It is another thing to

10 understand that culture. Culture is based on

11 living the experience.

12 Over the past 13 years, we have worked
13 closely and col |l aborated with Partner First

14 Nations. W have | earned from each other and deep
15 friendshi ps have been forged. The neetings and
16 workshops have not always been snooth sailing.

17 Differences in cultural val ues becane obvi ous and
18 caused all of us to re-exam ne our own core

19 val ues.

20 As you have heard from Cree w tnesses
21 in the earlier panels, and from Ms. Anderson and
22 Ms. Saunders via M. Bland, and will hear nore

23 following this panel. The Cree have set out the
24 central elenents of their worldview and the

25 fundanmental values integral to that worl dvi ew.
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1 The key nessage is that Cree worldview strives for

2 a good and honourable life.

3 Culture and spirituality can nean

4 different things to different people. For our

5 pur pose, we have defined culture and spirituality
6 as dynam c and interactive processes that

7 represent a conposite of val ues, beliefs,

8 perceptions, principles, traditions and worl dvi ews
9 and religion.

10 These val ues can di stingui sh groups of
11 people. They are based on individual and

12 col l ective history, experience, and

13 i nterpretation.

14 They are commonly cel ebrated through
15 the oral tradition, and they are constantly being
16 shaped and reshaped t hrough experience,

17 i nformation, know edge, and w sdom

18 Culture and spirituality is a

19 uni versal val ued environnmental conponent. And so
20 this definitionis fitting to all human kind. And
21 as you will have read in chapter 2 of the EIS, the
22 basic tenets of Cree worldview are clearly set

23 out .

24 In the process of identifying the VEC

25 culture and spirituality, three main sources were
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1 used. Wthin these sources, or these source

2 headi ngs, many different documents were revi ewed

3 and exam ned. These sources included the

4 regul atory guidelines, workshops with Partner Cree
5 Nat i ons, ant hropol ogical literature including

6 rel evant thesis and traditional studies.

7 The criteria that was set out for this
8 selection were that the VEC had to be of overal

9 i nportance or value to people, that there was

10 potential for substantial project effects, and

11 that regulatory requirenments were in place

12 regarding culture and spirituality.

13 The Cree worl dview inforned the

14 culture and spirituality portion of the

15 soci o- econom ¢ i npact assessnent.

16 Culture and spirituality also fal

17 within the real mof intangible cultural heritage
18 as defined by the United Nations Educational,

19 Scientific and Cultural Organization, known as

20 UNESCO. It's defined as:

21 "The practices, representations,
22 expressions, know edge, skills, as
23 wel |l as the instrunments, objects,
24 artifacts and cultural spaces

25 associ ated therewi th, that
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1 comunities, groups, and in sone cases
2 i ndi vi dual s recogni ze as part of their
3 cultural heritage."
4 The historical context has been

5 presented earlier by Ms. Anderson, and | will

6 reiterate and echo her words. CQutside influences
7 have al ways been a hal |l mark of gl obal, social and
8 cultural change. The Partner Cree Nations are no
9 strangers to change. Over 300 years, a nunber of
10 outside influences had been experienced. The

11 initial fur trade and the establishnent of

12 nunmer ous posts and forts along Manitoba' s coasts,
13 Treaty 5 and the adhesion to Treaty 5, wth

14  ongoi ng changes in governnent policies and

15 procedures, the construction of the Hudson Bay

16 rail and Port Nelson, the Natural Resources

17 Transfer Act, the establishnment of the registered
18 trapline, the Famly Al lowances Act, m neral and
19 ot her exploration, and hydroel ectric devel opnent
20 to nanme a few, have not al ways been choi ces made
21 by the Cree people.

22 There is a conmon thread that binds
23 the Partner First Nations. Each of the Partner
24 First Nations traces their ancestral routes to the

25 York Factory region. Each of the Partner First
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1 Nations self-identify as Cree, speak the Cree

2 | anguage, and acknow edge their roots to York

3 Factory Coastal Cree, historically called the Hone
4 GQuard Cree or Coasters. FEach share core Cree

5 val ues based on traditional relationships with the
6 | and. However, each First Nation's historical

7 experience has been unique. Wth the advent of

8 European fur trade, new ideas and technol ogi es

9 were made known. These and ot her foreign val ues
10 greatly influenced and continue to influence Cree
11 cul ture.

12 As you have heard previously, and wl|
13 hear with w tnesses on the next panel, sonme of the
14 experiences held by the Cree contain many unhappy
15 i ncidents. These too have shaped individuals and
16 comunities. Still, core values, core key val ues
17 persist, and these are reflected in the many rich
18 and informative docunents that are being produced
19 by the Partner First Nations. It is this cultural
20 resilience that shape the current path of the

21 Partner First Nations.

22 In describing the project effects,

23 mtigation and enhancenent, the first task was to
24  describe culture. Wat goes into describing

25 culture? The western experience insists that we
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deconstruct things, we reduce them study them

and put them back together.

The Partner Cree Nations, as Karen has
just remarked on, is one of holistic
understanding. Al things are related. Wat
affects one thing will affect another. Hence the
ongoi ng effort for harnony and bal ance.

For our part, we provided technical
training related to conducting interviews within
the communities. W provided training on the
di gital equi prent, interview managenent, and
adm ni stration of post-interview processes for
three of the Partner First Nations.

Most of the interviews were conducted
by the conmunity researchers, the community
studi es that were conducted by the Partner First
Nations with further key person interviews
conducted by the study team these formthe basis
of our anal ysis.

For the regul atory purpose of
exam ni ng pat hways of effects between the project
and the Partner First Nations, nine cultural
i ndi cators were applied to account for recurring
t henes that were noticed during the witten

docunents of the Partner First Nations and in key
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1 person interviews that were conducted by the study
2 t eam
3 From t hese sources, recurrent thenes

4 were identified and sorted into the list of

5 i ndicators. This hel ped us detern ne val ues that

6 were repeatedly tal ked about and which needed to

7 be considered in the pathways of effects fromthe

8 project to the people.

9 According to the New Zeal and M nistry
10 of culture and heritage, indicators are high |evel
11 sumary neasures of key issues or phenonena that
12 are used to nonitor positive or negative changes
13  over tine.

14 As noted in the EIS and in the

15 soci o- econom ¢ supporting volune, and before you
16 on the screen are the nine cultural indicators

17 that we used. [It's worldview, |anguage,

18 traditional know edge, cultural practices, health
19 and wel | ness, kinship, |eisure, |aw and order, and
20 cultural products. [I'Il briefly just refresh your

21 menory fromthe EI' S

22 Wor | dvi ew i ncl udes rel ati onshi ps and
23 i nt erconnect edness of the natural environnent in
24  people. It is how people perceive their world

25 around them and how they internalize these
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1 per cepti ons.

2 Language is the vehicle of expression
3 and coul d be spoken, witten or signed, and is

4 critical to the transm ssion of cultura

5 knowl edge. Knowi ng the cultural subtleties of

6 one's | anguage can only be fully appreci ated by

7 living the | anguage.

8 Tradi ti onal know edge represents the
9 cust omary know edge, innovations and practices of
10 the Partner First Nations and is based on

11 experience over time and adaptation and is orally
12 transmtted.

13 Cul tural practices represent the nodes

14  of conpletion of activities that distinguish one

15 cultural group fromanother. It entails a way of
16 doi ng.
17 Heal th and wel | ness includes the

18 physi cal, enotional, nmental and spiritual

19 qualities of life that instill a sense of

20 well-being and security. For the Partner First
21 Nation conmmunities, this is contingent on the
22 availability of western and traditional health
23 practi ces.

24 Ki nship includes social relations,

25 both with imediate fam |ies and by associ ati on,
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1 and is based on culturally-recognized famly ties,

2 marriage and alliance. It is the who is related
3 to who and the obligations of that relationship.

4 Lei sure includes those activities then
5 for pleasure or enjoynent and are usually not

6 associ ated wi th work.

7 Law and order are socially approved

8 systens of maintaining social harnony and bal ance.
9 Thi s includes custonmary | aw and unspoken

10 agreenents as well as governance systens.

11 Cul tural products can be described as
12 expressions of culture that represent the cultural
13 self and are authentic. For exanple, certain

14  paintings techniques, nmusic and instruments,

15 crafts and cultural |andscapes, this is part of

16 the intangible cultural heritage that | noted

17 earlier.

18 There are a nunber of key mtigation
19 nmeasures to noderate and offset project effects of
20 culture on culture and spirituality. These

21 i nclude being partners in the project, the adverse
22 effects agreenents negoti ated and signed by each
23 of the Partner First Nations, and the enpl oyee

24 retenti on and support services, direct negotiated

25 contracts. And these are described in section




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 1990
1 five of the socio-econonic supporting vol une.

2 Personal, famly and community life

3 are all seen as neani ngful ways in which to offset
4 any project effects and have been designed to

5 address any potential effects.

6 The culture and spirituality

7 indicators are linked to the adverse effects

8 agreenent prograns, for exanple, Cree | anguage and
9 cultural practices. Wthin Cree | anguage, each of
10 the Partner First Nations have offset progranms to
11 enrich and strengthen their Cree |anguage.

12 Two, for cultural practices, each of
13 the Partner First Nations have traditional

14 resource harvesting prograns to enable nenbers to
15 access lands and waters to carry out custons,

16 practices and traditions, and to share wild food
17 within their communities.

18 Further, traditional know edge

19 progranms such as Tataskweyak Cree Nation's

20 traditional know edge | earning program Wr Lake
21 First Nation's nuseum and oral histories program
22 York Factory First Nation's cul tural

23 sustainability program and Fox Lake Cree Nation's
24  youth w |l derness traditions program provide

25 opportunities for the sharing of ATK across
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|_\

generati ons.

2 There are further mtigations and

3 enhancenents in place. These are the, as |

4 menti oned, enployee retention and support services
5 contracts, which include cultural training for

6 workers, counselling services, and the

7 i npl enentati on of cerenonies at key project

8 m | estones to give thanks and show respect for the

9 | and.
10 A video of Gull Rapids and the Nel son
11 River will be prepared. There is incorporation of

12 Cree worldview into the assessnent, nonitoring,
13 and foll ow up prograns.

14 Wien exam ning the interaction with
15 future products or activities on the culture and
16 spirituality of the Partner First Nations, it has
17 been determ ned that there will be both spati al
18 and tenporal overlap between the Keeyask project
19 and construction and operation of the Keeyask

20 transm ssion project, the Conawapa project, Bipole

21 I1l project, and G || am redevel oprment.
22 I n conclusion, physical alterations to
23 the land and water will occur, thus adversely

24  affecting the Partner First Nation's cultural

25 relationship with the Iand and water. However, as
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1 noted in chapter eight, the adverse effects

2 agreenents have been negotiated with each of the
3 Partner First Nations. Moreover, Partner First

4 Nations community review and eval uation will take
5 pl ace during the construction phase wi th worker

6 famly surveys being conducted during the third
7 year of construction.

8 The AEAs that have been negoti ated

9 have the flexibility to nake adjustnents in their
10 prograns and to negotiate additional prograns if
11 unf oreseen or unanticipated effects ari se.

12 Therefore, froma cultural and spirituality

13 perspective, the degree of confidence in

14 mtigating the adverse effects is high.

15 Thank you.
16 M5. KINLEY: Thank you, Virginia.
17 So we have wal ked t hrough the

18 assessnent of three key val ued environnent al

19 conponents in personal, famly and comunity life,
20 with respect to nercury and health, public safety
21 and worker interaction, and culture and

22 spirituality.

23 In looking at the full list of

24  personal, famly and comunity |life val ued

25 envi ronnment al conponents, we wanted to provide
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1 sonme high | evel comments on the bal ance of

2 eval uati ng environnental conponents.

3 I n governance goals and pl ans, the

4  assessnent concludes that the Keeyask project will
5 have a positive effect for the Partner First

6 Nati ons because each has been involved in the

7 pl anni ng and assessnent of the project and has

8 carefully considered it, including by their own

9 eval uation studies. Each Partner First Nation has
10 concl uded that the JKDA and the adverse effects

11 agreenent -- they have each concl uded the JKDA and
12 the adverse effects agreenent and has voted to

13 proceed. In addition, they each have ongoi ng

14 roles in inplenentation of the Keeyask project.

15 For community health, nultiple

16 pat hways of effect were considered, incone, worker
17 interaction, country food use, and project related
18 demands on health services. For exanple, results
19 generally were considered to be adverse during

20 construction because of sudden income and worker
21 interaction, and positive during operations in

22 terms of long-termsources of inconme for the

23 Partner First Nations through equity and

24  enpl oynent and access to country food through the

25 access prograns.
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1 For travel access and safety, for

2 water-based travel, we see a small adverse effect
3 during construction, but the waterways managenent
4 programwll be in place. It will be positive

5 during operations, as you heard fromthe physical
6 panel .

7 For road-based travel, it will be

8 adverse during construction with added traffic,

9 but positive during operation with the shorter

10 route between Thonpson and G || am

11 Wth respect to the way the | andscape
12 | ooks, our assessnment is that it will be adverse
13 during both construction and operation, but

14 measures Will be in place to address these

15 changes, in particular cerenonies to ask

16 forgiveness. And the adverse effects agreenent
17 prograns will strengthen the connection to the
18 | and el sewhere, and there will be other neasures
19 as wel | .

20 We'd like to briefly reviewwth you
21 t he soci o-economi c nonitoring plan that will be
22 covering all of the subjects that we have been
23 tal ki ng about here.

24 The scope of that plan will include

25 econony, popul ation, infrastructure and servi ces,
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personal, famly and community |ife. The Partner

First Nations will play an inportant role in the
soci o-econom ¢ nmonitoring. There will be inputs
from Aboriginal traditional know edge, and
comuni ty-based nonitoring will inform
soci 0- econom ¢ nonitoring.

There will also be inputs fromaquatic
and terrestrial nonitoring prograns where we have
identified pathways to people such as the nercury
monitoring in fish.

The obj ectives of the soci o-economc
nmonitoring programare to test effects predicted
inthe EIS, to identify unanticipated effects
related to the project, to nonitor the
ef fectiveness of mtigation nmeasures, and to
determ ne if adaptive managenent is required to
reduce unanticipated effects, and finally to
confirm conpliance with any regul atory
requirenents.

In terms of schedul e during the
construction phase, there will be nonitoring of
enpl oynent, training and busi ness opportunities
and | abour income, popul ation change with rel ated
effects on housing, infrastructure and services,

wor ker interaction, road travel safety, and
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culture and spirituality.

During the operations phase, there
will be nmonitoring of population change in GII|am
during the first five years, water levels at Split
Lake regarding travel safety and nercury and human
heal t h.

For econony, the nmonitoring wll
i nclude enpl oynent to determ ne overall outcones
during construction, business to determ ne the
success and effectiveness of the efforts to
enhance | ocal and Abori gi nal business,
participation, and general indications of economc
i npact on Manitoba, as well enploynment inconme to
provi de an indication of the direct economc
i npact of the project as well as potenti al
i ndi rect and i nduced econom c i npacts.

For popul ation, infrastructure and
services, population will be tracked | ooking at
t he extent of popul ati on change during
construction, and an estimation of project-induced
in and out mgration, particularly to the Partner
First Nation communities in Gllam Housing w |
be exam ned to test the prediction of mninal
dermand on housing in the Partner First Nation

comunities in Gllamduring the construction
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phase.

2 Infrastructure and services, to test

3 the prediction of mniml demand on infrastructure
4 and services in the Partner First Nation

5 comunities, in particular, and to understand

6 effects fromthe influx of non-local construction
7 wor kers on demand for infrastructure and services
8 in Gllam part of the worker interaction

9 coordi nated effort by Manitoba Hydro, the town,

10 and Fox Lake Cree Nati on.

11 And finally, transportation

12 infrastructure, there will be ongoing nonitoring
13 of water levels at Split Lake that will continue
14 into the operation phase.

15 For personal, famly and community
16 life, there will be nonitoring of public safety
17 and worker interaction. This will be a

18 coordinated effort across all of Manitoba Hydro's
19 projects, with Manitoba Hydro, the Town of G || am
20 and Fox Lake Cree Nation. And this will be

21 focused on the construction phase where the

22 over | appi ng constructi on phases are the concern.
23 For travel access and safety, during
24  construction, the waterways management program

25 wll manage and nonitor water and ice-based
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1 travel, access and safety, and Manitoba

2 Infrastructure and Transportation will collect

3 traffic statistics regarding Provincial Road 280.
4 During operation, the waterways

5 managenent program w || nanage and nonitor water

6 and ice-based travel, access and safety.

7 And for culture and spirituality,

8 there wll be a worker famly survey that will be
9 undert aken.

10 Al so for personal, famly and

11 community life, as we spoke about yesterday, there
12 wi Il be mercury and human heal th nonitoring during
13 t he operations phase when we expect the effects to
14 occur. Every five years starting in 2022, a

15 survey of country food consunption wll be

16 undertaken, and that will feed into an updated

17 human health ri sk assessnent every five years

18 after peak nmercury | evel s have been reached, until
19 t hey come back to background levels. |In addition,
20 comng into this analysis, we'll be | ooking at

21 effects on, nercury effects on fish through this
22 entire period as well.

23 So overal |l conclusions about the

24 effects on the socio-econom c environnent, there

25 will be both positive and adverse effects on the
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1 soci o-econom ¢ environment. The degree of

2 certainty with respect to these varies. The Joint
3 Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent, adverse effects

4 agreenents address and resol ve adverse effects of
5 t he Keeyask project on the Partner First Nations.
6 Plans are in place to address growth and change in
7 Gllam And enploynent benefits are expected to
8 accrue to the Partner First Nations and to

9 residents in the broader regional study area.

10 And now we'd like to turn to resource
11 use, the second of our major groups of val ued

12 envi ronnment al conponents.

13 MR. MACDONELL: Good norni ng

14 M. Chairman, comm ssioners, and everybody el se
15 that is here this norning. M nanme is Don

16 MacDonel I, and | will continue our presentation by
17 speaking to you about the resource use conponent
18 of the assessnent.

19 You' ve seen this slide before.

20 Resource use as defined in the EI'S addresses the
21 foll owi ng subject areas: Donestic fishing,

22 donestic hunting and gat hering, conmmerci al

23 trappi ng, commercial fishing, conmercial forestry,
24 m ni ng, recreational resource use, | odges,

25 outfitters and tourism and protected areas and
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1 scientific sites.

2 As Janet has already nentioned, the

3 resource use assessnent addresses domestic

4  subsistence, those two words we use

5 i nt erchangeably, commercial and recreational use
6 resources derived fromthe natural environnent,

7 with the addition of scientific and protected

8 areas.

9 Resource use VEC sel ection was

10 primarily based on three things, inportance and
11 val ue to people, potential for substantial project
12 effects and regul atory requirenents.

13 Resource use VECs include donestic

14  fishing, donestic hunting and gathering, and

15 comercial trapping. These three things are very
16 i nportant for Aboriginal subsistence. Al three
17 of these activities are conducted in the area

18 directly affected by the project, and they are

19 hi ghly val ued as cultural activities sustaining
20 spiritual and enotional relationships wth |ands
21 and waters and providing ways to share skills and
22 knowl edge anong generations thereby preserving

23 cul ture.

24 The | ocal area for resource use is the

25 area depicted in gray on this map, and enconpasses
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1 the area where resource use will be directly

2 affected by the project. The area is delineated
3 by the boundaries of four affected traplines,

4 seven, nine, 15, and 25, which are confined by

5 Provincial Road 280 to the north, and the rai

6 line to the southeast. The |ocal study area

7 stretches along the Nelson River fromd ark Lake
8 inthe west to Gllamin the east.

9 The regi onal study area for resource
10 use provides context for the effects that wll

11 occur in the local study area and enconpasses the
12 area where we expect to see indirect effects as a
13 result of mtigation.

14 It includes the Split Lake resource
15 managenent area, including in the War Lake

16 traditional territory, Fox Lake resource

17 managenent area, and the York Factory resource

18 managenent area, including the conmmunity trapline
19 13.
20 The adverse effects agreenents are the
21 key mtigation nmeasure to offset effects on
22 resource use VECs. As Janet has previously
23 menti oned, these were negotiated by each of the
24 Partner First Nation communities to neet their

25 speci fic needs and each have of fsetting prograns
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that address effects to donmestic resource use.

The offsetting programs within the
adverse effects agreenents provide substitute
opportunities for Partner First Nations to conduct
donestic resource use in unaffected areas. They
i ncrease opportunities to practice traditional
pursuits on the land. They increase the
availability of healthy country foods to community
menbers. And if community needs change over tine,
the agreenments are flexible to shift funds anong
prograns or to create new prograns. The
of fsetting prograns will be operated in a manner
t hat conserves resources, considers safety of
participants and others, and is respectful to
ot her resource users.

The construction access managenent
plan is one of the environnmental managenent plans
for the project and is another of the key
mtigation neasures for resource use. The access
managenment plan will mtigate effects both on
resource users and by resource users.

The purpose of the plan is to manage
access to the project site during construction.
The objectives of the plan are to provi de safe,

coordi nated access to the project for authorized
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users, to protect the safety and restrict access
2 to unaut horized individuals who may ot herw se

3 enter the project site, and to support sustai nable
4 use through protection of the area' s natural

5 resources, and to provide worker orientation

6 regardi ng respect for the surrounding area,

7 fisheries and wildlife resources, heritage

8 resources, and |ocal conmmunities.

9 Private ownership of the road during
10 construction facilitates inplenentation of a

11 nunber of access nmanagenent neasures. There wl|
12 be security gates on the north and south end of
13 the road that will be staffed 24/7. Security

14 patrols wll nonitor use of the roads. Access

15 road users will include project workers,

16 contractors, Manitoba Hydro staff, authorized

17 users such as resource users that currently

18 utilize the site, and energency personnel and

19 regul at ors.

20 There will be conditions on users such
21 as prohibitions on firearns and recreational

22 vehicles on the project site and al ong the access
23 road.

24 Based on avail able information, First

25 Nati on groups other than the Partner First Nations
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1 are not known to use areas directly affected by

2 the project for donestic resource use, that is the
3 resource use |l ocal study area.

4 The Manitoba Metis Federation have

5 identified a fishing area in Stephens Lake in an
6 exi sting report. Frequency, intensity and

7 specific timng of that use were not report ed.

8 But if it is current, there is limted spati al

9 overlap with affected areas and, therefore,

10 effects are expected to be negligible. And there
11 is key mtigation in place that applies to al

12 resource users, such as the waterways nanagenent
13 program and comruni cati on products with respect to
14 mercury in fish.

15 An agreenent has been achieved with
16 the Manitoba Metis Federation to conduct a

17 traditional |and use and know edge study, a

18 soci o-econom ¢ i npact assessnent, and a historical
19 narrative which we expect to receive shortly.

20 Mani t oba Hydro and Pi m ci kamak Cree
21 Nation are discussing a potential |and use study.
22  And Mani toba Hydro, on behal f of the Partnership,
23 is conmtted to consider any additional

24 information that is received through these

25 products.
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1 So donestic fishing is the first VEC

2 of the resource use assessnment that | wll| speak

3 to.
4 H storically, donestic fishing was
5 integral to existence and culture of the Northern

6 Cree, as you have heard fromour Cree Partners.

7 | mportant fishing grounds were used as central

8 gathering places. Fish were critical to the

9 sust enance of Aborigi nal peoples, and fishing was
10 conducted concurrent with other resource

11 harvesting activities, generally year-round except
12 possibly at ice on and ice off periods.

13 As you have al so heard, previous

14 hydr oel ectric devel opnent has significantly

15 changed conditions in the area. It's altered

16 patterns of donestic fishing, and added hi dden

17 cost in ternms of safety and increased tine and

18 effort to fish. For exanple, debris nobilized

19 fromflooded | and can clog nets, decreasing

20 fishing success and increasing tinme spent on

21 cl eaning nets. So along with social changes,

22 t hese changes have profoundly affected the

23 donestic fishing practices in |ocal areas.

24 Contenmporarily, all Partner First

25 Nat i on conmmunities conducted donestic fishing,
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typically in close proximty to the communities,

and in spring and fall. Pickerel or walleye, as
depicted in the top picture, jack fish or northern
pi ke as in mddle picture, and whitefish as shown
in the bottompicture, are typically harvested
close to coomunities. In the local study area,
sturgeon harvest has been docunented on C ark and
@ul | Lakes and al so on other water bodies
regional ly.

Due to concerns of poor quality, as
you have heard previously during the aquatic
presentation, poor quality of fish such as taste,
texture and col our, also mercury concentrations,
due to these concerns, many Partner First Nation
menbers do not consune fish fromthe Nel son River
main stem However, fishing continues to be
culturally inportant. Respect and honour are
di spl ayed to animals that have been killed, and
only enough to eat is taken and shared.

Key construction phase effects on
donestic fishing will include changes in
wat er - based access caused by cof f erdans,
causeways, change in flow patterns. These changes
will require a period of adjustnent by resource

users. These effects will be mtigated by the AEA
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1 of fsetting progranms that will facilitate

2 harvesting in unaffected areas, and al so by the

3 waterways nanagenment programwhich will facilitate
4 use of the waterways for the donestic fishers that
5 care to continue to harvest in the project area.

6 Conmpetition for resources for the

7 project workforce is not expected to be noticeable
8 to domestic resource users, but is a concern to

9 the Partner First Nations. Again, this will be

10 mtigated by the construction access nmanagenent

11 pl an, which will restrict access to outside

12 resource users by restricting vehicle,

13 recreational vehicle access on site. The AEA

14 of fsetting prograns will also allow existing

15 domestic fishers to harvest in areas that won't be
16 encroached on by outside users.

17 Key operational effects on donestic

18 fishing include changes to fish as a result of

19 mercury, or changes to palatability, which are

20 expected to change preferences for fish.

21 This will be mtigated again by the

22  AEA offsetting progranms, which will allow donestic
23 fishers to harvest in unaffected areas, and al so
24 by consunption advisories which will inform

25 donestic fishers that care to fish in the project
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area on the proper type and nunber of fish that
2 they can consune safely.

3 120 to 150 people noving into G 1l am
4 wll increase |ocal recreational resource use.

5 Again, this will be mtigated by the AEA

6 of fsetting prograns, and al so by Provinci al

7 harvest restrictions for non-Aboriginal people

8 which will limt harvest to Provincial

9 regul ati ons.

10 Changes in access to the |local area
11 may i ncrease conpetition for resources by other
12 non- Abori gi nal resource users. Donestic users
13 will also benefit frombetter access. And again,
14 the AEA offsetting prograns will allow donestic
15 fishers to access unaffected areas, but the

16 provi ncial harvest restrictions for non-Abori gi nal
17 harvesters will also restrict the anount of

18 harvest by these harvesters.

19 Resi dual effects of the project on
20 donmestic fishing include a redistribution of

21 donmestic fishing effort. The Partner First

22 Nati ons regard workforce harvest as having the
23 potential to cause a residual effect.

24 Resource harvesters will need to

25 adjust to new conditions in |local areas and al so
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in the new areas that they access, due to the

2 access program The offsetting prograns are

3 expect ed, though, to have an overall positive

4 effect on donestic fishing, which will be

5 neutralized by the change in the cultural nature
6 of their donestic fishing activities.

7 So the conclusion is that the net

8 effect of the project on donestic fishing is

9 neutral. So, given an overall neutral assessnent
10 on donestic fishing, interactions with future

11 projects and activities were not consi dered.

12 The second resource use VEC that

13 will be speaking to is domestic hunting and

14 gathering. Again, historically, hunting and

15 gathering was integral to the exi stence and

16 culture of the Northern Cree. It generally

17 focused on noose, caribou, waterfow, snmall gane,
18 pl ants for nedicinal purposes, berries and tea.
19 Hi storically, these resources were critical to the
20 sustenance of the Cree and these continue to be
21 very inportant today.

22 Resources were harvested throughout a
23 broad region. Witerways were used as the nain
24 travel corridors. And as we have heard

25 previ ously, previous hydroel ectric devel opnent has
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di srupted waterway travel on the Churchill and

Nel son Rivers and flooded and. And along with
soci al changes, this has substantively affected
donestic hunting and gathering activities.

Cont enporarily, nobose hunting occurs
in many regional areas, including project affected
areas, and is typically conducted by boat.

Cari bou hunting occurs primarily in winter, and
varies spatially depending on the |ocation of the
herds. Typically, little hunting occurs in the

| ocal study area due to | ow nunbers of aninals.
However, this can vary fromyear to year, as you
have heard fromthe terrestrial presentation.

Waterfow hunting typically occurs
near comrunities, although sone Partner First
Nation nenbers will travel to the coast for this
pur pose.

Smal | gane, rabbit, ptarm gan, grouse,
are typically hunted close to conmunities, but
al so opportunistically anywhere hunters are
present. Gathering of berries, medicinal plants
and ot her plant products typically occurs near
comunities. No gathering activity has been
docunented in the | ocal study area by TCN nenbers

with the exception for Lillian Island upstream
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1 from @il !l Rapids

2 Hunting and gathering remains integral
3 to the cultural identity of the Cree, as we have

4 heard from Karen previously. Respect and honour

5 are displayed to mammal s and pl ants harvested, and
6 only enough to eat is taken and shared.

7 Key construction phase effects on

8 donestic hunting and gathering include again

9 changes in water-based access as a result of

10 cof f erdans, causeways, changes in flow patterns

11 and these, of course, will require a period of

12 adj ustnent by | ocal resource users. These effects
13 will be mtigated by all ow ng donestic harvesters
14 to -- the AEA offsetting prograns will allow

15 donmestic harvesters to harvest in unaffected

16 areas, wll also be mtigated by the waterways

17 managenent plan which will facilitate the use of
18 the |l ocal area by donmestic hunters and gatherers
19 that continue to want to use that area.

20 Conpetition for resources fromthe

21 project work force is not expected to be

22 noti ceabl e to donestic resource, but is a concern
23 to the Partner First Nations. Again, this will be
24 mtigated by the construction access nmanagenent

25 plan which will limt access by outside resource
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users. During construction, there will be

2 prohi bitions on recreational vehicles on site.

3 There will al so be prohibitions on storage of

4 firearns on site.

5 Di st urbances causi ng potenti al

6 reductions to wildlife resources al so have the

7 potential to affect hunters and gatherers. The

8 assessnents indicate that there will be no

9 noticeable or a small nagnitude reduction in

10 wldlife abundance. Ongoing and |ong-term

11 nonitoring will occur. However, any potenti al

12 effects will also be offset by the AEA offsetting
13 progranms, which will facilitate donmestic hunting
14 and gathering in unaffected areas.

15 Key operation phase effects on

16 donestic hunting and gathering include shifting
17 patterns of resource use due to the AEA offsetting
18 progranms, which will also be a construction phase
19 effect. This is expected to di sperse hunting

20 pressures to a broader |and base, which may affect
21 ot her resource users. And this will be managed
22 and nonitored by the nobose harvest sustainability
23 plan and by the Partner First Nations cultural

24 approach to harvesting. For exanple, First

25 Nations wi |l adjust harvest to ani mal abundance,
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1 which could include sel ective harvesting such as

2 taking only bull noose, or adjusting hunting areas

3 in relation to ani mal abundance.

N

ncreasi ng populations in Gllam and

5 i ncreases in access nay al so affect donestic

6 hunters that are currently using the project area.
7 This will be managed by Manitoba Conservation and
8 Wat er Stewardshi p through recreational harvest

9 restrictions, and there is no licensed hunting of
10 caribou in gane hunting area nine that overl aps

11 with the project area. It will also be mtigated
12 by the AEA offsetting prograns, again, which wll
13 al l ow the donestic hunters and gatherers to access
14 unaffected sites.

15 So the residual effects of the project
16 on donestic hunting and gathering include a

17 redi stribution of donestic hunting and gathering
18 effort. Resource users will need to adjust to new
19 conditions in the |local areas, and also in the AEA
20 of fsetting areas. O fsetting prograns are

21 expected to have an overall positive effect on

22 donestic hunting and gathering, which will be

23 neutralized by cultural changes in the harvesting
24  activities.

25 So our conclusion is that the net
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1 effect of the project on donestic hunting and

2 gathering will be neutral.

3 Agai n, given an overall neutral

4  assessnent on donestic hunting and gathering,

5 interactions with future projects and activities
6 were not considered.

7 The third resource use VEC that | wll
8 speak to is commercial trapping. Commerci al

9 trappi ng was and continues to be an inportant

10 conponent of the social and cul tural environnents
11 and econony of the north. 1It's generally

12 practised in the winter when fur is in prine

13 condition, and harvest is tied to a nunber of

14 factors including fur value, line access, and fur
15 bearer abundance, not to nention the wage econony,
16 the cost of fuel and many other factors.

17 In the last two decades, production
18 has shifted from beaver and nuskrat, which are in
19 the first two pictures, the top two pictures, to
20 Anmerican marten, which is illustrated in the

21 bottom picture. And over the |ast decade

22 anal ysed, actually marten have accounted for

23 al nost 70 percent of the harvest in the commerci al
24  trapping study area.

25 Though trapping activity has decreased
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1 over time, it remains a highly valued cultura

2 activity. Trapping incones, though nmuch nore

3 nodest than historic incomes, remain inportant to
4 many people in the north.

5 Four traplines will be directly

6 affected by the project, trapline 9 by the north
7 access road, trapline 7 by sone flooding in the

8 nort hwest corner of the line, trapline 25 by a

9 very small anpount of flooding in the southeast

10 corner, and trapline 15 by project flooding and
11 the north access road.

12 Potential project effects on

13 comerci al trapping include construction

14 di st ur bances, including noise, dust, traffic,

15 changes to safety, forebay clearing on trapline 7
16 and 15, and road construction on trapline 9.

17 These effects will be mtigated by the

18 Construction Access Managenent Plan on traplines 9
19 and 15, which will limt access during

20 construction to outside resource users, and al so
21 by conpensation agreenments with the trapline

22 hol ders.

23 Proj ect operation disturbances include
24 the project footprint flooding on trapline 7, 15,

25 25, and traffic noise and dust on traplines 9 and
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1 15. These effects will be mtigated by the

2 conpensation agreenents with each of the trappers.
3 Changes to fur bearer popul ations will
4 al so be mtigated by conpensati on agreenents.

5 | mproved access on traplines 9 and 15 over the

6 long termis considered a positive effect and

7 requires no mtigation.

8 In terms of residual effects of the

9 proj ect, conpensation agreenents with all four

10 affected traplines, inprovenents in access during
11 operation on traplines 15 and 9, and the cul tural
12 conmponents of the adverse effects agreenents are
13 expected to offset residual effects on comrerci al
14  trapping.

15 The conclusion is that the net effect
16 of the project on commercial trapping will be

17 neutral .

18 G ven an overall neutral assessnment on
19 comercial trapping, interactions with future

20 projects and activities were not considered.

21 The resource use nonitoring plan, or
22 RUVMP as it is nore affectionately known, is a

23 conponent of the environnmental nonitoring plans
24  that are being conducted as part of the

25 envi ronnmental protection programfor the project.
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1 The resource use nonitoring programis

2 conprised of two conponents, workforce harvest

3 nonitoring, and recreational harvest nonitoring.
4  Workforce harvest nonitoring will survey the

5 workforce to determne their participation in

6 resource harvesting during the construction

7 period. And for recreational harvest, the study
8 teamw !l work wth Mnitoba Conservation and

9 Wat er St ewardshi p managers to understand resource
10 harvesting trends. |In addition, recreational

11 i cence demand and recreational harvest will be
12 nmoni tored using Manitoba Conservation and Water
13 St ewardship data to detect changes in denmand on
14 t he resource.

15 O her rel evant nonitoring prograns

16 that will be conducted that are relevant to

17 resource use include the ATK nonitoring, which we
18 expect will give us an understandi ng of increases
19 in recreational resource use in the area, as well
20 as other insights. Also nonitoring from

21 of fsetting programs, which we expect to give us an
22 under st andi ng of harvest fromthe offsetting

23 progranms. And the terrestrial aquatic nonitoring
24  prograns, which will provide an understandi ng of

25 how wi | dl i fe popul ations are responding to the
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1 proj ect.
2 Results fromthe aforenentioned
3 nonitoring prograns will be synthesized into a

4 report at the conpletion of construction, and the
5 nonitoring results during construction and in

6 operation will be used to informresource

7 managenent boards which will provide a forumfor

8 resource managenent decisions. Recreation harvest
9 nonitoring will continue for at |east eight years
10 post construction.

11 So our overall conclusions with regard
12 to resource use are: There is a high certainty

13 that the long-term benefits of the adverse effects
14 agreenents, which were negotiated by the Partner
15 First Nations to nmeet the specific needs of their
16 menbers and comunities, in conbination wth other
17 mtigati on neasures such as the Waterways

18 Managenent Program and the Construction Access

19 Managenment Plan will offset adverse effects of the
20 proj ect on resource use.

21 Therefore, it is expected that

22 residual effects of the project on donestic

23 fishing, donmestic hunting and gat hering, and

24 commercial trapping will be neutral.

25 That concl udes ny presentation. Thank
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you. And | will pass the torch to Virginia.

M5. KINLEY: | wanted to ask,
M. Chairman, if -- we have one section
remaining -- to go ahead?

THE CHAI RMAN:  Go ahead.

M5. KINLEY: Thank you. So now
Virginia Petch will talk about heritage resources.

M5. PETCH  Again, | acknow edge you,
M. Chair, nmenbers of the conm ssion,
participants, elders and youth, and | adi es and
gentlemen. | amnow pleased to present the
heritage resources conponent of the soci o-economc
assessnment for the Keeyask project.

Thi s has been a 13-year journey of
| earni ng and di scovery. W have been privil eged
to have had a part in recording the Partner First
Nation Cree ancient history within the Keeyask
area traditional |ands.

Heritage resources are considered as a
single VEC, or a valued environnmental conponent,
because of the status of a non-renewabl e resource
that is protected under the Heritage Resources Act
of Manitoba and because of their cultural
inportance to the Partner First Nations.

This slide outlines the regional,

Page 2019
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1 | ocal and core study areas. Conming to a decision

2 as to determning the boundaries of the heritage

3 resources study was difficult because of the

4 fluidity of novenent of Cree people, which reaches
5 far beyond the artificial boundaries that we have
6 drawn on this map. Nevertheless, our decision to
7 devel op regional, local and core study areas was

8 dependent on the extent to which the project would
9 have an effect on heritage resources relative to
10 the proximty of the heritage resource to the

11 proj ect.

12 As such, the regional study area,

13 which is the larger green area, was used to

14  provide context for characterization and overvi ew
15 within a portion of the Swanpy Cree traditional

16 | ands, at the sane tinme appreciating the

17 interaction with Upland and Rock Cree.

18 In 2000, 42 archeol ogical sites were
19 registered with the Historic Resources Branch as
20 occurring wthin the regional study area. Al of

21 these were on Split Lake and the | ower Burntwood

22 region. | will seeif |I can point to that, down
23 in this area here.
24 The | ocal study area included Cark

25 Lake, Cash, Carscadden, Mdose Nose, Stephens,
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1 At ki nson and Kettle Lakes and Landing River, also

2 known as Aiken River, plus the core area which is
3 shown on the map here. The focus here was to

4 determne, or to identify proxy sites outside the
5 core study area that would assist in the

6 assessnment. Several of these |ocations were

7 identified by the partner Cree Nations during

8 nmeetings as areas of traditional use which

9 required investigation. Prior to the Keeyask

10 project, no known heritage resources were

11 registered in the |ocal study area.

12 The reach of river, of the Nelson

13 Ri ver between Birthday Rapi ds and Keeyask Rapi ds,
14 and |I'Il point that out to you -- that's Birthday
15 Rapi ds here, and Keeyask down in this area here --
16 was selected as the core study area because this
17 area will be inpacted to varying degrees by the
18 project. This includes a footprint of the

19 generation facility, borrow areas, dykes and

20 access roads. It did not include the Keeyask

21 infrastructure project or the Keeyask transition
22 project which were assessed separately.

23 It needs to be noted that within the
24 br oader region, other archeol ogical investigations

25 continue to be conducted in association with the
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1 Lake Wnni peg Regul ation and the Churchill River

2 Di version projects through the system w de

3 ar cheol ogi cal program of Manitoba Hydro and the
4 H storic Resources Branch

5 Before | begin this presentation of

6 assessnent, | wish to state that in Mnitoba, al
7 heritage resources are protected under the

8 Heritage Resources Act, regardless of cultural

9 affiliation, and all heritage resources are

10 treated wth respect and careful handling.

11 According to the Act, the heritage
12 resource includes a heritage site, a heritage

13 obj ect, and any work or assenbly of works of

14 nature or of human endeavour that are of value for
15 its archeol ogi cal, pal eontol ogical, prehistoric,
16 historic, cultural, natural, scientific or

17 aesthetic features, and may be in the form of

18 sites or objects, or a conbination thereof.

19 Heritage resources are therefore

20 descri bed as the physical rem nders of past

21 cultures. They cannot speak to the core cultural
22 val ues that surround them w thout an oral

23 tradition. Therefore, tangi ble heritage resources
24 only considered in the presentation as per the

25 definition of the Act. That said, we respect the
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value of the intangible mlieu in which these

resources of the past flourished and were known
and which persist to the present.

Al'l artifacts therefore have been
snudged with sweet-grass and sage, and lay with an
of fering of tobacco in storage at the |ab.

Tobacco is also laid at the many shovel tests that
were conducted for this project and in the
excavation units.

Al so protected by the Act and by the
policy concerning the reporting, exhumation and
the reburial of found human remains, are human
remai ns that had been found outside recognized
ceneteries or burial grounds. This includes al
skel etal el enments.

O inportance is the need to
understand that archeol ogical sites are nore than
dots on a map where things have been found.
Archeol ogi cal sites represent the evidence of past
human occupation on the land, and at sonme tine in
t he di stant past an individual sat making a tool,
| eavi ng behind the scatter of waste flakes. Mre
often than not it is the pattern of scatters that
gi ve evidence of the past. W cannot know for a

surety the cultural history behind a single
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1 arti fact because we did not |ive the nonent.

2 As | noted, prior to the Keeyask

3 project, no archeological sites were recorded

4 wthin the core study area. The oral tradition of
5 the Partner First Nations, however, was and

6 continues to be very nuch alive and greatly

7 assisted in the understanding cultural preference
8 for site. The oral narrative spoke of snal

9 settlenments at Gull Lake. This know edge was

10 conplinmented by the record of the Hudson Bay

11 Conpany archives and the di ocese of Keewatin

12 Angl i can Church archives, and by physical evidence
13 found at various | ocations.

14 In exam ning the historical and

15 current context, to date as a result of the

16 ongoing investigations and sal vage operations that
17 are taking place, 114 new archeol ogi cal sites have
18 been | ocated within the | ocal and core study

19 areas. This increases the overall total of the
20 regional study area to 176 sites. The majority of
21 sites are affiliated with pre European contact

22 peri od.

23 Per haps one of the npbst outstandi ng
24 recoveries was that of a found human remain which

25 were dated to 4,800 years before present. The
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1 remai ns have been re-interred by the Partner First

2 Nations. |In addition, projectile points

3 associated with this tine period referred to as

4  archai c have been found on the north side of CGull
5 Lake.

6 Anot her astounding site | ocated at

7 Clark Lake, one of our proxy sites, reveal

8 cul tural occupations for the past 5,000 years. It
9 was here that the majority of artifacts were

10 recovered. Radio carbon dating fromtwo sanples
11 provi ded dates of 1,700 years before present, that
12 is about A D. 250, and 1620 BP, or 390 A.D. This
13 site at Cark Lake represents one of the nost

14 maj or gat hering places of pre European contact

15 peopl e in Northern Manitoba, and is several

16 hectares in area. The area nearby continues to be
17 used by descendants of these early people.

18 Al'l the artifacts that were collected
19 during the 13 years of field investigations have
20 been cat al ogued, scanned and tenporarily stored in
21 the lab. At the conpletion of the hearings, the
22 artifacts will be turned over to the province, to
23 the Hi storic Resources Branch, and plans for

24 repatriation of the artifacts to the Keeyask

25 Resource Centre Museumin Split Lake are under
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1 way, negotiations between TCN and the Province.

2 During the process of heritage

3 resources inpact assessnents, Partner First Nation
4 el ders, resource users, youth and their comunity
5 representatives actively worked with us in both

6 pl anning and inplenenting field work prograns.

7 This was especially appreciated in the sel ection
8 of proxy sites and areas of heritage concern which
9 were identified by the partners. These proxy

10 sites included Atkinson, or Fox Lake, Kettle Lake,
11 Cash Lake, Carscadden Lake, Stephens Lake, Mbose
12 Nose Lake, Landing River and O ark Lake.

13 During this time, we devel oped two

14 hi gh school credit prograns through the TCN and
15 War Lake First Nation educational authorities,

16 wth elders' involvenent. Al together, 11

17 students participated in these programs. They

18 received six weeks of classroominstruction with
19 hi gh school credit, traditional know edge

20 instruction fromthe elders, and practical field
21 experience, and they received a wage for their

22  assistance.

23 Two Tat askweyak Cree Nation students
24 were further trained by nyself in archival

25 research net hods at the Manitoba archi ves and at
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1 t he di ocese of Keewatin archives in Keewatin,

2 Ontario. One of the students continued to work as
3 a part-time enpl oyee as she attended university.

4 Further to this, a field program was
5 held at the Split Lake School where students

6 participated in a shoreline survey of their

7 reserve. And on the job archeological field

8 training was al so provided to our First Nation

9 support staff.

10 As a result of the many years of

11 i nvestigation, over 30,000 artifacts were

12 recovered. Many of these were fragnments of

13 animal, fish and bird bone, which help us to

14 under st and what people were eating and the season
15 that they nay have used the area.

16 Scatters of stone waste fl akes assi st
17 in determning activity areas within a settlenment
18 and distance travelled to acquire certain kinds of
19 stone material. And diagnostic projectile points
20 and pottery fragnents provide an indication of the
21 relative tinme period of occupation, novenent

22 across the land, signature design, and perhaps

23 i nter-band marri ages.

24 For the construction phase, |inkages

25 were sought between the heritage resources and the
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1 proj ect environnmental effects that coul d cause

2 change on the status of heritage resources. At

3 t he submi ssion of the EIS in 2012, it was

4 determ ned that permanent disturbance or |oss of
5 seven known archeol ogical sites are likely to

6 occur during the construction phase of the

7 proj ect.

8 Continued field studies indicate that
9 a further three sites are likely to be permanently
10 disturbed or lost during the construction phase.
11 This brings the total to 10 heritage resource

12 sites that are likely to be affected by

13 const ructi on.

14 G ven that the nunmber of recorded

15 sites continues to increase, we expect that there
16 wll likely be permanent |oss of currently unknown
17 heritage resources. There is also the potenti al
18 for increased traffic over areas of unknown and
19 known heritage resources. These will cause

20 per mmnent change in the interpretive capacity of
21 the site | ocation.

22 During the operation phase, the

23 reservoir inpoundment will affect remaining 57

24 registered sites wthin the core study area.

25 Shorel i ne erosion caused by fl ooding or
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1 fluctuating water levels will affect heritage

2 resources and there will be permanent | oss of

3 hi storically known cultural |andscapes and the

4 ability of the Partner First Nations to orally

5 recount their history at this |ocation.

6 G ven the pending | oss of heritage

7 resources within the core study area during

8 construction, mtigation in the form of

9 ar cheol ogi cal salvage of the affected sites wll
10 continue. |In addition, annual nonitoring under

11 the prelimnary heritage resources protection

12 plan, which I will discuss shortly, wll be done.
13 Plans are currently in place, in progress to

14 identify and devel op a cenetery and nenori al

15 mar ker for any found human remains within the

16 heritage core study area that may be found during
17 this phase. This location will be determned in
18 the spring of 2014 with the Partner First Nations.
19 There will be inplenentation of the prelimnary
20 heritage resources protection plan conmencing with
21 the issuing of the environnental |icence. There
22 wi |l be education and awareness training of the
23 proj ect workers regarding heritage. And further,
24  Tataskweyak Cree Nation's adverse effect agreenent

25 i ncl udes neasures that facilitate the display and
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1 interpretation of heritage resources through the

2 Keeyask Resource Centre's Miuseum and oral history
3 program

4 As noted earlier, TCN expressed its

5 intent to the Province to repatriate all the

6 Keeyask project artifacts with a viewto creating
7 culturally appropriate displays and

8 interpretations, and future educational travelling
9 di spl ays. War Lake's AEAs al so include a program
10 to display artifacts as part of the nmuseum and

11 oral history program

12 During the operation phase, mtigation
13 will consist of shoreline surveys and

14 ar cheol ogi cal sal vage of known sites prior to

15 reservoir creation. The waterways nanagenent

16 programw || be inplenmented and will include

17 peri odi ¢ seasonal nonitoring of the shoreline and
18 recl amati on of disturbed sites through ongoing

19 sal vage.

20 The significance of residual effects
21 has been determ ned as adverse for both

22 construction and operation phases. However, with
23 the mtigation neasures that have been descri bed,
24 it has been determned that there will be no

25 significant adverse effect.
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1 Interaction with future projects and

2 activities occurs with the Keeyask transm ssion

3 proj ect during both construction and operation

4 phases of the Keeyask project.

5 G ven the mtigation and nonitoring

6 associated wth both projects, no additional

7 mtigation or nonitoring will be required and the
8 conclusion fromthe residual effects significance
9 does not change.

10 | would Iike now to turn your

11 attention briefly to the Prelimnary Heritage

12 Resources Protection Plan. The Heritage Resources
13 Protection Plan falls within the Environnental

14 Protection Plan, along with other environnmental
15 managenent pl ans.

16 The Prelimnary Heritage Resource

17 Protection Plan has been drafted by the

18 Partnership, Partner First Nations and Manitoba
19 Hydro to address adverse environnmental effects to
20 heritage resources that nmay arise during the
21 construction phase of the Keeyask project.
22 The Prelimnary HRPP is nodelled after
23 the earlier Wiskwati m project but tailored by the
24 Partner First Nations to reflect their worldview

25 Thi s docunent provides a set of guidelines to the
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1 field construction and Manitoba Hydro staff

2 regarding the likely discovery of heritage

3 resources during construction.

4 Thi s docunment was crafted with core

5 Cree concepts, and Manitoba's Heritage Resources
6 Act providing the foundation. O nost inportance
7 were val ue and respect of key culture and tangible
8 heritage, keeping forenost the intangible

9 associ ati ons between the physical and cul ture,

10 stewardship of all persons, neaningful invol venment
11 of the Partner First Nations, and culturally

12 appropriate application of protocols within the
13 HRPP. But conpliance with the Act, the Mnitoba
14 Heritage Resources Act, is conpul sory.

15 This plan will be finalized after

16 recei pt of the licence terns and conditions and
17 approval fromthe Hi storic Resources Branch. It
18 wll be inplenented under the project's

19 envi ronnmental protection program nanaged by
20 Mani t oba Hydro on behal f of the partnership.
21 I n conclusion, heritage resources
22 wWithin the core study area will be lost, primarily
23 due to the reservoir inmpoundnment. This is
24 i nevitable. However, neasures are in place to

25 mtigate these | osses.
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1 To recap, those mtigation nmeasures

2 are current and ongoi ng sal vage prior to

3 construction, and a reservoir inmpoundment,

4 inplenmentation of ongoing shoreline nonitoring,

5 the Heritage Resources Protection Plan, the

6 Wat er ways Managenent Program and Manitoba Hydro's
7 system w de archeol ogi cal program

8 There is a positive side to the

9 heritage resources assessnment, however hunble it
10 may be. The project has afforded the opportunity
11 for archeol ogical investigations that may

12  otherwi se not have occurred. It echos what the

13 Partner Cree Nations have spoken, that they have
14 been living in their traditional |ands since tine
15 i mrenori al .

16 School designed prograns have provi ded
17 students with hands-on opportunities to work

18 alongside their elders and trained archaeol ogi sts.
19 For both the project and the Partner First

20 Nat i ons, greater understanding of the physical

21 evi dence of past peopl e has been nmade avail abl e.
22 Thank you.

23 MS. KINLEY: Thank you, Virginia.

24  And, M. Chairman, that concludes the presentation

25 of the Soci o-econonm ¢ Resource Use and Heritage
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1 Resour ces Panel .

2 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you, Ms. Kinl ey,
3 and thank you to the presenters.

4 Before we take a break, | have a

5 couple of things | want to say. Sonme people in
6 the room seemto have forgotten the adnoni shnent,
7 or ny adnoni shnent on the first day, or perhaps
8 they weren't present when | asked that

9 conversations in the roomnot happen. | don't

10 want to enbarrass people, but if it continues I
11 will call themout. It shows disrespect for the
12 presenters. And | would ask that if you need to

13 have a conversation, please |eave the room And

14 as | said on day one, take it down the hall, not
15 into the doorway.
16 Second thing, when we return we wll

17 begi n cross-exam nation. Qut of a sense of sone
18 fairness, |I'mgoing to change the order of

19 cross-examnation. |'mjust going to start

20 dropping down the list, so that the first group up
21 this nmorning will be the Peguis First Nation,

22 we'll then go down the list, and then return to

23 the top of the |ist.

24 W'l|l take a 15 m nute break and cone

25 back at 11:15, pl ease.
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(Proceedi ngs recessed at 11:00 a. m

and reconvened at 11:15 a.m)

THE CHAI RVAN:  Can we reconvene,
pl ease? We will begin cross-exam nation of the
soci o-econom ¢ panel. First up today is Peguis
First Nation, Ms. Quirguis.

M5. GURGU S: Thank you, M. Chair,
good norni ng conm ssi oners, good norning panel .

Thanks for your presentation yesterday and this

nmor ni ng.

As M. Chair has nentioned, ny nanme is
Cathy Guirguis. |'mcounsel for Peguis First
Nation. | believe sonme of you have net ny

col | eague, Lorraine Land, who was here at the
begi nning of the hearing. [1'll be here for the
next coupl e of weeks.

So | have a few thenmes of questions to
go through wth you based on the presentation and
based on the information on soci o-econom ¢
effects. And |I'm hoping not to take nmuch nore
t han an hour this norning.

So | wanted to start off just with
sonme of the information in the presentation in the
supporting volunme that tal ks about the Lake

W nni peg Regul ation and the Churchill R ver
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1 Di version. And you would agree that this has

2 created a major disruption to the water regine of
3 the Nel son watershed?

4 M5. KINLEY: Could you indicate to us
5 where you are speaking fron?

6 M5. GURGU S: Absolutely. So I'm

7 guoting from page 5133, | believe that's section

8 5.3.5.1.1 of the supporting volune. And it says

9 at the beginning of that section:

10 "Since the 1960s, the LWR and CRD

11 proj ects have changed the water regine
12 of the Nelson Red River resulting in
13 adverse effects on travel, access and
14 safety.”

15 MS. KINLEY: Yes, | have it now.

16 M5. GU RGU S: Thank you. You'd agree

17 with me that the LWR and CRD created a nmj or

18 di sruption of the water reginme of the Nel son River
19 watershed?

20 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

21 M5. GURGUS: And you' d agree with ne
22 that it has caused soci o-econom c inpacts to First
23 Nation communities such as the Keeyask Cree

24 Nat i ons, anong ot hers?

25 M5. KINLEY: Yes.
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1 M5. GQURAUJS: And in that sane

2 section, you have tal ked about the various other
3 agreenents that had been concluded, the Northern
4 Fl ood Agreenent in 1977, and ot her agreenents that
5 have been concluded with First Nation agreenents
6 to deal with those effects?

7 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

8 M5. GURAUJS: Are you aware of any

9 ot her agreenents about soci o-econom c inpacts

10 bet ween Manitoba Hydro and other First Nations in
11 t he Lake Wnni peg Regul ati on area that have dealt
12 with the inpacts fromchanges to the water regine
13 post Lake W nni peg Regul ati on?

14 M5. KINLEY: We are aware of other

15 agreenents with the Northern Fl ood Agreenent

16  communities.

17 M5. GURGUS: Sorry, what was that?
18 M5. KINLEY: We are aware of other

19 agreenents with the Northern Fl ood Agreenent

20 communities.

21 M5. GU RGU S: Flood agreenent

22 comunities, under the Northern Fl ood Agreenent is
23 what you're referring to?

24 M5. KINLEY: Yes, um hum

25 M5. GURGUS: Ckay. So does Manitoba
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1 Hydro have agreenments with First Nations with

2 respect to social and economi c inpacts fromthe

3 hydro systemin the north, or water managenent in
4 the north, about inpacts that have taken pl ace

5 upstreamin the Lake Wnni peg area?

6 M5. COLE: No, we do not.

7 M5. GURGU S. kay, thank you. So

8 you have al so noted in the soci o-econom ¢ vol une,
9 and if you' d like, | can get you the reference.
10 In the soci o-econom c volune at 2.2.2, overview of
11 hydro devel opnent, first order effects.

12 You nmade note that since the 1950s,
13 Mani t oba Hydro has been transform ng wat erways

14 that have changed water |evels, flows, character
15 of land, and the traditional territories of

16 various conmunities, and have greatly altered the
17 lives of the Keeyask Cree Nations, correct?

18 M5. KINLEY: Which page are you

19 specifically |ooking at?

20 M5. GQURGUS: Sorry, so it's section
21 2.2.2, page 2-10.

22 M5. KINLEY: Um hum okay.

23 M5. GURGUS: So you would al so agree
24 with nme that this 50 years of transformation and

25 the 35 plus hydro projects of the waterways,
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nodi fi cations of the flows and | evel s have

i npacted other communities other than the Keeyask
Cree Nations, correct?

M5. KINLEY: We are aware of other
comunities, yes.

M5. GURGUS: Ckay. |If | can just
take you back, | think it was with you, M. Cole,
that ny col |l eague, Lorraine Land, she had a
conversation with you about whether or not soneone
at Manitoba Hydro, or anybody at Manitoba Hydro
was aware of the clains that nmy client, Peguis
First Nation, has against Hydro for flooding in
their conmunities, that they attribute to the
managenent of water in the north by Hydro, and
t hat they have been very voiceful and very open
about the devastation that their comunity has
felt. That's correct, right?

M5. COLE: | amaware that that's the
position of your client, Peguis First Nation, and
certainly we did discuss that when Ms. Land was
her e.

M5. GQURGUS: Oay. So with that
know edge, though, there's no analysis or
assessnment of potential social and economc

i npacts upstreamin the Lake W nni peg area?
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1 M5. COLE: The purpose of the Keeyask

2 Environnental | npact Assessnent is to assess the

3 ef fects of Keeyask. The purpose is not to assess
4 the effects of all past devel opnents, with the

5 exception of where those effects may overlap with
6 the effects of the Keeyask generation project. So
7 the extent that we have | ooked at past

8 devel opnments, it's to | ook at where those effects
9 may overlap with the potential effects of the

10 Keeyask generation project.

11 M5. GURGUS: Cay. So you would

12 agree with me, though, that you're not | ooking at
13 t he Keeyask generation project as a silo, as just
14 one piece? You are looking at it in ternms of how
15 it adds to the existing system correct?

16 M5. COLE: We did al so have that

17 conversation when Ms. Land was here, and we did

18 tal k about the potential for systemeffects as

19 part of the physical environnment panel, as well as
20 t he panel and approach to the regulatory
21 assessnment. And during the course of that
22 conversation, it was stated quite clearly by
23 M. Renpel, in both cases, that we did | ook at the
24 potential for systemeffects and the changes to

25 the operation of our systemas a result of
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1 Keeyask. And that we do not believe that there

2 wll be any discernible effects as a result of the

3 addi ti on of Keeyask into Manitoba Hydro's

4 i ntegrated system

5 So given that, from our perspective

6 there woul d not be overlap outside of the areas

7 t hat have been discussed with respect to Keeyask

8 interms of effects.

9 M5. GQURGUS: So given that then, |
10 take your position to be that there was no need to
11 do any kind of investigation or assessnent rel ated
12 to ny client's concerns about the potential, the
13 exi sting and the potential socio-econonic effects?
14 M5. COLE: In ternms of socio-economc
15 effects, while not specifically identified, we do
16 | ook at pathways of effects from our projects.

17 And one of the primary pathways of effects for

18 communities is, specifically in relation to social
19 and econom c effects, are pathways of effects

20 linked to enpl oynent. And so those pat hways woul d
21 have been considered within the context of your

22 client and wthin the northern Aboriginal region.
23 M5. GQURGUS:. Ckay. So let's go on
24 fromthere in terns of the exanple of enploynent.

25 Because that | eads nme to anot her question that |
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1 had. You did highlight in the presentation the

2 benefits that are going to cone fromthe project,
3 t he enpl oynent opportunities that are going to be
4 there that were never there before.

5 Wuld it be fair to say that assessing
6 the project, |ooking at the project conponents and
7 doing this assessnent, is also an opportunity to

8 find ways, or to highlight ways in which it's

9 going to inprove the current situation that

10 currently exists?

11 M5. KINLEY: In doing a socio-economc
12 assessnment, we | ook at what the positive effects
13 may be of a devel opnment, and the adverse effects.
14 And fromthe point of view of a practitioner doing
15 envi ronnment al assessnent, we very nuch want to

16 reduce the adverse effects and enhance the

17 positive effects of a devel opnent, to the extent
18 that that's feasible. That's part of what we do
19 in working with people.

20 M5. GURGUS: GCkay. So you want to
21 reduce the adverse effects. And one of the things
22 that you used as an exanple was the enpl oynent and
23 that it's going to be adding a benefit. Wuld you
24 agree with nme that it's also an opportunity to

25 find ways -- let ne step back fromthat. The
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1 Keeyask generation project is adding to this

2 exi sting system So would you agree with nme that
3 one of the things that the assessnment can do, and
4 the review of this project can do, is provide an

5 opportunity to inprove on or mtigate existing and
6 potential inpacts that are ongoing, particularly

7 upstream of the entire systenf

8 M5. KINLEY: The focus, however, for

9 us as practitioners is to |l ook at the effects of
10 t he actual Keeyask project. |If those overlap with
11 ot her effects, we can | ook at those. But really
12 the primary consideration in doing an inpact

13 assessment is to |ook at the effects of a

14  devel opnent.

15 M5. GU RGU S: ay, thank you.

16 So we have heard a | ot about the

17 approach of the assessnent, the two tracks. And
18 in this panel, you discuss that again. And it's
19 evident that the concerns raised by the Keeyask

20 Cree Nations formed sonme of the basis for neasures
21 to deal with identified inpacts or potenti al

22 i npacts.

23 So if I can turn to the discussion in
24  the supporting volume about the disruption of

25 travel patterns al ong the Burntwood/ Nel son
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1 watershed because of decades of hydro devel oprent,

2 that's page 5-128.

3 M5. KINLEY: | have it, thank you.

4 M5. GQURGUS: So there you talk about
5 the reduced ability to travel, the inpacts on

6 activities and lifestyle. 1Is this only considered
7 then with respect to the four Keeyask Cree

8 Nat i ons?

9 MS. KINLEY: The discussion that's

10 included in this section focuses on the |ocal

11 study area where we expect there to be overl aps

12 wi th the Keeyask project. So this is the focus,

13 is in the local study area.
14 M5. GURAUS: Correct. The focus is
15 in the local study area. Did you only consider

16 the effects on nenbers of the Keeyask Cree

17 Nations, is ny question?

18 M5. KI NLEY: On travel ?
19 M5. GQURAUJS: Yes, on travel.
20 MS. KINLEY: As we nentioned, the

21 Wat er ways Managenent Programthat is in place, the
22 purpose of that is to provide safe travel for

23 everyone who uses that area.

24 M5. GURGU S: Ckay. What about for

25 the consideration of traditional |and uses? Was
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1 that only with respect to the Keeyask Cree

2 Nat i ons?

3 MS. KINLEY: Again, we |ooked at

4 effects with respect to the areas affected in the
5 | ocal study area. W have -- the majority of

6 information that we have is fromthe Keeyask Cree
7 Nations, fromthe Partner First Nations.

8 However, there certainly has been

9 efforts to obtain information from other

10  Aboriginal groups who may use that area for

11 traditional purposes. And in particular, there
12 was a study that -- there is a study that we're
13 hopi ng to see soon, that the MW is undertaking
14 with respect to traditional |and use and know edge
15 study with respect to that area.

16 M5. GQURGUS: Yes, | noted, so you
17 menti oned the MVF and you nentioned Pim ci kamak
18 Cree Nation. Any other First Nations that you're
19 taking steps to get that information fronf
20 M5. COLE: Wen we sat down and wal ked
21 t hrough the Regul atory Approach Panel, one of the
22 things we discussed is the extensive Public
23 | nvol verrent Program undertaken by the Partnership.
24  And the purpose of that programis to understand

25 per spectives and concerns with respect to the
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1 project, including potential traditional |and uses

2 and how people feel they may be affected by the

3 project froma w de variety of comunities,

4  organi zations and other groups. And that program
5 was quite extensive, took place throughout

6 Nort hern Manitoba, and included open houses as

7 wel | in Wnnipeg, Thonmpson and Gllam And that

8 PIP did provide informati on on potential use of

9 the area by others, including by the MM, which is

10 part of the reason that we're in discussion with

11 t hem
12 M5 GURGUS: Thank you for that. And
13 | think that it was di scussed before, | have

14 reviewed the transcripts | think with ny coll eague
15 in terms of when our client received the

16 invitation to cone. So | don't think that bears
17 repeati ng here.

18 But | amtrying to understand the

19 extent to which this panel -- this panel is

20 presenting on the social and econom c assessnent,
21 t he assessnent on social and economic effects. So
22 | amtrying to understand which First Nation

23 comunities were primarily involved, and what

24  proactive steps were taken to find out what the

25 soci al and econonic inpacts are on ot her
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1 communi ti es? Because we have heard a | ot about

2 the adverse effects agreenments concluded with

3 t hese conmunities. But |'m wondering whet her you
4 can confirmthat you never assessed such | and and
5 water use for other First Nation comunities,

6 except for the ones you have ongoing, which is

7 Pim ci kamek and MM, with respect to use in the

8 area of other First Nations such as ny client?

9 M5. COLE: Well, we have filed a

10 request for information fromthe Federal

11 Governnent, a response to CCEA 14, which includes
12 an assessnent of |and and resource use by not just
13 Pi m ci kamek and the MMF, but al so by Shamatt awa.
14 And to build a little bit on the lead into your
15 guestion, that is the entire purpose of the public
16 i nvol venent program is for the partnership to

17 meet with comunities, organizations and ot her

18 individuals to gain a better understandi ng of how
19 they believe they may be affected by the project.
20 That's the primary venue. Fromthere, there may
21 be other activities that take place, but that is
22  the purpose of the Public Involvenment Program

23 M5. GURGAUS: So the Public

24 I nvol venrent Program that's al ready taken place,

25 are there ongoing opportunities -- and | note that
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on one of your slides, I"'msorry, |I don't have the

nunber in front of nme, where you did nention that
you are undertaking these |and use studies with
MW, and possibly with Pimcikamak Cree Nation,
that you are open to receiving new information.
So is it the position of the Partnership that
there is a possibility to enter into further
adverse effects agreenents based on that new

i nformation?

M5. COLE: It would entirely depend on
the nature of the information that came forward
and what the effects may be.

M5. GURGU S: kay, thank you. So
part of what you were discussing, being the
adverse effects agreenents, with the four Keeyask
Cree Nations, |'massum ng that those woul d be an
i ncl usi ve schene about the proactive steps that
are being taken to ensure that the Keeyask Cree
Nat i on worl dvi ew about seeing thensel ves as
stewards of the environment -- that's correct,
right, that that's the Keeyask Cree worl dvi ew?

M5. COLE: Ask the Cree.

M5. GURGUS: Wuld that be fair to
say?

MR. BLAND: Just give ne one second.
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1 M5. COLE: Could you repeat the

2 question for us, actually? | don't know that it
3 was entirely clear.

4 M5. GURAJIS: Sure. The Cree

5 worldview sees the Cree people as stewards of the
6 envi ronment ?

7 MR. BLAND: Yes.

8 M5. GURGUS: GCkay. And so the

9 adverse effects agreenent, it sets out what

10 proactive steps are going to be taken to ensure
11 that that responsibility as being stewards of the

12 environnment is fulfilled?

13 MR. BLAND: One second, please?

14 M5. GURGAUJS: Sure.

15 MR. BLAND: No.

16 M5. GURGUS: GCkay. So going back to

17 what you were saying about the potential for --

18 l|"msorry, referring back to what you were saying
19 about the potential, based on the information that
20 you m ght receive about other First Nations being
21 interested that there's the possibility to enter
22 into these agreenents, is there also any

23 opportunity for First Nations that have concerns
24 in the area and also feel that it's the

25 responsibility of stewards of the environnment, is
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there that potential to conme to an agreenment about

fulfilling that responsibility, that obligation?

M5. COLE: | think we're confusing the
pur pose of the adverse effects agreenent and the
role of stewards of the environment. | don't view
the two as one in the sane, and | think Ted has
al so indicated they are not one in the sane.

Certainly, the goal of the
partnership, the goal throughout has been that we,
as nmuch as possible, mtigate adverse effects. So
t hat has been our prinmary goal, working together
to mtigate adverse effects. Then we have | ooked
to of fset any adverse effects -- first to avoid
adverse effects. That's been the first |evel.
Then we | ook to mtigate adverse effects then
offset. And then finally, we enter into adverse
effects agreenents. And on an ongoi ng basi s,
there's long-termnonitoring associated with the
project that also contributes to that role as
stewards. So it's a lot nore than just the
adverse effects agreenents that have been entered
into wwth the conmmunities.

M5. GURGUS: Cay. So | understand
your position, but that's not kind of a conplete

code.
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1 MR. BLAND: | was just wanting to add

2 tothat. | wll also be doing a presentation on
3 t he Movi ng Forward Panel probably early next week,
4 and that will discuss the nonitoring.

5 M5. GQURGUS:. Geat. Thank you for

6 that. That's hel pful. Because where this

7 guestion is going in ternms of, with respect

8 specifically to social and econom c i npacts,

9 whether there's the opportunity for other First
10 Nat i ons, or where does that space exist or where
11 does that opportunity exist for other First
12 Nations that are concerned about these effects to

13 have a rol e in ongoi ng nonitoring?

14 M5. COLE: Well, we do have a

15 nonitoring panel comng up, but 1'Il speak to it
16 at a high level. The Partnership, under the terns
17 of the licence, will be responsible for

18 undertaking nonitoring for this project. So the
19 partnership has devel oped nonitoring that it

20 believes is appropriate to understand the

21 experienced effects of the project and how wel |
22 mtigation is working. Al of the information

23 col l ected through that nonitoring programw || be
24 made publicly available, and there are contact

25 information on the partnership' s website,
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1 i ncl udi ng phone nunbers as well as e-mails. And

2 at any time, if there is a concern or an interest
3 to discuss further the results of nonitoring, or

4 the outcones of studies, that opportunity always
5 exists. Individuals, nmenbers of the public, other
6 First Nations are nore than welcone to contact us,
7 and we are nore than happy to sit down and neet at
8 any tinme and have a conversation about those

9 concer ns.

10 M5. GURGU S: So you're saying that
11 there's going to be no further opportunity for a
12 nmore formal role for other First Nation

13 conmmuni ti es?

14 M5. COLE: At this point intine, it's
15 the Partnership that is responsible for

16 undertaking nmonitoring related to the project. So
17 t he Partnership, which includes four First

18 Nat i ons, have devel oped a nonitoring program So
19 at this point in tine, no, there is no role for

20 your client specifically in that nonitoring

21 program

22 M5. GURGUS: GCkay. So | can take
23 that to al so nean that there would be no

24 opportunity, or significant opportunity for them

25 to be able to voice their specific concerns.




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 2053
1 M5. COLE: No, actually I don't

2 believe that's true. If your client has concerns
3 wth respect to the project, just as if anyone has
4 concerns with respect to the project, they are

5 nore than wel cone to contact the partnership at

6 any tinme. W take all concerns seriously and are
7 nore than willing to sit down and discuss the

8 effects of the Keeyask project with your client.

9 M5. GURGUS. Ckay. Thank you.

10 So | wanted to shift this to a

11 di scussion of the heritage study areas that we

12 just reviewed. And thank you for the information
13 about the sites that have been | ocat ed.

14 One clarification, when you are

15 tal ki ng about the heritage resources and the sites
16 t hat have been designated, that doesn't include
17 cerenoni al sites?

18 M5. PETCH. Not unl ess they have been
19 identified and reported to the Historic Resources
20 Branch and receive a nunber and are registered

21 with the Province.

22 M5. GURGUS: Cay. And for

23 identifying those sites, did you talk to any ot her
24 First Nations that have historically used the

25 area, or currently use the area, to identify and
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1 | ocate these sites and resources?
2 M5. PETCH. The existing site record
3 is based on the Province of Manitoba's Hi storic

4 Resources Branch's archeol ogi cal inventory. Al

5 sites that are registered with the Province were
6 the sites that were identified on the map and in
7 the report.

8 The sites that were added to the

9 inventory was sites that we, as an archeol ogi cal
10 team identified during our investigations over

11 the 13 years.

12 The Partner First Nations assisted us
13 in identifying areas based on cultural preference,
14  and through the oral tradition that have been

15 passed down to themfromtheir elders as to where
16 things had occurred in the tinme past. So that was
17 the record that was used.

18 M5 GURGAQUS: Ckay. So that would be
19 a no, that you didn't speak to any ot her First

20 Nat i ons?

21 MS. PETCH  Just the First Nations

22 wi thin the Partnership

23 M5. GURGUS: Thank you. And | would
24 assunme that that's the sane with respect to any

25 nmeasures that have been undertaken or agreed to,
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1 to prevent desecration of these sites, where that

2 has been undert aken?

3 M5. PETCH  The historic resources --
4 the Heritage Resources Act sets out in very clear
5 ternms the handling and managenent of heritage

6 resources within any particular area. So those

7 are the -- that is the basis that we use for

8 protecting and ensuring that sites are not going
9 to be danaged or desecrated. There are areas that
10 some of the elders told us about that have been
11 | ong gone due to natural events, fire, the natural
12 erosion of sone areas. So we know that there are
13 sonme sites that have been lost. But for

14 desecration of sites, it's very difficult to

15 nonitor huge areas froma provincial standpoint.
16 The Province relies on people within a conmunity
17 to identify and to keep an eye out on sone of the
18 sites. The Heritage Resources Protection Plan is
19 going to provide opportunities for ongoing

20 monitoring of sites within the area.

21 M5. GQURGUS: ay. |I'mnot sure if
22 that -- | appreciate the information but |I'm not
23 sure if that really answered what | was asking.
24 So is there no -- was there no

25 di scussion with the Keeyask Cree Nations about how
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1 to protect the sites?

2 M5. PETCH. The Heritage Resources

3 Protection Plan was devel oped with the Cree Nation
4 Partners and/or -- pardon nme, with the Partner

5 First Nations, and under the Historic Resources
6 Act. So there are a nunber of things that were
7 used, but the Partners certainly contributed

8 greatly to the drafting of the docunent. And it
9 is, as you will have read, that it is a very

10 culturally appropriate docunent that's been

11 approved by the First Nation Partners.

12 M5 GURGAQUS: Ckay. And so then ny
13 guestion is, it's been approved by these First

14  Nations, no other First Nations, correct?

15 MS. PETCH. They are the Partner First
16 Nations. It has to be approved by the H storic
17 Resources Branch once licensing is received.

18 M5. GURGUS: Ckay. So we'll take
19 that as a no other First Nations?

20 M5. PETCH  Also Vicky has just said,
21 it's a prelimnary plan inits first draft. And
22 so if there are other cooments, they wll be

23 included in the docunent.

24 M5. GURGUS: Oher comments just

25 fromthe public?
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MS. PETCH: | "' msure fromother First

Nat i ons, but right now we have a docunent in place
t hat has been devel oped by the Partner First
Nations with the historic, the Heritage Resources
Act as one of the conpul sory basis that we have
for nmonitoring and protection plans.

M5. GURGUS:. Cay. Thank you.

So the last theme | wanted to talk
about was the discussion of access to country
food. So the discussion of country foods and the
nmeasures you have noted as dealing with concerns
about inpacts on access to country foods, as |
understand it, much of the traditional way of
harvesting, including where it's going to be
harvested, is going to be displaced by this
project, correct?

MS. KINLEY: Could you say that again,
pl ease?

M5. GQURAJS: Sure. As | understand
it, nmuch of the traditional harvesting and where
it's going to be harvested is going to be
di spl aced by this project; is that correct?

MR MACDONELL: No, | don't think
that's correct.

M5. GURGUS: ay. So the
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1 of fsetting progranms of getting people to go

2 el sewhere for hunting and fishing, isn't that what
3 t hose prograns are?

4 MR. MACDONELL: They are to offset

5 sonme of the negative effects on resource

6 harvesting related to the project.

7 M5. GQURGUS: And offsetting it

8 through getting people to go el sewhere to access
9 these resources?

10 MR. MACDONELL: Yes, but | believe you
11  said "much".

12 M5. GURAUS: | believe | said,

13 sorry?

14 MR. MACDONELL: | believe that you

15 said "much” in the first statenment that you made.
16 M5. GURAJS: Mich of the traditional
17 harvesting, okay. So sone of the traditional

18 harvesting exercise of rights, access to resources

19 is going to be | ocated now el sewhere?
20 MR. MACDONELL: Correct.
21 M5. GURGUS: Cay. So you have

22 tal ked about how the Keeyask Cree Nations w |
23 have to go farther, have to change their regular
24 practices in order to get access to these foods.

25 That's correct?
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1 MR. MACDONELL: Sone of the nenbers

2 will need to travel farther, if they choose to do
3 so. The offsetting progranms provide the

4 opportunity for themto do that.

5 M5. GQURGUS: And so |l want to go to
6 the noted health concerns, that this could

7 interrupt, you know, the foods that they are used
8 to eating on a day-to-day basis, and those foods
9 are considered healthy. So now ny question is

10 whether you have considered i npacts on access to
11 country foods for other First Nations as well?

12 MR. MACDONELL: Could you be nore

13 speci fic about that question?

14 M5. GU RGU S: Absolutely.

15 So | believe, again earlier, at an

16 earlier panel, the terrestrial environnment panel,
17 ny col |l eague was speaking to sone of the panelists
18 about other First Nations, including ny client,
19 that traditionally hunt nobose, how the drop in
20 noose popul ati ons has pushed that harvesting
21 practice to the north. And that is an access to a
22 country food. And |I'm wondering whether or not
23 that social and econom c effect has been
24  considered here?

25 MR MACDONELL: Well, | think as Rob
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1 had nmentioned, that the terrestrial teamis well

2 aware of the issues with nbose nmanagenent, and

3 noose nmanagenent in other areas of the province.

4 If there is a need, or if there is

5 a -- if other resource users are planning on

6 comng north as a result of sone other issue down
7 south that's unrelated to the project, that

8 resource use i s going to happen regardl ess of

9 whether the project is there or not. And | think
10 what's inportant here is that with the project, we
11 have a nunber of things in place now, such as the
12 noose harvest sustainability plan, that can take
13 those sorts of potential increased harvest that

14 have nothing to do with the project into account,
15 and sort of basically ensures that we have a

16 sust ai nabl e harvest.

17 | just want to point out as well that
18 we have, | think the Partnership has no

19 under st andi ng of any plans of anybody to come into
20 the area to participate in noose hunting that's
21 not there currently.

22 M5. GU RGU S: But you are aware of

23 the col |l apse of the npose population in the south,
24  that has been discussed, and that that has neant

25 that there's further pressures com ng up north,
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right~

2 MR. MACDONELL: That could nean that
3 there's further pressures comng up north. W

4 don't expect people actually to cone into this

5 area just because of the |ow densities of npose,
6 but we can't predict where individual nopose

7 hunters will end up. But | think that anything

8 that's related to that will happen regardl ess of
9 whether the project is there or not. And | think
10 the conditions that are in place post project with
11 t he nobose harvest sustainability plan, neans that
12 we are actually in a better shape to handl e that

13 than we woul d be without the project.

14 M5 GU RGU S: But whether or not the
15 project is there, the project will have potenti al
16 i npacts on the noose popul ation in the area.

17 That's correct, right?

18 MR, MACDONELL: | think you would have
19 to direct that to the terrestrial people.

20 M5. GURGAUS: Yes. And | believe

21 that it was, so | know that this discussion has

22 taken place already. And so based on that, |I'm
23 trying to get an understandi ng of whether this

24  panel, and in this section, it's been considered

25 how access to country foods, nanely noose, is
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1 going to be inpacted for other First Nations?

2 MR. MACDONELL: | think that the

3 conclusions of the terrestrial teamwas that there
4 was a small unnoticeable effect to the noose

5 popul ation. | may be wong. | don't want to

6 speak for the terrestrial team But as | said,
7 any additional harvest that cones into the area
8 wll be coming in regardl ess of whether the

9 project is there or not. And the npose harvest
10 sustainability plan actually puts sonething in
11 place that will ensure that that resource is

12 harvested in a sustainabl e manner.

13 M5. GURGUS: And that the

14 availability of the country foods wll be there?

15 That the popul ati ons can sustain that kind of

16 i ncreased pressure?
17 MR. MACDONELL: | can't speak to
18 whether those populations -- | think, again, you

19 would have to put that to the terrestrial team

20 But, you know, | don't think that it's possible to
21 anticipate, although I think it is anticipated

22 that there's not going to be an increase in

23 harvest from outside areas just because of the

24 density of noose there. But | think that the fact

25 that the sustainability plan is in place there
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1 provi des an understandi ng of where npbose are

2 avai l abl e and where they aren't available. And

3 that the resource managenent board will be able to
4 take appropriate steps, and the First Nation take
5 appropriate steps to handl e any ot her additional

6 harvest that nmay take place that they have no

7 control over.

8 M5. GURAU S: Oay. And | take your
9 poi nt about the terrestrial environnment panel, and
10 | do believe it was discussed there. Wiy |I'm

11 putting the question here is because of the

12 identified socio-economc effect or VEC about

13 access to country foods.

14 So what | would like to confirmis

15 that there has been no analysis then of the

16 i npacts on access to noose by other First Nations
17 harvesting in the area?

18 MR. MACDONELL: | think at this point,
19 we are not aware of any other groups that are

20 comng into this area to harvest. W don't have
21 any under standi ng of any other groups that may be
22 comng into the area to harvest. And | think that
23 the terrestrial team and you'll have to speak to
24 the terrestrial team about their nodeling, has

25 i ncorporated the known and antici pated harvests
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1 into their nopose nodels. And that's where that

2 sustainability plan stands.

3 M5. GU RGU S: Thank you. Ckay.

4  Thank you. Those are all ny questions.

5 MR BLAND: | need to nake a

6 correction on the question where you asked about
7 t he adverse effects agreenment and whet her we

8 played a role in terns of stewardship.

9 W do have a stewardship program

10 environnental stewardship. It is funded, or wll
11 be funded by the First Nation in the agreenent.
12 But we also, as | pointed out, have a nonitoring
13 plan with the Keeyask Limted Partnership, and

14 that is where nost of our focus has been to

15 develop the nonitoring plan. And the stewardship
16 program that we have in our adverse effects

17 agreenents is kind of like something to fall back
18 on. And we're using the noney that's provided by
19 t he Partnership.

20 M5. GURAU S: Okay, thank you very
21 much for that.

22 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you,

23 Ms. Quirguis.

24 M. WIIlianms, you have about a half an

25 hour until |unch break.




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 2065
1 MR, W LLI AVS: |'"mnot sure if it's

2 good norni ng nenbers of the panel, or good

3 afternoon, | think I"'mright on the border.

4 THE CHAIRVAN:  [t's a mnute after

5 noon.

6 MR. WLLIAMS: Good afternoon nenbers

7 of the panel.

8 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you

9 MR WLLIAVMS: And also to nenbers of
10 the Hydro, excuse ne, the Partnership panel.

11 Just for the board and others in the
12 room we have pulled a few excerpts fromchapter 3
13 of the supporting materials of the partnership.

14 There's a few tables there. And rather than have
15 you flip back and forth, we thought that woul d be
16  useful.

17 Ms. Kinley, | believe that nost of ny
18 questions this norning will be for you. | know
19 you cone fromthat Intergroup stable of gifted

20 mat hematicians. | may have a couple of very basic
21 percentages. | don't know if you have a

22 cal cul ator nearby or if you wanted to borrow m ne
23 or just trust ne?

24 M5. MAYOR: Counsel advi ses agai nst

25 t hat .
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1 MR WLLIAMS: M learned friend,

2 Ms. Mayor, suggests get a cal cul ator.

3 And, Ms. Kinley, I will, fromtine to
4 tinme, be trying to reconcile sonme information in

5 chapter 3 of the soci o-econom c supporting

6 materials. So if you have that available, and

7 page 3-19, I'mnot going to be quite there but

8 we're going to be comng to that in a couple of

9 nonent s.

10 And | don't see the slides up on the
11  wall, but just to start with, perhaps we can go to

12 slide 477

13 MS. KINLEY: Ckay.
14 MR. WLLIAMS: Good afternoon,
15 Ms. Kinley. In ternms of direct inconme that may

16 flowinto the | ocal study area fromthe Keeyask
17 project, would | be correct in suggesting too that
18 there are three potential streans of direct

19 i nconme, being enpl oynent incone, business incone
20 and investnent income? Wuld that be fair?

21 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

22 MR, WLLIAMS: | can't hear you, |I'm
23 sorry?

24

»

KI NLEY:  Yes.

25

2

WLLIAVMS: And part of your
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1 exerci se that you conducted, along with your

2 col | eagues in chapter 3 of the socio-economc

3 supporting materials, was to provide sone

4 estimates in terns of two of those streanms of

5 di rect income, being enploynent incone and incone
6 from business. Agreed?

7 V5. KINLEY: Enpl oynment inconme was

8 estimated, direct enploynent inconme was estimated

9 in chapter 3. Business inconme was not, and equity
10 i ncone was not .
11 MR, WLLIAMS: Okay. W'Ill come back

12 to business inconme in just one second.

13 And of course, at |east conceptually,
14 there also could be indirect inconme flowing into
15 the local study area through multiplier effects.
16  Agreed?

17 MS. KINLEY: Correct, yes.

18 MR WLLIAMS: It would be fair to say
19 that for the purposes of your analysis in chapter
20 3 of the socio-economc materials, that you did
21 not attenpt a quantitative estimate of multiplier
22 effects within the |ocal study area?

23 M5. KINLEY: Correct. W used a

24 qual itative approach.

25 MR, WLLIAMS: Wthin chapter 3, we
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woul d not find any estimates of the potential

beneficial effect of conceivable future projects
such as Conawapa. Agreed?

M5. KINLEY: That's correct. The
overal | nethodol ogy that was used for the
assessnment only carried forward -- only carried
the cunul ative effects that are laid out in
chapter 6, we only carried those forward to | ook
at overlaps with future projects when they were
adverse. It was a conservative approach

MR WLLIAMS: And I'mnot criticizing
you for that, |I'mjust clarifying.

You woul d agree, though, that in the
event Conawapa does proceed, those persons wth
trai ning and experience with capital project
construction, such as involved as Keeyask, could
find their services in some demand?

M5. KINLEY: It depends on the tim ng,
yes.

MR. WLLIAVS: And so for those who
have acquired training, skills and experience on
t he wor kpl ace through their involvenent with
Keeyask, there are potentials for income benefits
beyond those presented in chapter 3 of your

report?
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1 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

2 MR, WLLIAMS: And this can go to you
3 or to Ms. Sanderson or M. Bland, to any of you.
4 But certainly part of the intent in terns of

5 creating a brighter future for the Keeyask Cree
6 Nations is the hope that the experience gained

7 t hrough Keeyask can be transferred into future

8 projects such as Conawapa. Agreed?

9 M5. KINLEY: If | can just clarify,
10 it's Ms. Anderson

11 MR WLLIAVMS: And | have dealt with
12 you before, Ms. Anderson, |'mvery sorry about

13 that. M apologies. You'll forgive nme?

14 M5. ANDERSON: No probl em
15 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you.
16 MR. BLAND: |In answer to that

17 guestion, yes.

18 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, back to

19 you. In terns of the business opportunities to
20 the KCN from the Keeyask project, we have al ready
21 di scussed in the course of this hearing, you wll
22 be aware of roughly 203 mllion associated with
23 directly negotiated contracts. Agreed?

24 M5. KINLEY: Yes, that's correct.

25 MR. WLLIAMS: And as an experienced
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1 anal yst, you would agree that the degree of profit

2 realized fromthose business ventures will depend
3 on a variety of circunstances, including efficient
4 managenent. Agreed?

5 MS. KINLEY: There are a variety of

6 factors invol ved.

7 MR WLLIAVMS: And one of those would
8 be efficient managenent?

9 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

10 MR. WLLIAMS: And you indicated

11 earlier that you didn't estimte the business

12 income fromthis project. D d | hear you

13 correctly before?

14 M5. KINLEY: The specific profit.

15 MR WLLIAMS: Right. But would it be
16 fair to say that in the course of chapter 3, you
17 gave sone insight into the potential magnitude of
18 the net income that mght flow fromthe directly
19 negotiated contracts? And if you need to refresh
20 your nmenory, | think it's pages 105 and 106, 3-105
21 and 106, and a little piece of that is in the

22 materi al s before the board.

23 M5. KINLEY: 105 and 106 you sai d?

24 MR WLLIAMS: Yes, with a 3 and a

25 dash in front of them
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1 M5. KINLEY: The table at page 3-105,

2 table 3-25 deals with an estimate of gross

3 enpl oyment i nconme fromthe Keeyask Generation

4 Proj ect.

5 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, |'mjust

6 directing your attention to the bottom of 3-105,
7 and as it flips over into 3-106.

8 M5. KINLEY: Okay. Yes, | see that.
9 MR WLLIAMS: It would be fair to say
10 that in the course of your production of this

11 chapter, you did provide an order of magnitude

12 sense of where the business incone mght flow,

13 assum ng efficient managenent as well as targeted

14 return of 10 percent. Fair enough?

15 M5. KINLEY: That's a very, yes,
16 very --
17 MR. WLLIAMS: Wre you going to say

18 very good?

19 M5. KINLEY: It's an estinate.

20 MR WLLIAMS: Yes, it's an estinate,
21 sorry. And in essence, you said that assum ng
22 ef ficient managenent, you m ght be | ooking at

23 busi ness income fromthe DNC, or directly

24 negoti ated contracts, upwards or beyond

25  $15 mllion. Fair enough?
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1 MS. KINLEY: That's what it says.

2 MR. WLLIAMS: And of that, it would
3 be fair to say that assumng it was in the range
4 of 15 to $20 mllion, that not all of that would
5 flowto the Keeyask Cree Nations due to the

6 partnership nature of their arrangenments on direct
7 negoti ated contracts?

8 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

9 MR WLLIAVS: Based on this order of
10 magni tude estimate, would it be fair to assune

11 that a reasonabl e upper bound, in terms of net

12 income fromthe business, would be in the range of
13  $10 million, Ms. Kinley?

14 M5. KINLEY: 1'd rather not specul ate

15 on that.

16 MR WLLIAVMS: It would be | ess than
17 15?

18 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

19 MR WLLIAMS: Yes. And when we | ook

20 at that estimate of less than $15 million for the
21 Keeyask Cree Nations in ternms of business incone,
22 we are tal king over the life of the project,

23 agreed, that tenporal tinme frame?

24 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

25 MR WLLIAMS: So we're not talKking
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that as an annual figure, but as a figure that one

m ght expect assum ng efficient managenent over
t he Keeyask construction experience. Agreed?

M5. KINLEY: | believe that's correct.

MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, if you --
within the little cheat sheets | handed out, if
you wanted to direct your attention to table 3-5,
which is found at page 3-32. And, Ms. Kinley, if
you al so had page 3-19 avail able for you?

Now, Ms. Kinley, when | | ook at table
3-5, am| correct in suggesting to you that this
is a table portraying the estimated Keeyask | abour
supply -- excuse nme, the estinmated |abour supply
of the Keeyask Cree Nations, roughly juxtaposed
agai nst sone of the significant job categories
associ ated wi th Keeyask?

M5. KINLEY: That's correct.

MR. WLLIAMS: Not a very well asked
guestion, but thanks for bearing with ne.

And just a point of clarification,
first of all, under the 2014 year, and you have
got in terns of the KCN | abour who were invol ved
in the HNTElI, you have set out 95 individuals who
were trained with regard to construction support

and service trades. Agreed?
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1 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

2 MR. WLLIAMS: Now, Ms. Kinley, to get
3 nore precision of that figure of 95, and if you do
4 need to check, you can check on page 3-19, am|l

5 correct in suggesting to you that 95 persons was

6 conposed of 47 in construction support and 48 in

7 busi ness and managenent ?

8 M5. KINLEY: That's right.
9 MR WLLIAVMS: So in terns of the KCN
10 i ndi vi duals who were trained in business and

11 managenent, they woul d not be classified a part of

12 the supervisory stream they were intended to be

13 streaned into construction support. | amright on
14 that?

15 And just for the powerpoint person,

16 you m ght want to -- we'll probably be turning to

17 slide 33 in a couple of nonents.

18 M5. KINLEY: Could you ask your

19 guestion agai n?

20 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, |I'mjust

21 focusing on the 48 persons trained in business and
22 managenment. And I'mtrying to get ny head around
23  whether they were nore properly designated for

24  supervisory positions, or whether they are

25 properly designated in construction support and




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 2075
1 servi ce trades?

2 M5. KINLEY: Sorry, | just wanted to
3 confirm about the HNTElI training. The types of
4 trades, or types of skills that we're talking

5 about are clerical, also conputer application,

6 accounting, adm n. support, post-secondary

7 upgradi ng, and that type of thing.

8 MR. WLLIAMS: Oay. Thank you for
9 that.
10 So would | be correct in suggesting

11 that within the HNTEI, there was not really

12 training towards the supervisory streanf

13 M5. KINLEY: Again, I'd like to confir
14 the details.

15 ["11 just confirmfor you that, first
16 of all, that the HNTElI training programwas a

17 comuni ty-based training -- sorry, it was a

18 comuni ty-based training program undertaken with
19 the Partner Cree Nations, plus Manitoba Metis

20 Federation, MKO as well. The focus of each of

21 t hose conmunity-based training prograns was -- the
22 focus was undertaken by, or it was designed by

23 each of the individual comunities that were

24 | eading that training in their comunities. To ny

25 knowl edge, there was not a supervisory training
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1 program per se that was identified as part of any

2 of those training prograns.

3 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you.

4 And certainly to Ms. Anderson or

5 M. Bland, hopefully | have got Ms. Anderson's

6 name correct now, if there's anything you'd |ike

7 to add to Ms. Kinley's answer, please feel free.

8 M5. ANDERSON: So | just want to add

9 that we did provide training plans for nenbers who
10 took training, and sone of them the types of

11 training that they took, we are hoping that they

12 will lead to supervisory positions. So that's
13 our -- in Fox Lake anyway.
14 MR. BLAND: In our partnership with

15 Fox Lake and Sodexo, we also built that in as part
16 of one of our nechanisnms is to have our staff nove
17 up in terns of hierarchy, and go in to the

18 supervisory roles. One second. W do have a red
19 seal chef because Sodexo is catering, we do have
20 one of our own nenbers who is a red seal chef who
21 is working with our nenbers and people that are

22 interested in taking cooking up to another |evel,
23 he's there to help and he's there to train people,
24 and nove up.

25 MR, W LLI AVS: | have a bit of a cold.
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1 | have heard you, but -- so can | just, I'Il ask

2 Ms. Anderson, and back to you, M. Bl and.

3 Ms. Anderson, just so | understand, in
4 terns of the HNTEl training undertaken within Fox
5 Lake, would it have been the hope or expectation

6 that it would lead to, sone of the positions would
7 | ead to supervisory positions, either within Hydro
8 or contractor supervisory positions?

9 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, | think all of our
10 menbers had that goal in mnd. They want to

11 advance their training and go higher up, not just
12 stay at a stagnant |evel.

13 MR WLLIAVS: And, M. Bland, would
14 that be fair as well to suggest that within those
15 taking training at York Factory, one of the

16 obj ectives woul d have been to nove into

17 supervi sory positions?

18 MR, BLAND: Yes.
19 MR WLLIAVS: Now, Ms. Kinley,
20 still want to stay on slide -- excuse ne, not

21 slide, but table 3.5. And here is where you can
22 ei ther accept ny math subject to check or put ne
23 to the test of your calcul ator.

24 Focusing, | want to direct your

25 attention to the estinmate by the partnership in
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terms of the KCN | abour supply resulting fromthe

HNTEl as of 2014. Wuld | be correct in
suggesting to you that roughly 13 percent of the
i ndi vidual s trai ned through the HNTElI were trained
for the purposes of a designated trade?

And, Ms. Kinley, just so you
understand ny math, | am suggesting 31 divided by
242 wll yield 13 percent?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR, WLLIAMS: And simlarly, when we
nove over one colum to the estinmated KCN tota
| abour supply related to Keeyask, would | be
correct in suggesting to you that the designated
trade popul ation as a whole was roughly
18 percent, derived by dividing 85 by 4807?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR WLLIAMS: And, Ms. Kinley, am|
correct in suggesting to you that carpenters
account for nore than one-half of the KCN nenbers
in the designated trades? |It's not on that table.
If you need a reference, it's page 3-32.

W1l you accept that subject to check
or do you want to go check ne up, Ms. Kinley?

M5. KINLEY: Further down that page,

it says 45 percent.
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MR WLLIAMS: | think 45 got trained

through the HNTEI. | just want to go a little
farther and suggest to you that within the tota
popul ati on of the designated trades, nore than
hal f of the KCN nenbers within that category are
carpenters.

Ms. Kinley, it's page 3-32, if you
need a reference?

M5. KINLEY: Yeah.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Per haps we can take a
break for lunch and they can find a response over
[unch. So we'll cone back at 1:30.

(Proceedi ngs recessed at 12:30 and

reconvened at 1:30 p.m)

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, we will
reconvene. M. Wllianms, | think you were
awai ti ng an answer, were you not?

MR. WLLIAMS: Yes. And Ms. Kinley,
you woul d agree that half of the trade positions
associated with the -- in terns of the Keeyask
Cree Nation are carpentry positions?

M5. KINLEY: Yes, it says carpenters
account for nore than half of the KCN nenbers in
t he designated trades.

MR, WLLIAMS: Just if we could go
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1 into the CAC exhibit and to the table being table

2 3-22, that is on page 3-95 of the handout.

3 Ms. Kinley, | want to direct your

4 attention to the bottomline of that table where
5 you will see that the estimted total demand

6 associated wth the Keeyask project is 4,218 EFTs,
7 or equivalent full tines. Agreed?

8 M5. KINLEY: 4,218 person years.

9 MR. WLLIAMS: Person years. Thank
10 you for that.

11 And Ms. Kinley, in ternms of that

12 demand, would | be correct in suggesting to you
13 that it is the designated trades which is the

14  single highest conmponent of the estimted demand

15 for the Keeyask project?

16 M5. KINLEY: We would have to check
17 that in terns of, | think it is in one of the

18 other -- yes, correct.

19 MR. WLLIAMS: And designated trades

20 account for roughly 1 in 3 of the total estinmated
21 person years associated with Keeyask. Agreed?

22 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

23 MR WLLIAVS: And then if we threwin
24 supervi sory positions, those two categories, being

25 desi gnat ed trades and supervisory, woul d account
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for well over half of the person years associ at ed

w th Keeyask. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR, WLLIAMS: And Ms. Kinley, when we
direct our mnd back to the Keeyask Cree Nati ons,
you woul d agree with nme in terns of their
avai l abl e | abour force, it is in the designated
trades and the supervisory positions where they
are relatively weak in ternms of nunbers. Agreed?

Ms. Kinley, to put it another way, the
hottest demand from Keeyask is in the designated
trades, and that is a relatively small percentage
of the Keeyask Cree Nations avail abl e | abour
force. Agreed?

M5. KINLEY: | wouldn't use the word
hottest, but | would say the |argest demand is for
desi gnat ed trades, yes.

MR. WLLIAVMS: So you are agreeing
with nmy proposition?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR WLLIAVMS: And in essence, there
is to sone degree a skills m smatch between what
the project requires and what is currently
avai |l abl e fromthe Keeyask Cree Nations. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: A construction project of
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1 this kind has a | arge requirenment for designated
2 trades and supervisory skills. | don't think it
3 would ever be a -- it would be anticipated that

4 the community, the Keeyask Cree Nations or the

5 partner First Nations would have the ability to

6 fulfill the scale of designated trades and

7 supervi sory positions that are required of a

8 project of this magnitude.

9 MR WLLIAMS: It would be fair to say
10 that the skill sets which are nost available to
11 t he Keeyask Cree Nations are in relatively | ow
12 demand in the Keeyask project, as conpared to the
13 desi gnat ed trades?

14 M5. KINLEY: In the matching that was
15 done between the skill sets in the Partner Cree
16 Nations, Partner First Nations, and the project,
17 there was substantive uptake of substantive

18 opportunities for the skill sets that are in the
19 Keeyask Cree Nati ons.

20 MR. WLLIAMS: No doubt, M. Kinley.
21 But there just weren't a |lot of people fromthe
22 Keeyask Cree Nations in that designated trade

23 area. Agreed?

24 M5. KINLEY: In the designated trade

25 area there are not a huge nunber of people who are
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1 avai l abl e to take those positions. That was one

2 of the reasons that the HNTElI program was brought
3 into place, was to try to increase the skill set

4 relative to the project.

5 MR WLLIAMS: But of course, if we

6 | ook at the HNTEI program only 13 per cent of the
7 Keeyask popul ation who took it were in the

8 desi gnated trades?

9 MS. KINLEY: Correct. The other thing
10 we should note, though, is that each of the

11 comunities that undertook a community based

12 training programunder HNTElI chose to -- chose the
13 types of places to focus that training. And so |
14 think the other, I won't speak for the Cree

15 Nations, but there are -- the focus of the

16 progranms was where they felt that they wanted the
17 efforts to be placed, and that al so included skil
18 sets that were relevant to the comunities

19 thenselves, in transferable skills that could be
20 used in other locations in the region, and in the

21 comunity itself.

22 MR. WLLIAMS: Fair enough.
23 Ms. Kinley, | want to turn to a
24 different subject, related but different. | see

25 you have a note there if you want to --
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1 MS. KINLEY: That's fine.

2 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, it would be
3 fair to say, |looking at the potential |abour force
4 anong northern Aboriginal residents, that it has

5 been growing quite rapidly. Agreed?

6 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

7 MR. WLLIAMS: And you woul d agree

8 wth nme that one of the key factors in the growth
9 of the northern Aboriginal |abour force is the

10 relatively high proportion of that population in

11 t he younger age groups. Agreed?

12 MS. KINLEY: Yes.
13 MR. WLLIAMS: And | ooking forward now
14 i nstead of backward, it would be fair to say that

15 we woul d expect continued relatively rapid growth
16 of the northern Aboriginal |abour force. Agreed?
17 M5. KINLEY: | would say relative to
18 the Manitoba | abour force, the rate of growth is
19 slowing slightly in the Aboriginal popul ation, but
20 nevertheless it is a growi ng segnent of the

21 popul ati on and the | abour force.

22 MR. WLLIAMS: And one of the drivers
23 | ooking forward is, again, that relatively younger
24 proportion of the Aboriginal popul ation who are

25 younger ?
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MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR. WLLIAVS: Now, Ms. Kinley, going
back to table 3-5, you present for the purposes of
your nodeling exercise the KCN | abour supply
results from 2014, and then you project them
forward to 2021. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR WLLIAVS: And would it be fair to
say that over that 7 year period you project quite
relatively small growth from 2014 through to 20177
Only 35 persons, agreed?

M5. KINLEY: Um hum yes.

MR. WLLIAMS: And roughly, if we took
that 35 over 480, that would be roughly 7 per cent
grow h over a 7 year period, Ms. Kinley. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR WLLIAMS: Wuld it be fair to say
that one of the limting factors in terns of the
grow h of a | abour force, a trained | abour force,
with the skills for Keeyask, is the absence of
comunity training opportunities such as those
of fered through HNTEI ?

MS. KINLEY: The HNTEI was a maj or
effort between 2002 and 2010 that did result in

substantive training that was undertaken. There
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1 are other training opportunities beyond that but

2 they aren't of the scale of the training that was
3 undert aken for HNTEI

4 MR. WLLIAMS: Fair enough. And

5 have your point about the scale. And it would

6 al so be fair to say that the extent there may be

7 opportunities for training new young | abour force
8 entrants fromthe KCN communities, they would tend
9 to be in regional centres such as Thonpson and The
10 Pas, rather than in the KCN communities?

11 M5. KINLEY: | don't think that | can
12 of fer you a specific answer to that question.

13 Each of the comrunities under HNTElI has devel oped
14 a community based training facility or a training
15 capacity. If you look at the training centre in
16 Nel son House, for exanple, that is a facility that
17 continues on today.

18 MR WLLIAVMS: That was Nel son House
19 you were speaking of ?

20 M5. KINLEY: Yes, |I'mjust giving you
21 an exanpl e.

22 MR WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, if you need
23 a reference it is on this very page. But isn't

24  sonme of the driving factors between the relatively

25 low growth in the trained | abour force avail able
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1 for Keeyask driven by the fact that there is |ess

2 training opportunities and they are tending to be
3 offered in places far away? That's why you

4 projected sl ower growh. Agreed?

5 M5. KINLEY: That's fair.

6 MR, WLLIAMS: Was that a yes?

7 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

8 MR. WLLIAMS: You probably don't need

9 to turn there, but slide 31 if that will help.

10 Ms. Kinley, you will agree that in
11 terms of the Hydro Northern Training and

12 Enpl oynent Initiative, there were roughly about
13 595 participants who conpleted training in job
14 categories required for the project construction.

15 Agr eed?

16 M5. KINLEY: That's what it says, yes.
17 MR WLLIAMS:  Yes?

18 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

19 MR WLLIAVMS: And it would be fair to

20 say that many of those individuals have already

21 got experience in construction through the

22 Wiskwat i m project. Agreed?

23 | don't need a nunber. |1Is that a safe
24 proposition, M. Kinley?

25 M5. KINLEY: | don't know how many,
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1 would say sone.
2 MR. WLLIAMS: You don't track?
3 M5. COLE: W do. If you will give us
4 a nonent, | will get a nunber for you.
5 MR, WLLIAMS: Sorry, M. Cole,
6 m sunder st ood your answer. |'mnot |ooking -- so

7 t here has been sone, okay.

8 Ms. Kinley, let's take a hypotheti cal
9 exanpl e of a high school graduate from one of the
10 KCN communities in 2019? Let's assune that person
11 is aspiring to work on the next project, Conawapa.
12 Wuld it be fair to say that that person m ght be
13 di sadvantaged in two regards? First, they m ght

14 not have access to the HNTEl progranm ng; and

15 second, that they would | ack the experience of

16 working on projects |ike Keeyask and Wiskwat i nf?
17 M5. COLE: It is not entirely possible
18 for us at this point to specul ate ahead to

19 Conawapa. Certainly someone graduating from high
20 school woul d not have the opportunity to

21 participate in HNTEI, which was undertaken

22 specifically for the purposes of Keeyask and

23 Wiskwatim But that doesn't necessarily negate
24  that Manitoba Hydro and potentially other funders

25 wouldn't look at offering a program for Conawapa.
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1 So it is certainly sonmething that is being

2 considered wthin the context of that project, but
3 | don't think it is fair to say that that type of
4 training doesn't exist.

5 MR, WLLIAMS: Let's back up, M.

6 Cole, if you would for a second? Let's take that
7 sanme graduate, but let's assune it is 2015 that

8 they graduate. Their ability to conpete for jobs
9 related to Keeyask, | will suggest to you, is

10 i npai red by the absence of HNTEI ?

11 M5. KINLEY: | think it depends on the
12 type of work, the type of skill, the type of job
13 that we are speaking about. And | think it is

14 al so inportant to point out that the project has a
15 nunber of other nmeasures that will give an

16 advant age to people who are fromthe Partner First
17 Nations. First and forenost is the preference

18 systemthat's been put in place that provides

19 first preference to those people in the

20  Churchil I/ Burntwood/ Nel son area for all who can be
21 brought into those jobs, they have first

22 preference. And for the Partner First Nations,

23 that includes people | ocated anywhere within the
24 Provi nce of Manitoba, not just Northern Mnitoba.

25 So that is a very substantive advant age t hat
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1 people fromthe Partner First Nations would have.

2 The other thing that would give the

3 person in 2015 an advantage is that direct

4 negoti ated contracts are -- there are a series of
5 direct negotiated contracts that are being -- that
6 are sitting with the Partner First Nations. One
7 of the advantages of the direct negotiated

8 contracts is that under section 2.9 of the

9 Bur nt wood/ Nel son Agreenent, those firns can

10 directly hire people, they don't have to go

11 through the job order process. So there is an

12 extra advantage for people who are able to connect
13 with those firns in the Partner First Nations and
14 can be hired directly on.

15 MR. WLLIAMS: And thank you for that.
16 For a recent graduate seeking to work
17 on the project, otherwi se than the DNC, they would
18 still face the barriers of |ack of training.

19 Agr eed?

20 M5. COLE: Not necessarily. It would
21 entirely depend on the type of job they were

22 interested in seeking on the project and the

23 nature of the skills required to undertake that

24  job.

25 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you.
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Ms. Kinley, going to your nodeling

exercise, in ternms of the estimates for jobs for
the KCN in ternms of Keeyask, you estimated a | ow
estimate of the nunmber of jobs and a high estimate
of the nunmber of jobs. Agreed?

M5. KINLEY: Yes, that's right.

MR. WLLIAMS: And within your node
you allowed for and incorporated recognition of
certain barriers to enploynment. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR WLLIAVMS: One of those barriers
was the extent to which |ocal trades people and
HNTEI trai nees had appropriate and sufficient work
experience to be treated as qualified. Agreed?

MS. KINLEY: Yes.

MR. WLLIAMS: Another of the barriers
whi ch you recogni zed and i ncorporated into your
nodel was the extent to which qualified workers
woul d be attracted to work on project construction
j obs. Agreed?

M5. KINLEY: Yes, it is not the type
of work for everyone.

MR, WLLIAMS: And, Ms. Kinley, as you
were one of the key authors of this chapter, |

want to explore these barriers a little bit
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1 further for the next couple of mnutes. Ckay?
2 MS. KINLEY: Um hum
3 MR WLLIAMS: | don't think that you

4 need to turn there, but around pages 327 to 329 of
5 this chapter -- it is not in the handout.

6 M5. KINLEY: | will just get them so
7 we are on the sane page.

8 MR, WLLIAMS: And, Ms. Kinley, |I'm

9 not quoting anything, but would it be fair to say
10 that within the KCN, one of the barriers that

11 their conmunities face is underfunding of

12 on-reserve schools. Wuld that be fair enough?
13 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

14 MR. WLLIAMS: And anot her chall enge,
15 and certainly if M. Bland or Ms. Anderson want to
16 fill in, I"'mfocusing on the nodel, but if I'm

17 m sstating anything, you will just correct ne.

18 Another challenge within those conmunities is that
19 the students expecting to work on hydroel ectric
20 program devel opnents were not taking the courses
21 required for those jobs, such as sciences and

22 math. That's a challenge that you have identified
23 in your report?

24 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

25 MR WLLIAVS: And it would be fair to
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1 say that another challenge identified in your

2 report was the shortfalls in terns of avail able

3 chil dcare which woul d gi ve people the freedomto

4 take courses. That was another barrier

5 identified. Agreed?

6 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

7 MR. WLLIAMS: And noving from

8 training towards enploynment, it would be fair to

9 say that another challenge identified in your

10 report, again related to childcare and the

11 chal I enges of assuming full-time job

12 opportunities, given childcare responsibilities.
13 Agr eed?

14 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

15 MR. WLLIAMS: If you just want to

16 turn to slide 42 for a second, and Ms. Cole, this
17 m ght be you or it mght be M. Bland and

18 Ms. Anderson, | will leave it up to your panel

19 Recogni zing infrastructure deficits within the KCN
20 communities, | would be fair in suggesting that

21 one of the hopes of the Partnership is that incone
22 fromequity investnments mght be used to invest in
23 comunity infrastructure. Agreed?

24 MR. BLAND: Yes.

25 MR, WLLIAMS: Wat |'m asking,
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1 t hough, is apart fromequity investnents in
2 infrastructure, are there any other commtnents or
3 investnments fromthe Partnership focused on those

4 system c barriers such as |ack of affordable

5 chil dcare, such as underfunding in the education
6 syst enf

7 | leave that to any of the panel

8 menbers.

9 MR BLAND: | would -- we have a

10 previous agreenent, it is the 1995 inpl enmentation
11 agreenent that we signed with Manitoba Hydro, and
12 through that agreenent we had built a trust debt
13 that identify -- not identify -- we identified

14 sonme of our problenms that we had in our comunity
15 and we tried to inplenent funds fromthe trust to
16 of fset some of the cost of problens or issues in
17 different areas such as educati on.

18 MR. WLLIAMS: Oay. M. Bland, would
19 it be fair to say that for your comrmunity those
20 deficits in education and in childcare continue to
21  exist?

22 MR. BLAND: Yes. | talked about it

23 before when | nmade a presentation in York Landing,
24 and | was quite frank about what we thought the

25 Federal Government provided for First Nation was,
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1 you know, second rate | guess conpared to the

2 general popul ati on of Manitoba.

3 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you.
4 Ms. Anderson, |I'mnoving on to a
5 different question, | didn't know if there was

6 anyt hing you wi shed to add or not? Don't feel

7 obliged to, but if I left you out

8 M5. ANDERSON: Well, for Fox Lake W
9 Have The Sane Concerns Regarding Qur federa

10 funding for our school. W do get |ess for our
11 students. And you know, sane with Provincial

12 funding for childcare, there is no funding

13 provi ded to our conmunity either, although there
14 is opportunities for those who live in Gllam

15 t hey can now access childcare through -- there is
16 a new daycare there. But we face the sane funding
17 i ssues as York Landing, and |'m sure other First

18 Nati on comrunities throughout Northern Manit oba.

19 Thanks.
20 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you for that.
21 M5. KINLEY: Could | also put on the

22 record too, one of the IRs, CFLGC 21, and that one
23 provi des a nunber of initiatives undertaken by
24 Mani t oba Hydro to deal with sone of the barriers,

25 bursari es and schol arshi ps, Abori gi nal
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pre-pl acenent, pronoting Aboriginal skills

devel opment and enpl oynent and so on. Just so the
record is full with respect to other initiatives.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ms. Kinley, could you
pull the mc in closer when you are respondi ng
because | can't hear your response.

M5. COLE: | would also like to add to
the response. W did actually answer a CAC IR
that was very simlar in nature asking
specifically about funding for a high school. And
in the response to that IR, the Partnership did
indicate that funding for capital projects is
really beyond the scope of the responsibility for
t he Keeyask Hydropower Limted Partnership, and
on-reserve education is the responsibility of the
Federal Governnent. However, the Partnership has
wor ked very hard within | guess what is its
responsibility to provide every opportunity
possi ble to create enpl oynent and training
opportunities, and to enhance the ability of not
just KCN workers, but Aboriginal workers in the
north to receive enploynent on our projects, both
at Manitoba Hydro and within the Keeyask project.

MR. WLLIAMS: M. Cole, you are not

di sagreeing with ny proposition that there are
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1 addi tional barriers facing the nmenbers of these

2 comunities, you are just disagreeing with ny

3 prem se that this is something that the

4 Partnership, as part of building capacity in the
5 comunity, should be addressing?

6 M5. COLE: | think it is up to each

7 Partner First Nation to deci de whether to address
8 those barriers with income they receive through

9 the project. They will have additional

10 di scretional inconme through the project that they
11 certainly decide. The barriers that you have

12 described and that are noted in the EIS are

13 barriers faced by pretty nmuch every Abori gi nal

14 community across this country. They are well

15 known barriers.

16 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, | want to
17 go back to your nodeling of enploynent prospects
18 for a nonent. And you will agree with ne, and you
19 have al ready di scussed that you identify somne
20 chal l enges to people getting jobs or wanting the
21 jobs already within the nodel ?
22 MS. KINLEY: Yes.
23 MR WLLIAMS: Wuld it be fair to say
24 that if we reflect upon the Wiskwati m experi ence,

25 an additional challenge in that environment was




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 2098
1 not just with people getting jobs, but with a

2 relatively high rate of turnover?

3 M5. COLE: Yes, there was a relatively
4 hi gh rate of turnover anong Aboriginal workers at
5 the site.

6 MR. WLLIAMS: And nmy question to

7 Ms. Kinley is, how, if at all, would that reality
8 have been reflected in your nodel?

9 M5. KINLEY: That's reflected in the
10 range that's provided in the factors that are

11  consi dered.

12 MR WLLIAVMS: And so to the extent

13 that there is a turnover analogous to that in

14 Wiskwatim that would drive the enploynment nunbers
15 towards the | ower end of your estinates. Agreed?
16 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

17 MR. WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, for the

18 pur poses of your nodel, would it be fair to say

19 that there were challenges in getting current data
20 relating to KCN | abour force growth and ot her

21 | abour force measures? | can be nore specific if
22 you need rem nders?

23 M5. KINLEY: We chose to use

24  Statistics Canada as the basis of information,

25 because it provided a consistent data base with
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1 respect to skills across the north.

2 MR. WLLIAVMS: And in choosing

3 Statistics Canada for the purposes of, for

4 exanple, table 3.5, you relied upon Statistics

5 Canada data from 2001. Agreed?

6 M5. KINLEY: That's correct. 2006

7 data, there is substantial suppression of one of
8 our main communities in 2006, so 2001 was used as
9 a base. 2011 data was not available at the tine
10 that we were doing the anal ysis.

11 MR, WLLIAMS: Directionally, do you
12 have any insight in how, if at all, that m ght
13 af fect your projections of KCN | abour force

14 growt h?

15 MS. KINLEY: Sorry, would you
16 rephrase? |'mnot sure what you are getting at?
17 MR. WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, by virtue

18 of the fact that you used older Statistics Canada
19 data, do you have any sense of how that m ght

20 af fect your projections, whether that woul d nmake
21 you over-optimstic in terns of |abour force

22 growt h, under-optim stic, any sense directionally
23 of how using the ol der data may have affected your
24 proj ections?

25 MS. KINLEY: Wat we used was the 2001
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1 data, and then noved that forward and projected it

2 forward in ternms of newconers comng into the

3 | abour force and those exiting the | abour force.

4 So we | ooked at it across tine, and noved those,

5 that group forward. W also used the HNTEl data

6 as wel | .

7 MR. WLLIAMS: So your answer is you

8 expect, you have a relative level of confidence in

9 ternms of your |abour force projection growth?

10 MS. KINLEY: Yes.
11 MR. WLLIAMS: Not that nany nore
12 gquestions for the panel. |If you could turn to

13 slide 33, for a nonment, and al so keep at hand

14 table 3.5, 3-57?

15 Ms. Kinley, you are going to need two
16 fingers for this, hopefully. On slide 33, | just
17 want you to keep your eye on the high estimte for
18 designated trades of 95. Do you see that?

19 MS. KINLEY: Yes, um hum

20 MR WLLIAVS: And that woul d be, what
21 you are estimating is that if things go really

22 well with Keeyask, there will be 95 person years
23 of enploynment associated with the project. AmI
24 correct?

25 MS. KINLEY: That's correct.
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1 MR WLLIAVMS: And then on table 3-5,

2 you see that the total estimated | abour supply in
3 t he designated trades is 85 persons. Agreed?

4 MS. KINLEY: [In 2014.

5 MR. WLLIAMS: In 2014, yes. And by

6 2021, we are up to 90. Agreed?

7 M5. KINLEY: Correct.

8 MR. WLLIAVS: So, Ms. Kinley, trying
9 to get insight into how that nunber of persons is
10 di stributed over that many person years, and

11 focusi ng on designated trades, are we talking

12 about -- are you expecting 90 persons getting one
13 year of enploynment, twice that many getting half a
14 year of enploynment? How do you see that rolling
15 out through your nodeling?

16 M5. KINLEY: That's not possible to

17 estimate. We were estinmating and matchi ng bet ween
18 avai |l abl e supply of | abour and the total anmount of

19 opportunities.

20 MR. WLLIAMS: kay. Fair enough, and
21 | accept that prem se.
22 If it turned out that everyone in the

23 KCN with a designated trade at 2014, got a job
24 wth Keeyask, in effect, this would be one year

25 of , the equival ent of one person year of
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1 enpl oyment for each of then? Wuld that be fair?

2 M5. KINLEY: If it was one full year

3 of enpl oynent .

4 MR. WLLIAMS: Based on page 33, would
5 it be fair to say that whether or not the | ow

6 estimate rolls out, or the high estimate rolls

7 out, it is Intergroup' s expectation that over half
8 the jobs associated with the project -- excuse ne,
9 over half the person years of enpl oynent

10 associated wth the project that flowto the KCN
11 people will be associated with construction

12 support ?

13 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

14 MR. WLLIAMS: And generally those

15 would tend to be the | ower paying jobs,

16 Ms. Kinley?

17 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

18 MR WLLIAMS: And if | turn for just
19 one nonment to table 3-25, Ms. Kinley, in this

20 tabl e, you estimate the incone flowing to the KCNs
21 in ternms of gross enploynment income fromthe

22 entire Keeyask generation project. Agreed?

23 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

24 MR, WLLIAMS: If things do not go

25 well and you are at the | ow wage range, it is your
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1 estimate that income accruing to the KCNs through

2 the life of the project would be in the range of

3 $22 million. Agreed?

4 MS. KINLEY: Yes.

5 MR WLLIAMS: And if things go really

6 well over the |ife of the project, it would be in

7 the range of 62 mllion. Correct?
8 MS. KINLEY: Correct.
9 MR. WLLIAMS: And again | ooking at

10 t hat hi gh wage range estimate, which we all hope
11 it cones true, would | be correct in suggesting to
12 you that, again, over half of the estinated wages
13 would cone from construction support?

14 M5. KINLEY: Yes, that's correct.

15 MR WLLIAMS: M. Kinley, within

16 chapter 3 of the socio-econonm c supporting

17 material, there is no estinmate of equity

18 i nvestnment inconme. Agreed?
19 MS. KINLEY: Correct.
20 MR. WLLIAMS: And recognizing the

21 sensitivity to confidential information, would it
22 have been possible to have done scenarios of the
23 i ncome streamthat mght flow frompreferred

24  dividends?

25 MS. KINLEY: We didn't feel it was
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1 appropriate to provide quantitative estinates.

2 MR. WLLIAVS: Just so | understand

3 your answer, and | eaving asi de the common shares,
4 you are not suggesting that you could not have

5 done scenarios for preferred dividend returns, you
6 are just saying that in your viewit was not

7 appropri ate?

8 M5. KINLEY: It is not appropriate and
9 we didn't have access to the data. It is

10 confidential data.

11 MR. WLLIAVMS: And | won't bel abour

12 the point, Ms. Kinley, but again focusing on

13 preferred dividends, you could have assuned a

14 certain investnent, and you could have assuned a
15 range of returns for 30-year bonds w t hout

16 violating confidentiality. Agreed?

17 MS. KINLEY: For the purposes of

18 envi ronnmental assessnment, it is inmportant to

19 understand that there would be a return on

20 i nvestnment for these communities to be able to use
21 in the way that they see fit as sel f-governing
22 comunities. |'mnot sure how it hel ps the O ean

23 Envi ronnent Comm ssion to understand the exact
24 quantification of that anmount of noney.

25 MR. WLLIAMS: And again, | don't w sh
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1 to bel abour this, but through scenarios, the C ean

2 Envi ronnent Conm ssion or others, could have

3 gai ned insight into the magnitude of potenti al

4 returns in lowinterest rate environnents, in

5 noderate interest rate environnments. You woul d

6 agree with that proposition?

7 MS. KINLEY: Again, | don't think that
8 the quantification, the specific quantification is
9 sonmething that is necessary. These conmunities

10 have a busi ness arrangenent through the Joint

11 Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent that provides them
12 wth a streamof incone. These comunities have
13 considered, within the Adverse Effects Agreenent,
14 the other opportunities that come with this

15 project, whether this is sonething that is

16 reasonabl e for themas communities. They have

17 voted on it in each case and have signed the JKDA
18 and the Adverse Effects Agreenment. | think that's

19 the salient informati on that we need out of the

20 JKDA.
21 MR. WLLIAMS: Now, one of the
22 targets, one of the -- noving fromconstruction

23 towards operational, there is clearly a target of
24 operational jobs?

25 MS. KI NLEY: Correct.
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1 MR. WLLIAMS: Again, |I'mnot sure you

2 are the right person, so if Ms. Cole or M. Bl and
3 or Ms. Anderson wish to intervene? And that

4 target is, over a 20-year time period, 182

5 positions, correct?

6 M5. KINLEY: Correct.

7 MR WLLIAVS: Do we know where the

8 KCN are now in terns of those positions?

9 M5. KINLEY: If you just give us a
10 nonment, | believe we have that information.
11 MR WLLIAVMS: M. Cole, if it is on

12 the record and | just mssed it --

13 M5. COLE: | believe it is on the

14 record, but | don't think that it was on the

15 record for all of the communities. | think it may
16 have been answered in the context of one of the

17 conmuni ti es.

18 Are you | ooking specifically

19 through -- inrelation to the target that's in the
20 JKDA?

21 MR WLLIAMS: Just to be clear,

22 Ms. Cole, 1'mlooking beyond the construction
23 period towards the target of having 182
24 operational | obs.

25 M5. COLE: Yes. That's not just
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1 beyond the construction period, we started working

2 on that since signing the JKDA with each of the

3 comunities, so work has al ready begun towards

4 that target.

5 MR WLLIAVS: And where are we now?
6 M5. COLE: At the nonent there are two
7 York Factory nenbers who have been enpl oyed

8 through that initiative, six Fox Lake nmenbers, and
9 ni ne TCN nmenbers.

10 MR, WLLIAMS: kay.

11 M5. COLE: And there are other KCN

12 menbers enpl oyed in Manitoba Hydro outside of that
13 initiative, but linked directly to that initiative
14  those are the nunbers.

15 MR. WLLIAMS: And understandi ng how
16 the initiative works, am| correct in suggesting
17 that the Partnership has contributed sone funding
18 towards the training of these individuals?

19 And Ms. Cole, just so you know, this
20 is just a quick question. | understand that they
21  will be paid by Hydro as they enter the Hydro

22 | abour force. I'mjust trying to get insight into
23 whether the Partnership is paying for their

24 training or Hydro is?

25 MS. COLE: We have answered sever al
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1 IRs on how it functions and what is linked to it.

2 So the best exanple is probably CEC 11, which

3 walks through -- and certainly there is

4 Partnership funding targeted at that operational

5 enpl oynment initiative. How that funding gets used
6 on an annual basis, is determ ned on an annual

7 basi s between each of the comunities and Manitoba

8 Hydro t hrough operational enploynment working

9 gr oups.
10 MR. WLLIAMS: Thank you, M. Cole.
11 And just a couple of |ast questions

12 and they could go to either Ms. Anderson or

13 M. Bland, and they relate to | osses in

14 traditional harvesting areas and then the

15 of fsetting program

16 We agree that as a result of the

17 project -- or excuse nme, you would agree that as a
18 result of the project there will be contam nation
19 and loss of traditional hunting and trapping

20 areas?

21 MR. BLAND: York Factory's situation
22 isalittle different from Tataskweyak and War

23 Lake and Fox Lake. Mst of our traditional

24 territory is on the coast in York Factory, we do

25 have a trapline 13, and it is a snall area that's
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generally close to the conmunity, and it is south

of York Factory, or York Landing, sorry. And we
do recogni ze that there has been inpacts over the
past few years.

MR WLLIAVMS: And is that --

Ms. Anderson for Fox Lake, there is obviously sone
loss in terns of traditional hunting and trapping?

M5. ANDERSON: Yes, there is |oss of
traditional hunting, but I'mnot sure what you
meant by contam nati on.

MR. WLLIAMS: Probably I should have
just said loss. Your answer was better than ny
guesti on.

Wuld it be fair to say that
activities, harvesting activities such as hunting
and fishing are often done in partnership or in
groups, or famlies?

MR. BLAND: Yes, it is fair to say
t hat .

MS. ANDERSON:  Yes.

MR. WLLIAMS: And you woul d agree
that there is an inportant social elenent to the
harvesting activities, whether hunting or fishing,
or that there can be?

MR. BLAND: Absol utely.
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MS. ANDERSON:  Yes.

MR. WLLIAVS: And we certainly
woul dn't do justice in our questions, but in terns
of the inportance of harvesting activities, it
woul d be fair to say it is not just the act of
harvesting, but the place in which it takes place
that is often inportant to comunity nenbers?

MR. BLAND: As | nentioned earlier, a
| ot of our traditional and recreational activity
happens up at York Factory, and we do go -- it is
nostly -- well, it is only York Factory nenbers
that go up there. And | amsorry, | just kind of
| ost focus of what | was going to say there.
Coul d you repeat your question?

MR. WLLIAMS: Probably not very well,
M. Bland. But the point I was nmaking was in
terms of the inportance of the harvesting
activity, it is not just the act of harvesting,
but there is inportance associated with the place
where the harvesting takes place?

MR. BLAND: Yes. As | was pointing
out, York Factory, as | said, it is our
traditional territory and we don't have a | ot of
area to cover around York Landing. Mst of it is

Tat askweyak' s traditional territory and the RVA,
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our trapline 13 is in the resource nmanagenent area

of Tataskweyak. And we do respect, as | pointed
out earlier, the boundaries that we have wi th our
nei ghbours, to War Lake and Tataskweyak. So when
we go up there, you know, it is a lot of fun and
we do a lot of bonding and enjoy being in our
traditional territory.

MR. WLLIAMS: And, Ms. Anderson, just
t he sane question to you, when an outsider seeks
to understand the inportance of harvesting
activities, I will suggest to you, we have to
understand the significance not just of the act
and the socialization, but of the place itself?

M5. ANDERSON: Yes, that's correct.
For us, we have many areas that our people go to,
and either in famly or in a community sense, they
do -- you know, there is areas where in the past
that they may have had famly burials in that area
so they go back to that area, or they have had
other activities, gatherings prior to all of the
di fferent boundaries set on us. As | said, in our
history we used to go all over the place, and we
still do that. But, you know, there is a | ot of
restrictions and those are the things that are

hol di ng us back al so, but our people, they do go
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1 to areas and they take their children, they take

2 their, maybe nephews along. But it is, there is a
3 | ot of barriers |I guess. Like nmany of our people
4 don't have resources |like for skidoos. So those

5 type of things, those are the type of things we

6 want to build on and continue on our traditional

7 activities.

8 And al so when you tal ked about an

9 out si der com ng al ong and not understandi ng the

10 significance, |like a few years back we took our

11 menbers out on the water, on the water so the

12 el ders coul d see the | andscape before the dam

13 would cone up, and to see the land how it is now,
14 and to have a sense of nenories, | guess, of

15 what -- you know, like sonme islands will be gone.
16 So those types of things are very inportant to us.
17 MR, WLLIAMS: And just to finish the
18 poi nt, and again recognizing that I'man extrene
19 outsider, but ny sense of your comunities

20 evidence is that to the extent a place is lost, in

21 a way the entire community is dimnished?

22 M5. ANDERSON: Not di m nished --
23 MR. WLLIAMS: Injured?
24 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, very affected,

25 yes.
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1 MR, WLLIAMS: M. Bland, do you have

2 anything you would like to add?

3 MR. BLAND: Around York Landi ng we
4 still use the waterways. W head east to what we
5 call the portage, so we still have access to that,

6 and we head west towards Kelsey. So we do have a
7 little bit of access. Qur people that were

8 generally raised in York | anding, not everybody is
9 in touch with York Factory. The younger

10 generation hasn't been out there as nuch. | have
11 been going there since | was 18 years old, that's
12 25 years. And | have been up there al nost every
13 year since then. But | think there is a general
14 sense of, you know, specifically around a

15 comunity that it is -- that there is not a whole
16 lot of area for us. But otherwise |l think it is
17 okay for now.

18 MR. WLLIAVS: M. Chair and nenbers
19 of the panel, | thank you, and | thank the Hydro
20 panel as well.

21 THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you,

22 M. WIIlians.

23 Now has there been sone trading?

24 Ms. Kenpton, are you up next? So Pim cikanmak.

25 M5. KEMPTON. Good afternoon panel,
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1 conmi ssioners, M. Chair, and menbers of the

2 audi ence and participants.

3 |'"'m Kate Kenpton, I'ma w npy |awer

4 apparently from Toronto who finds it very cold

5 here right now But |I'macting for Pimcikanmak,

6 and | have actually had a 15 plus year

7 relationship with Pim cikamak, and |I'm acting for
8 them here.

9 Most of my questions will be directed
10 toward the First Nation representatives on the

11 panel, but not all of them In fact, | wanted to
12 start with a couple of questions to the Hydro

13 consultants.

14 The slides, and | don't have the exact
15 nunbers, but there are a few slides that we saw in
16 the presentation that referred to a

17 "redistribution" of fishing and "shifting

18 patterns” of resource use as a result of the

19 Keeyask project, and as a result of the mtigation
20 pl ans put in place, for instance, in the Adverse
21 Ef fects Agreenent. But what this redistribution
22 and shifting patterns really nmeans, in good part
23 at least, is people having to travel farther out
24 than they currently do to engage in that

25 harvesting; correct?




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

Page 2115
1 MR. MacDONELL: The shifting pattern
2 of resource use that was referred to is related to
3 t he access programwhich will allow sonme nenbers
4 to access other areas off of the main Nelson R ver
5 for harvesting activities.
6 M5. KEMPTON: Excuse ne, you say allow

7 to, but they are allowed to now under |aw,

8 correct? There is nobody prohibiting themlegally
9 from accessing that area?

10 MR. MacDONELL: Correct. This will

11 facilitate their ability to do that.

12 M5. KEMPTON:. Ckay, fair enough. But,
13 in essence, this is in recognition of the fact

14 that they will have to go farther out than they do
15 now because of the damage t hat Keeyask will do

16 where certain people are harvesting now, correct?
17 MR. MacDONELL: | think you shoul d

18 direct that to the First Nations who have

19 negoti ated the adverse effects agreenents, and why
20 those agreenents are set out as they are. But one
21 of the key factors, as we understand it in terms
22 of doing our assessnent, was that there was

23 concern over harvesting in sonme of the areas that
24 will be affected by the project and, therefore,

25 t he adverse effects agreenments allow themto go
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1 into unaffected areas to harvest.

2 M5. KEMPTON: | certainly will be

3 aski ng a nunmber of questions of the First Nation
4 representatives. But I'msinply trying to get to
5 the fact that there will be a disruption and, in
6 fact, a renoval in sone cases of the ability to

7 har vest where peopl e are harvesting now because of
8 Keeyask, and that these prograns were set up that
9 recogni zed that fact, but they al so recognize that
10 the words redistribution, shifting patterns,

11 real ly nean people have to travel farther?

12 MR MacDONELL: | think that there was
13 an expectation by the First Nations that they wll
14 have to travel to harvest in the areas that they
15 would prefer to harvest in post-project.

16 M5. KEMPTON:  And we've heard evidence
17 from Ms. Anderson and others, and | woul d think
18 that this is generally accepted, that in Swanpy
19 Cree culture, or the culture of the Keeyask Cree
20 Nations, that hunting and harvesting is

21 traditionally done by famly units or clans;

22 correct?

23 MR. MacDONELL: That is our

24 under st andi ng, yes.

25 M5. KEMPTON. And that famly units or
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clans tend to thensel ves have areas that they go,

and it is not just a helter skelter approach where
anybody goes everywhere. A famly ahs their own
areas that they tend to go, whereas other famlies
have their own areas that they tend to go;
correct?

MR. MacDONELL: That woul d be our
under st andi ng.

M5. KEMPTON: So this redistribution
or traveling farther to harvest m ght indeed
create the situation where sone famlies are now
bei ng asked to go where other famlies m ght be
traditionally harvesting; correct?

MR, MacDONELL: | would expect that
there is a possibility of that, which we've
identified.

M5. KEMPTON: There is a possibility
then that as a result of this, that this could
create social and cultural tension anong those
famlies?

MR. MacDONELL: We've recognized that
some famlies, sone resource users that are
currently harvesting in some areas could be
affected by other harvesters noving into their

ar ea.
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M5. KEMPTON: | take it you will agree

with nme that if it takes longer, in sonme cases a
| ot |l onger, to go sonewhere to do sonething, and
t herefore engages nore effort, that there is a
distinct possibility that this will create a

di sincentive and that fewer people will actually
engage in that activity?

MR. MacDONELL: | don't necessarily
agree with that.

M5. KEMPTON: Are you aware of
evidence in Pimcikamak, for instance, that this
has in fact been the case?

MR. MacDONELL: [|'maware that in some
cases, that the farther you travel, the |ess
chance you will have of going to harvest.

M5. KEMPTON: That's fair enough. But
are you aware of the evidence from Pim ci kamak
about the disincentive created by the Hydro
projects, for instance, on Sipiewesk, and that
there is tracking that far fewer people have gone
there and, in fact, are not necessarily going
farther out to harvest as a result?

MR. MacDONELL: [|'m aware of some of
that. And |I'malso aware of instances in

Pi m ci kamak where people are traveling farther to
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1 harvest because of things that happened in their

2 own territory.

3 M5. KEMPTON:. Did Manitoba Hydro

4 actually study with other First Nations, or these
5 First Nations, what the |ikely inmpact would be as
6 this disincentive that |I'mtal king about, on the

7 actual resource use of KCN nenbers because of this
8 di si ncentive, have you studied this?

9 MR, MacDONELL: | think you have to

10 direct that question to the Partner First Nations
11  who negotiated the Adverse Effects Agreenents to
12 of fset the effects to them on harvesting.

13 M5. COLE: | would like to add to that
14  answer, and |'msure that both Ted and Karen w ||
15 pipe in and you will hear from Tat askweyak Cree

16 Nati on when the KCN panel is up, | believe you are
17 referring specifically to the access program which
18 is a Tataskweyak Cree Nation program That

19 program was desi gned by the comunity, for the

20 community, and it has been operated since 2005 on
21 atrial basis |leading up to the signing of the

22 JKDA. And the reason that programis in place

23 today is because the community, and they wl|l

24 speak to it when they are here, their experience

25 was that it was successful, and that nany
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comunity nenbers were interested in participating

in that program and that it did provide access
and facilitate opportunities for famlies to get
out on the land together to practice traditional
pursuits.

M5. KEMPTON: | will be tal king very
shortly to Ms. Anderson and M. Bl and, because |
notice that nobody fromTCN is on this panel here
today. But again, you are relying, the
Partnership, which is mgjority owed by Mnitoba
Hydro, is relying on these prograns as mtigation
measures, and then in your own words on the
slides, neutralizing the effects of a pretty
serious displacenent of resource use and
harvesting and exercise of rights. So |I'm asking
you if this was studied as to the |ikelihood of
t he success of these prograns?

MR. MacDONELL: | nean, we relied on
the partner First Nations to do the assessnment on
the effects on their own resource use. |In terns
of the -- | could refer you to sort the CNP' s
volune in their evaluation report, page 74, that
basically says that all connections to the
affected I ands will change and new ones will be

established in other parts of the honel and
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eco-system

| think there is a recognition that
they will be traveling into other areas, and as
part of the AEAs that they think that that's
appropriate for offsetting the effects of the
project on resource use.

M5. COLE: | think it is also
inportant to note that those prograns are not set
in stone, and they were tal ked about as part of
the Partnership panel, that there is flexibility
wi thin the Adverse Effects Agreenents, and on an
annual basis each community will review those
prograns, they will | ook back on those prograns
and deci de whether they are neeting the adverse
effects as anticipated. And if they are not,
there are opportunities for those progranms to be
changed or nodifi ed.

M5. KEMPTON: There are opportunities
to change or nodify prograns to the extent that
t he danage done by Keeyask will permt. You can't
create the scenario where certain people won't
have to travel farther because they were
harvesting in the area that Keeyask is going to
fl ood out and otherw se destroy, right? That's a

fact. You can't deal with, you can't make t hem
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1 that flexible, that you can't overcone those
2 limtations that Keeyask itself is going to cause.
3 MR. MacDONELL: | think the point you
4 are tal king about, destroyed -- | nean, harvesting
5 wll still be able to take place in the particul ar
6 area that you are referring to. It is a different

7 type of area, it will be changed. And | think the
8 adverse effects agreenents recogni ze those changes
9 and give the opportunity for those resource

10 harvesters to harvest sonewhere else, if they so
11  choose.

12 M5. KEMPTON: Thank you. M. Bland

13 and Ms. Anderson, |I'mstruggling here. Can you

14 hel p ne out here? As | understand it, and | would
15 like you to confirmor correct nme, under the

16 worldview of your peoples, or the Swanpy Cree

17 peoples, it is difficult or inappropriate to kind
18 of segnment off or separate out environnental

19 i npacts from soci o-econom ¢ and cul tural inpacts;
20 is that fair? It is -- they are all |ooked at
21 together, they are all felt together as one
22 holistic whole, is that fair?
23 MR BLAND: Yeah, that's fair.
24 MS. ANDERSON: | agree, yes.

25 MS. KEMPTON: | wonder if there is --
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1 is it possible to get a couple of mcs because

2 they are going to have to keep sw tching?

3 | believe that both of you have

4 mentioned many tinmes, and it is actually witten
5 many tines in the EIS docunents how nmuch past

6 hydro devel opnent has seriously affected and

7 darmaged t he Keeyask Cree Nation conmunities. |Is
8 that right?

9 MR. BLAND: That's right.

10 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, it is confirned
11 that for Fox Lake.

12 M5. KEMPTON:  Thi s includes

13 di spl acenent of resource use and traditional

14 har vesti ng?

15 MR. BLAND: As | pointed out for York
16 Factory, we are limted in the general vicinity of
17 York Landi ng, and nost of our traditional hunting
18 and trapping activities take place in the coastal
19 York Factory.

20 M5. ANDERSON:  Just wish to back that
21 up. Could you repeat that, sorry?

22 M5. KEMPTON: That the serious and

23 damagi ng effects from past Hydro that we are

24  tal king about, they include displacenent of

25 resource use, displacenent of people from areas
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1 where they would ot herwi se be harvesting and

2 engaging in traditional resource use?

3 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, that's true.

4 Ri ght fromthe 1950s, we have been inpacted. W
5 have never had a say in past projects, and a | ot
6 of our lands, as | said in ny presentation of our
7 hi story, that that was the case for us, yes.

8 M5. KEMPTON: These serious effects

9 i nclude |l oss of relationship, or damage to the

10 relationship with the | and, between your people
11 and the land; is that fair?

12 M5. ANDERSON: | nean, there was not a
13 | ot of access, but | think our people tried to

14 stay on the land, they nade a |ot of effort to

15 continue it is what I'msaying. Like there was a
16 | ot of barriers put in place because of these

17 projects, but they still tried to maintain that
18 relationship with the | and.

19 MR. BLAND: As for York Factory, we
20 still have a |l ot of people that trap around the
21 general vicinity of the area. The waterways have
22 cone up a bit but we don't -- like | said, we

23 don't have a lot of resource area out there

24 already. So | think just being able to access the

25 coast with our Adverse Effects Agreenent is really
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1 hel pful to York Factory and the menbership.

2 M5. KEMPTON: The inpacts from past
3 Hydro devel opnent for Fox Lake, and if you are
4 aware for the other Cree Nations in the vicinity

5 of the Keeyask dam those inpacts have been felt

6 in part at the community | evel through increases

7 in what | would call social ills, |ike alcohol and
8 drug abuse, famly violence, gangs. |Is that fair?
9 MR. BLAND: | would say that it is not

10 all contributed to the Hydro devel opnent projects,
11 there is a lot of other things to consider such as
12 the residential school, and segregation. Being a
13 small community in the mddle of this swanp, you
14 don't have a |l ot of opportunity to travel around.
15 We don't have all-weather roads, we don't have a
16 ot of things in our community. As for the Hydro
17 devel opnment in the territory, you know, there is
18 inmpacts in terns of recreational activity,

19 fishing, you know, there is inpacts.

20 M5. ANDERSON: So, for Fox Lake

21 menbers, | don't want to speak for the other First
22 Nations, so what | know for Fox Lake, there are a
23 | ot of unheal thy coping nmethods with our

24  experience, and those are sonme of them But you

25 know, as we grow | guess and |earn from our




Volume 10 Keeyask Hearing November 5, 2013

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

25

Page 2126
experience, we really try to work hard to, |

guess, protect our nenbers and try to get better
copi ng nmethods with the experience.

M5. KEMPTON:  And you would -- | don't
know, |I'm not asking you to quantify this, but I'm
assum ng that because your First Nations' evidence
is that hydro devel opnment has been a mmj or
contributing factor to certain soci o-economc
conditions, including the poor coping that you
spoke to, that at |east a good part of the cause
of these social ills you would attribute to past
hydro devel opnent. |Is that fair?

M5. ANDERSON: Yes. And not only just
t he hydro devel opnent, but the services that it
bring, and | guess just all of the ripple effect
of the project itself. There is a lot of
different issues that conme forward. R ght now we
have the all-weather road and there is a | ot of
ot her influences also that come with that, when
you becone nore nodern, | guess is the word |
woul d use. But, again, like | said, we recogni zed
those and we are working on them But, yes, it is
a maj or consideration for us is the hydro
devel opnent .

M5. KEMPTON. | don't want to bring up
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1 or dwell on -- | guess | ambringing it up -- a
2 very unconfortable topic. | mean, as |awer for
3 Pim ci kamak, |'m aware that they have had rashes
4 of youth suicide in their community, |I'm not going

5 to speak to the causes, but just a sense of gross

6 despair there. Has Fox Lake ever experienced this
7 as wel | ?

8 M5. ANDERSON: | would say yes in

9 different periods of tine.

10 M5. KEMPTON: So your First Nations

11 are not just reserves, your cultures and

12 governnents and with large traditiona

13 territories, is that correct? You are not reduced

14 to just your reserves?

15 M5. ANDERSON: No. Not for Fox Lake,
16 no.

17 M5. KEMPTON:. M. Bland, did you want
18 to --

19 MR. BLAND: For Fox Lake?

20 M5. KEMPTON:  No.

21 MR. BLAND: As | pointed out earlier,

22 it is difficult and different for York Factory
23 because its an isolated community, sem -isol ated.
24  Summertinme we have access with a ferry. Wnter

25 time we have access with a winter road. There is
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1 a period of tinme fromApril to June, it is only

2 fly out. So the cost of livingis alittle

3 hi gher, and travel is definitely expensive when

4 you have to fly out.

5 Like | said, there are people that

6 live off reserve, probably about half the

7 popul ation. A good percentage live in Churchill,
8 Thonmpson and Wnni peg. And | guess, you know, the
9 comunity has a difficult way of life, | guess, is
10 the way | will put it.

11 M5. KEMPTON: Fox Lake at |east, First
12 Nati on, has experienced the effects from is it

13 correct, Kelsey, Kettle, Linestone and Long

14 Spruce? Is that fair?

15 MS. ANDERSON:  Yes.

16 M5. KEMPTON: But York Factory is

17 sonewhat different, M. Bland, in terns of what --
18 i ke which hydro devel opment woul d you say your

19 peopl e and your |ands, | nean, you spoke yourself
20 about having a traditional territory, so maybe

21 hel p me out here. Wat past hydro devel opnent has
22 York Factory, I'mnot just tal king about the

23 reserve, been affected by then?

24 MR. BLAND: Yes, Kelsey would be the

25 one.
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1 M5. KEMPTON. So Keeyask then, al ong

2 comes Keeyask, it is another big dam kind of on
3 the scale of the other big dans that Fox Lake has

4 been affected by already, it is not like a tiny

5 little thing. Is that fair?

6 MR. BLAND: Yeah, it is fair.

7 M5. ANDERSON: Well, for us | think it
8 is small er, because of the Long Spruce, | think

9 t hey are bigger, so..
10 M5. KEMPTON: But it is not a tiny
11 little run of the river, mnuscule project, it is

12 a big dam right?

13 MS. ANDERSON:  Yes.

14 MR. BLAND: It is bigger than Kel sey.
15 M5. ANDERSON: It is a dam

16 M5. KEMPTON: So | have a question:

17 Wthout the mtigation neasures, wthout the

18 Adverse Effects Agreenent and the JKDA, if

19 Keeyask, in other words, had been built -- like

20 Ms. Anderson, you referred to the other dans

21 havi ng been built -- | take it your comrunities

22 woul d not have wanted anything to do wi th Keeyask,
23 isn't that correct?

24 M5. ANDERSON: |'mnot sure they would

25 have not wanted anything to do with Keeyask.
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1 think it is a different tine, and | think our
2 | eadershi p has been strong over the years, and
3 like I wouldn't say they woul dn't have wanted

4 anything to do with it. Like I know we would be

5 concerned again with the influx of workers into

6 the area. But | wouldn't say, | don't think they
7 woul d say they woul dn't have wanted anything to do
8 withit.

9 M5. KEMPTON: Let ne rephrase the

10 guesti on.

11 M5. ANDERSON: I n what sense do you

12 mean?

13 M5. KEMPTON:  You had spoken about the
14 damage done by past hydro devel opnments that your
15 comunities didn't -- you were harned by them and
16 you didn't feel that you got anything, |I'm

17 par aphrasing here, really good out of them So ny
18 question is, if Keeyask were to proceed that way,
19 Ii ke the other dans had proceeded, |I'm making the
20 assunption that your community woul d not have

21 wanted Keeyask to have been built. |Is that a fair
22 assunption?

23 M5. ANDERSON: Like | said, it is a

24 different tinme, this current period. And | think

25 with the experience, you know, | think, like I
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1 said, our |eadership would have fought for nore

2 protection for us, as we are. And | can say, like
3 maybe it was back when we never were consulted at
4 all, or never, you know, acknow edged, if that was
5 t o happen again, nmaybe in that sense we woul d not
6 want anything to do with it. But | think right

7 today, like |I said, we are nore forward with our

8 | eadership, and they would certainly want to

9 protect the nenbers. So there certainly would

10 have been sone type of action taken, not just

11 sitting back and, you know, letting history repeat

12 itself. So, no, | don't think they would all ow
13 t hat .
14 MR. BLAND: As for York Factory, being

15 able to have a role and a say in the project and
16 in sone of the adverse effects, or the Adverse

17 Ef fects Agreenent that we have in place, know ng
18 all of that right now, and answering your question
19 about woul d we support, and have nothing? | think
20 that's a pretty obvi ous answer.

21 M5. KEMPTON:. COkay. So without the

22 JKDA and what it provides, and the Adverse Effects
23 Agreenment and what it provides, you wouldn't have
24  supported it? You wouldn't have wanted Keeyask

25 then, M. Bland, is that --
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MR. BLAND: |If they were to go ahead

wi t hout York Factory's involvenent, you know,
again like | said, know ng what we've been able to
acconpl i sh together and work as a partnership
today, it is hard to support sonething |ike that

if there wasn't involvenent fromthe community, or
our comrunity specifically.

M5. KEMPTON: Now, that kind of
flipped the coin on that question. |If the First
Nations coul d have received the benefits, these
access prograns, sonme conpensation, et cetera,
sone nonies that you are getting wth Keeyask, if
you coul d have received those things wthout
Keeyask being built, you would prefer that way to
go, would you not? | mean, w thout the need for
the dam but getting all of those prograns and
conpensation, | assume you woul d have, you would
choose that way?

MR. BLAND: It is a difficult
question. If you | ook back to the 1977 agreenent,
whi ch who you are representing is part of that
agreenent, we negotiated sonething and we, nost
peopl e, nost of the First Nations agreed to
i npl ement the 1977 agreenment. And with that we

established an article 9, which basically
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establishes that any future devel opnment that

happens with Manitoba Hydro has to be consulted
with the First Nation. The question that you are
asking is, you know, | guess it -- | don't know
what ki nd of response you are | ooking for?

M5. KEMPTON: \What ever you feel is the
correct response?

MR. BLAND: That's ny response.

M5. ANDERSON: It is a big what if.
You know, our conmunity menbers, we tal ked about
the JKDA, we tal ked about the project over these
many years, different nmenbers | eading the
consultations with our nenbers, the neetings. And
you know, it cane out to agree, or to go forward
with the project as partners. But, | nean, like
"what if" is always a question | guess in
hi ndsi ght, |i ke go back, okay, give us noney. |
don't know. It is just a hard question that you
are asking. It is such a big "what if". You
know, | renenber they tal ked about all different
stuff, some people didn't agree, sone people
agreed. You know, sone people wanted nore, sone
peopl e wanted, you know, nore just for the
i ndividual person. So in the end it was a

comunity decision that they decided to support
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t he project.

M5. KEMPTON: So there is this 1977
Nort hern Fl ood Agreenent, and then for
Tat askweyak, | think their conprehensive
i npl enentation agreenent is 1992. York Factory's
is what, 19967

MR, BLAND: ' 95.

M5. KEMPTON: '95. So, yes, there
have been a nunber of agreements with sone First
Nati ons over the years.

| take it, M. Bland, then that your
First Nation felt that those weren't enough to
provi de you with whatever conpensation or
remedi ation nmeasures you felt were required for
Keeyask, because you did negotiate a JKDA and an
Adverse Effects Agreenment. | take it you weren't
getting enough otherwise, is that fair?

MR. BLAND: | don't know if you can
use the words if we are not getting enough.

t hi nk we were just planning ahead and t hi nki ng
about the future.

M5. KEMPTON: Did either of your First
Nat i ons ask Manitoba Hydro for revenue sharing
fromthe past hydro devel opnents that you are

al ready being affected by?
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1 MR. BLAND: Revenue sharing has been

2 onthe table, it has been discussed. | know

3 comunity nenbers have brought it up in public

4 nmeetings with Manitoba Hydro. And at the tine of
5 the negotiation, | was not part of the negotiation
6 team when things started. | canme on in 1995 -- or
7 2005, sorry, and the negotiations had begun before
8 that, 2002, for our comunity.

9 M5. KEMPTON: Ms. Anderson, do you

10 know i f Fox Lake First Nation, if a request or

11 dermand, or whatever you want to call it, was ever
12 put to Manitoba Hydro for revenue sharing fromthe
13 dans or projects that you are already affected by?
14 M5. ANDERSON: | can't say there was a
15 formal request, but | know there was di scussion

16 anong our elders regarding those. | can't say

17 there was a formal request, requesting that.

18 M5. KEMPTON: Is it possible for -- or
19 | don't know if anybody el se on the panel knows.

20 I'"'m going to make a | eap that no revenue sharing
21 fromthe existing project, like no revenue sharing

22 agreenent does exist now, is that fair? M. Cole?
23 M5. COLE: That's true, there is no
24 revenue sharing for projects already underway with

25 t he exception of the Wiskwati m project, which is a
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1 partnership with the Ni sichawayshi k Cree Nation

2 M5. KEMPTON: |' m wonderi ng,

3 Ms. Anderson and M. Bland, if you could find out,
4 | would Iike to know if the First Nations asked

5 for revenue sharing fromthe existing projects,

6 and were denied that from Hydro? Well, we know

7 there isn't revenue sharing, but | don't knowif

8 the request was put forward or not?

9 THE CHAI RVAN: M. London?

10 MR. LONDON: There are two things.

11 The first thing is we would want a specific

12 definition of revenue sharing, and what is inplied
13 or neant by that specifically. | was involved in
14 the process all the way through and there were

15 lots of things that were di scussed. One, words

16 can nean so many different things. The question

17 is who is to be the master of us all?
18 G ve us a definition of what you nean
19 by revenue sharing in detail, and we will let you

20 know whet her or not that particular option was

21 ever put on the table.

22 M5. KEMPTON: Ckay. As a lawyer, in
23 ot her parts of Canada, | negotiate revenue sharing
24 agreenents between First Nations and project

25 proponents or owners all the tine. And typically
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1 what is involved is it is not -- we are not

2 tal king about an equity buy in, in that case -- |
3 negoti ate a whol e bunch of those too. But this is
4 sinply, you want to call it a grant or a paynent

5 to First Nations in recognition of the inpact on
6 them on their lands and/or their rights for the
7 fact of the project being there. It is a

8 percentage of the profit that is paid to First

9 Nations. This is done typically through inpact

10 benefit agreenents or other things, it doesn't

11 have to be. So revenue sharing as a percentage of
12 profit, and sonetines it is also, even if the

13 project isn't making a profit in a particular

14 year, there is a baseline anount that's paid

15 nonet hel ess to the First Nation because the

16 i npacts are still there. So it is in recognition
17 of sone inpact to the First Nation on their |ands,
18 t hensel ves, or their rights, and it is a

19 percentage of incone fromthe project that is
20 causi ng such inpact. That's what | nean by
21 revenue sharing. It is not -- |I'mnot talking
22 about an equity buy in, in this case.
23 Has t hat been negoti ated and has any
24 deal been struck between Manitoba Hydro and the

25 Keeyask Cree Nations like that in respect of past
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devel opnent, not Keeyask?

THE CHAI RVAN: M. London, do you have
any nore, or M. Regehr?

MR. RECEHR: | fail to see the
rel evance of this question and |I'm not prepared to
have ny client give an undertaking to provide it.
It would be subject to negotiation privilege on
top of everything el se.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you.

M5. KEMPTON: The fact of a revenue
sharing agreenment wouldn't typically be subject to
any kind of privilege. The contents m ght, yes.

MR RECEHR: Then we have the JKDA
here and it speaks for itself. It is on the
record.

M5. KEMPTON: The rel evance of the
guestion, or series of questions, is that the
conpensation and ot her nmeasures being provided for
in the Adverse Effects Agreenent and the JKDA
require that Keeyask be built. [|'m asking about
the opportunities that m ght have been pursued to
get those simlar kinds of benefits back to the
| and prograns, culture replenishment prograns,
conpensation, wthout the requirenment of Keeyask

being built?
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1 THE CHAI RMVAN. M. London?

2 MR. LONDON: My suggestion would be

3 that the question be put to a subsequent panel,

4 because |I'msure Ms. Kenpton knows that when Fox
5 Lake and York Factory becane part of this process,
6 there was already in existence an agreenent in

7 princi pl e between Tat askweyak and War Lake, or

8 Tat askweyak at | east, and Manitoba Hydro, and we
9 were not party to the initial discussions that

10 took place.

11 M5. KEMPTON:  Well, | nust admt |I'm
12 di sappointed that there is not a Tataskweyak

13 representative here today. It is making ny job a
14 little tougher, and probably inposing an unfair

15 burden on M. Bland and Ms. Anderson.

16 THE CHAIRVAN:  There will be a

17 Tat askweyak representative on, I'mnot sure if it
18 is the next panel, but certainly a future panel.
19 That will be in another day or two.

20 M5. KEMPTON: That's fair enough. |

21 do appreciate that certain things had happened at
22 a certain point.

23 THE CHAI RVAN: Al t hough I'm not sure
24  that we've established the relevance of your line

25 of questioning, and I'mnot sure that we will do
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1 it right now, but we may need to do that before

2 you pursue that line of questioning again. |'m

3 assum ng that you are not going to continue on

4 that line of questioning right now?

5 M5. KEMPTON: Not that particular

6 guestion, no.

7 THE CHAI RVAN:  And |' m just thinking
8 of an afternoon break. Do you have many nore

9 guestions? Should we break now? O if you are

10 al nost finished, we will continue.

11 M5. KEMPTON: Better to take a break,
12 | don't want to set people to sleep either.
13 THE CHAI RMAN: Ckay. Let's cone back

14 at just after 3:20.

15 (Proceedi ngs recessed at 3:07 p.m and
16 reconvened at 3:20 p.m)
17 THE CHAI RVAN. Ckay. W are back on

18 the record. GCkay, can we reconvene? M. Kenpton.
19 M5. KEMPTON. Thank you, M. Chair

20 M. Bland, Ms. Anderson, | want to tal k about one
21 of the nonetary things that your First Nations are
22 going to get from Keeyask which is we -- M.

23 WIllians, the | ast questioner, asked a |ot of

24 guestions about the inconme from enpl oynent that

25 t he Keeyask Cree Nations m ght get from working on
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1 t he Keeyask project. And don't worry, |'m not

2 going to repeat his questions. | think did he a

3 very thorough job. But in terns of the enpl oynment
4 on Keeyask, you would agree, wouldn't you, that

5 virtually all of the jobs projected in relation to
6 Keeyask for your menbers are for the construction
7 phase and not the operations phase, that the vast
8 majority are construction, during the construction
9 phase; correct?

10 MR. BLAND: That's what is negoti ated,
11 yes. There is operational jobs that is built in
12 to, | think it is the agreenent, is it the

13 agreenent? QOperational jobs, yeah, they are two
14 separate things. So what we have negotiated in

15 t he Keeyask construction phase is what we have are
16 di rect negotiated contracts.

17 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, | would agree that

18 the vast majority will be during the construction

19 phase. Once it is in operation, there will be a
20 |l ot | ess people required to run the plant.
21 M5. KEMPTON: So those construction

22 phase jobs, they are in the bigger schene of
23 things, they are short term they are short term
24  jobs, they are not going to | ast for decades;

25 right?
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1 MR. BLAND: Well, the construction

2 phase of the project is 10 years and what York

3 Factory and Fox Lake, we have a direct negotiated
4 contract for catering and that catering service

5 agreenent is going to be for the duration of the
6 construction phase.

7 M5. KEMPTON. But not -- at this point
8 not beyond?

9 MR BLAND: W haven't cone to the

10 operational stage yet, so we haven't negoti ated
11 anyt hi ng yet.

12 M5. ANDERSON: No, it is just during
13 the construction of the project.

14 M5. KEMPTON: So the noney, the incone
15 fromthe enploynent and fromthese business

16 contracts, they are going to go to individuals,

17 the workers, and the individual businesses? In
18 ot her words, that income is not going to your

19 governments, they are going to individual people

20 and businesses, right?

21 M5. ANDERSON: So you nean like the
22 i ndi vi dual working on -- they wll get their wage,
23 yes.

24 M5. KEMPTON: O the businesses

25 that -- | take it you nust have sone busi nesses or
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1 your menbers have sonme busi nesses that m ght be

2 bi ddi ng on sone of these contracts and those

3 busi nesses m ght be getting sonme inconme as well,

4 right?

5 MR. BLAND: When the noney starts

6 comng in, are you tal king about revenue, |ike

7 income fromthe projects, or are you tal king about

8 noney that's going to cone into enpl oyees of the
9 proj ect ?
10 M5. KEMPTON: |I'mnot tal king at al

11 about the investnent incone.

12 MR. BLAND: There is a profit margin

13 fromthe contracts as well. |Is that what you are
14 talking about? I'mnot quite clear.

15 M5. KEMPTON:  The busi ness i ncone and

16 enpl oynment i nconme goes to individual people and

17 busi nesses is all |I'masking you to confirm
18 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, if there is any
19 i ndi vidual s that work on the project they will get

20 their wages, and if there is any spin off

21 busi nesses, those people will also receive the
22 incone or profit, whatever they nake.
23 MR. BLAND: As for York Factory, nopney

24 goes into a trust that's going to be disbursed

25 anongst the conmunity, but | think it would
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probably try and offset some of the prograns which

are in the comunity, such as social, education
and stuff like that.

M5. KEMPTON: Sorry, | just want to
clarify, that that's the investnent incone?

MR. BLAND: No, there is a profit from
the direct negotiated contracts as well.

M5. KEMPTON: That will go into a
trust?

MR. BLAND: Yeah, the comunity, yes,
if that's what you are asking because |'m not
quite clear.

M5. KEMPTON: No, that's fine. That's
hel pful for ne to know. Oher than that trust
noney though, that the rest of this is going to be
hel d in the hands of individual people or
busi nesses, and ny next question is there is no
requirenent, is there, that that noney, the
enpl oyment and busi ness i ncome be pool ed towards
various prograns |ike in the Adverse Effects
Agreenent, that's correct, is it not, people who
earn the wage are going to go off and spend the
noney how they want to spend it?

MR. BLAND: Yes, those people wll be

able to spend the noney, it is obviously their
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1 noney, they are working for it. W don't try and
2 i npose any restrictions on what they do, because
3 it is their personal noney, right? As for the

4 profits, and I know you keep goi ng back to

5 busi nesses, as | nentioned earlier, York Factory,
6 the noney is going to go to the trust. And you
7 know, like | said, it is going to be disbursed

8 anongst whatever prograns are required and need
9 it.

10 M5. KEMPTON: There is concerns in a
11 few places in the EI'S docunents that |'ve | ooked
12 at in the socio-economc part of it, and I'm

13 sorry, | don't have page nunber references, that
14 i ncome could be spent in various different ways,
15 and there was a concern expressed that it is

16 possi bl e that sone of the incone earned could be
17 spent, that might actually contribute -- in ways
18 that mght contribute to social ills. And what is
19 stated in the EISis there is sone concern that
20 sone people mght, with greater incone, get nore,
21 buy nore drugs and al cohol, which mght in itself
22 lead to nore violence. That's expressed in the
23 EIS. | take it that's a concern of your First

24 Nations to sone extent or a worry?

25 MR. BLAND: Can you just show nme where
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1 that is because | haven't seen that?
2 M5. KEMPTON: Can sonebody on the
3 panel help ne, | knowit is there, or maybe |

4 could ask --

5 MR. BLAND: Just so | know whose

6 saying it and --

7 M5. KEMPTON. Yes, it is part of, |

8 can undertake to docunment and conme back, but it is
9 there in a few pl aces.

10 M5. ANDERSON: | can comment for Fox
11 Lake. There is a concern, like there is always a
12 concern about al cohol and drugs everywhere, and
13 when peopl e have nore access to noney, when they
14 make a better wage there is, you know, concern

15 that will rise. So yes, it is in the EIS.

16 M5. KEMPTON: Yes. The investnent

17 i ncome, you know, your equity portion of the

18 project, it is possible, | believe it was earlier
19 in evidence, that distributions to the First

20 Nations m ght not start flowi ng for about 25 years
21 after the project is built, correct? You m ght

22 not see any of those distributions for 25 years or
23 so?

24 MR. BLAND: Correct.

25 M5. ANDERSON: 25 years after
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1 operation?

2 M5. KEMPTON: Yeah, after the project
3 is built, it mght take another 25 years before

4 you start seeing any distributions.

5 M5. ANDERSON: | will ask Jack to help
6 me.
7 MR. LONDON: Wi ch option are you

8 tal king about? There are two options under the

9 JKDA, different inconme streans dependi ng on which
10 option the First Nation chooses.

11 M5. KEMPTON: | know it was in

12 transcript evidence earlier that there is

13 scenari os where they m ght not see distributions
14 for 25 years.

15 MR. LONDON: It depends on which

16 option they choose.

17 M5. KEMPTON. An option to lead to

18 there being no distribution for 25 years. | don't
19 know what they are going choose either.

20 MR. LONDON: Exactly. And I am not
21 sure what the relevance is to this hearing.

22 M5. KEMPTON: The rel evance is ny

23 guestions to your client and M. Bland are that

24 there is, because it is entirely possible that one

25 formof incone comng in, enploynent incone, could
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1 be -- there is a period of tine where it m ght

2 actually lead to contributing to higher social

3 ills if it is spent in ways that people woul dn't

4 like to see, and there could well be a significant
5 gap in time between when that is happeni ng and

6 when distributions start flowing that can go into
7 prograns that address social ills. So you' ve got
8 a nunber of years, maybe up to 25 where you've --
9 or call it ten years through the construction

10 phase where people are earning incone that

11 potentially could | ead to higher social ills. W
12 have seen this in a nunber of comunities because
13 the access to inconme is actually |eading to higher
14  drug and al cohol use which | eads to other

15 probl enms, and yet during those years there is a
16 very good chance there won't be distributions

17 coming in that could be put toward prograns to

18 address those social ills, there is that gap;

19 correct?
20 THE CHAI RVAN:  You are getting into
21 sort of final argunment on that |ast point.
22 think that Ms. Cole or perhaps Ms. Kinley can give
23 us an indication under either stream is it
24 possi ble that there is a gap of 25 years.

25 MS. KINLEY: Actually, what | wanted
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1 to clarify was that when we spoke about -- in the

2 El S about the potential negative effect of incone,
3 it was really related to sudden incone during the
4 construction phase where the incones are

5 relatively higher than they are normally. And

6 measures have been put in place to address those

7 kinds of factors. There will be a counselling

8 service at the canp that will deal wth those

9 types of issues. Since the EIS has been fil ed,

10 there has been discussions between the Northern

11 Regi onal Health Authority and Manitoba Hydro and
12 the Partnership with respect to getting an on-site
13 public health nurse at the site who can nake

14 referrals to appropriate agencies as well, like

15 the Al cohol Foundation of Manitoba. And so the

16 planning is there in terns of addressing that type
17 of issue. W recognize it is an issue, but there
18 are also mtigation nmeasures set up and

19 contenpl ated for the construction phase.

20 THE CHAI RVAN:  How about counsel ling
21 services back in the conmunity? Because it is

22 nore likely they will take a pay cheque or two and
23 go hone, and then m ght go astray.

24 M5. ANDERSON: Ckay, so for us for the

25 adverse effects program one of the prograns that
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we have is the counselling and wel | ness program

So that's one of the avenues that we are going to
try and address these issues that have cone
forward. It is not only alcohol and drugs, there
is also other issues that | referenced |ike racism
and those type of things, strengthening our youth
and their coping nmethods. But | mean when you
tal k about soneone having a higher incone at
certain times, | mean that can be, that can be,
you know, for First Nations people, people say
that every nonth, you know, end of the nonth and
around the mddle of the nonth they always say

t hese days are com ng, these things are happening,
so peopl e have access to nore noney at those
times. So if that happens with us, I'msure it
will, I"'mnot saying it is not going to happen,
because there is nore noney around in the
comunity, but we have |ike current resources in
our office, and these adverse effects prograns

wi |l also be an enhancenent to those services

al ready provided to our nmenbers. So |'m not
saying that everything is just going to go hay
wire, | think that people have nore of a sense of
famly now and it is not so, | -- like, it is not

| i ke before where there was nothing in place and
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|_\

peopl e just ran over us, and just took over

2 ever yt hi ng.

3 So like | said, we are |ooking

4 forward, we are trying to protect our people and
5 going forward in that sense. You know, we can't

6 predi ct what our nmenmbers will do, they make their
7 own i ndividual choices also, but we want to help
8 if things occur in the comunity, that we want to
9 be prepared for that. So -- | think that's what
10 you are asking?

11 M5. KEMPTON:  You are --

12 THE CHAI RVAN:  Can we just go back to
13 the 25 year question? It seens to have got

14 dropped here. |Is it possible under either

15 financi al arrangenent that there would be a gap of
16 25 years fromthe beginning of operations until

17 the first revenue sharing cane into play?

18 MR. RECEHR: M. Chair, this area of
19 guestioni ng woul d have been properly dealt with
20 under the KHLP panel two weeks ago. |'mnot sure
21  whether any of the witnesses on this panel can

22 give -- and M. London is correct, there is

23 different options in ternms of investnent; there is
24 common units, there is preferred units, there is a

25 m x of common and preferred units, all which have
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1 di fferent payout scenarios. |'mnot sure this

2 panel can answer those type of questions. As |

3 said, it would have properly been asked of the

4 KHLP panel .

5 THE CHAIRVAN.  Wth all due respect,

6 thisis the first time | have heard a m x of

7 common and preferred units, and | -- M. Bedford.
8 MR. BEDFORD: Just to clarify, one has
9 a choice of either comon or preferred. Not a

10 m x. My recollection of the negotiations when we
11  went through questions like this, and | can tel

12 you that each of the communities had both | egal

13 counsel and expert financial consultants as well,
14 we went through a nunber of different scenarios.
15 And, of course, you have to | ook at export price
16 for energy, you |look at the capital costs to build
17 t he Keeyask project, and you | ook at drought

18 scenari os, you | ook at econom c conditions, and we
19 ran a nunber of scenarios. None of them as |

20 recall, suggested for either a common invest nment
21 or a preferred investnent, that there would be no
22 return to the unit holder for 25 years. But |I'm
23 al so rem nded, |ooking today actually at the terns
24  of reference for a hearing that's comng up in

25 four nmonths, that these precise sorts of questions
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1 are going to be before the Public Utilities Board

2 wi th respect to the Keeyask project, economc

3 conditions, interest rates, viability of the

4 project, projections as to the export market for

5 energy. They are better posed there because we

6 wll have panels who are equi pped to provide ready
7 answers. But | think for today's purposes none of
8 the scenarios that either the | awers or

9 consul tants saw or went through suggested there

10 would be no return for 25 years. If you wanted to
11 paint for me a picture of the future, with the

12 severely depressed energy nmarket, with very cheap
13 alternatives for energy, with escal ating

14 construction costs, | think we could probably make
15 a nunber of factual assunptions where the return
16 on the investnent would be |ater rather than

17 sooner. But we could equally project a vision of
18 the future today where the energy market is much
19 i mproved over what it has been in the | ast three
20 years, where capital costs cone in as estimated,
21 and then the projection would be a return in the
22 very first year that the turbines are running.

23 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you for that

24  explanation, M. Bedford. | would disagree

25 t hough, with suggestions that this question is not
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1 relevant for this hearing and also for this panel.

2 | think the point that Ms. Kenpton was trying to

3 make, that she was concerned that there may be

4 social issues in a comunity because of excess

5 i ncome, but without the equity paynents the

6 comunities may not have the wherewithal to dea

7 with that. That remains to be argued and dealt

8 wth elsewhere during these hearings. But | think
9 the question is relevant, | think it has now been
10 answered and | would ask you to nove on to your

11 next question.

12 MR. LONDON: M. Chair, if | my, |

13 don't want a gap in information which will lead to
14  people believing in a state of affairs that

15 doesn't exist. The JKDA is a conpl ex docunent,

16 and there are lots of provisions of it, and ny

17 understanding is that the mechanics of the JKDA
18 were not on review here. Having said that, M.

19 Kenpt on has identified three sources of incone, of
20 noney | should say, and we keep sw tching back and
21 forth, there is the enploynent incone, there is

22  the business incone, and then there is the incone
23 fromthe project.

24 THE CHAI RMAN:  Wich are all laid out

25 in today's presentation.
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1 MR. LONDON: Yes, but in terns of

2 whether or not there are funds avail able for other
3 prograns, for exanple, over this period of in

4 particul ar the construction phase, there is other
5 i ncome because the direct negotiated contracts

6 produce incone and that inconme, as councillor

7 Neepin testified on the very first day, is going
8 into sonething called Fox Lake Ventures, and it

9 wll be used by the comunity for whatever

10 purposes are required. And that could very well
11 be one of those purposes. In addition to that, if
12 | may, without getting into the nmechanics of the
13 JKDA, the choice of option under the JKDA as to
14  whether you are common or preferred does not have
15 to be nade by the Cree Nations until the | ast

16 turbine goes into service. At that point in tinme,
17 tell me what the economic conditions are going to
18 be, and I will tell you which option they wll

19 choose. And if the econom c conditions at that

20 point intime, ten years fromnow, |ooks like it
21 is unlikely that there will be profits for 25

22 years, the likelihood is they will choose the

23 ot her option. But you cannot make those deci sions
24 now. It is foolish to even contenplate them

25 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you, M. London.
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1 Ms. Kenpton.

2 M5. KEMPTON: Point of clarification,
3 the statenent that there is nothing that says that
4 there will be no returns to the First Nation for

5 25 years, is not the sane as the statenent that

6 says an option mght be that there is no incone.

7 A return or a distribution can be totally taken up
8 in this kind of a scenario to pay off the loan to
9 purchase one's equity share. So | don't want to
10 confuse the two, M. Bedford, and | think it

11 behooves us to get any potential m sconception

12 fromthat cleared up. A return doesn't

13 necessarily mean i nconme that they can use for

14 prograns if it is being used to pay off |oans. So
15 unl ess you are going disagree with nme, | think it
16 is fair to say that ny question that there m ght
17 not be incone that they can use for prograns to

18 address a bunch of community inpacts from Keeyask,
19 still mght not be coming in for 25 years under
20 one of the options, and | believe it is on the
21 record froman earlier panel that that was a
22 possibility, and | was exploring that further
23 t oday.
24 MR. BLAND: | would |ike to respond on

25 York Factory's behal f.
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As | pointed out earlier, there are
profits, which M. London pointed out as well,
that there are profits that will be generated from

the projects and the direct negotiated contracts.
The noney there, it can be used to offset social
prograns or health prograns, whatever, whether
t hey be al cohol abuse, drug abuse. That is stil
an opportunity for York, but we also have in our
adverse effects agreenent a cul tural
sustainability programbuilt in there, and it is
for the duration of the project. And that's how
we set out our dollars and we plan or intend on
spendi ng those dollars in the community and trying
to build back what we lost in terns of our
cultural identity years ago.

M5. KEMPTON: Keeyask is the --
Keeyask comes in and this gives you the
opportunity to put sone of these progranms in place
t hrough the Adverse Effects Agreenent; correct?

MR. BLAND: It is the Adverse Effects
Agreenment that we negotiated for and asked for
specifically.

M5. KEMPTON. But Keeyask is --

MR. BLAND: That's the avenue at this

monment, yes.
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1 M5. KEMPTON:. Keeyask is the

2 condition, | nmean, it is the opportunity but also
3 the condition by which you get the funding?

4 MR. BLAND: |f the project goes

5 forward, yes, and we are hoping it does.

6 M5. COLE: | would like to correct

7 sonmething in your prem se which was sort of

8 bandi ed about back and forth here with respect to
9 income. | want to make it very, very clear that
10 the Partnership is not banking on the incone

11 earned by conmunities to of fset the adverse

12 effects of the project. The adverse effects of
13 the project are being dealt with by the project as
14 adverse effects of the project. So I don't want
15 to | eave the inpression with anyone that we are
16 waiting for York to get an income stream so that
17 t hey can address problens related to potenti al

18 al cohol or drug abuse or other social problens

19 specifically related to Keeyask. The Partnership
20 has put nmeasures in place to deal wth those

21 problenms. W tal ked about on-site counselling.
22 As noted in one of the IRs, there are options for
23 that on-site counselling to be extended to

24 communities and famlies if that need exists. So

25 | just wanted to nake sure that we were cl ear
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1 about that before we noved on.

2 M5. KEMPTON: Ms. Cole, let ne just
3 take that as a |l ead to sonme other questions then.
4 Clearly, by its very nane, the Partnership, Hydro
5 i ncluded, is expecting adverse inpacts on the

6 comunity, on the socio-econom cs of the Keeyask
7 Cree Nations as a result of Keeyask, correct?

8 M5. COLE: Yes, that's correct.

9 That's why we have Adverse Effects Agreenments with
10 each of those comuniti es.

11 M5. KEMPTON. Okay. You are famliar
12 wth what a tort is? Not a tart, a tort? It is
13 an act or accident for which sonmebody is liable
14 basically, a car accident, typical situation of
15 one of the parties is liable for what happened.
16 That's what | mean by that.

17 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Where are you goi ng

18 with this?

19 M5. KEMPTON. In a -- if you will beg
20 me a mnute here, M. Chair -- in a car accident
21 sonebody gets permanentl|ly damaged, hurt, you know,
22 you sue the other party, and if you win or settle
23 it, then you get nonetary, you get comnpensati on,
24  you get dammges.

25 THE CHAIRMAN: I n Manitoba --
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M5. KEMPTON. |I'mgoing to

characterize --

THE CHAI RVAN: I n Manitoba a car
accident is not a good exanple because we have no
fault insurance.

M5. KEMPTON: Fair enough. W do have
sonmething different in Ontario, you can't sue
under a threshold, but you can -- let's call it a
train accident then, where, you know, sonebody
gets run over by a train because of negligence of
the train operator and you get pernmanently
di sabl ed. You sue CN. What you are going to get,
because they can't restore your |legs that were cut
off, they can't grow you new | egs, at |east yet,
is you get damages for nedical care and | ost
i ncome, because you can't work anynore, et cetera.
So what you get is noney for certain types of
care, et cetera, because of the injury that you
received. So I'mgoing to characterize the
Adverse Effects Agreenment as providing sone noney
for sone prograns to deal with the injury and
damage that's going to be caused. Wuld you agree
with that characterization?

M5. MAYOR If Ms. Kenpton is trying

to equate the Adverse Effects Agreenents to a tort
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1 settlenment, then we object to the question in

2 trying to have a characterization that's legal in
3 its foundation. |If you want to ask questions

4  about the reasons behind the Adverse Effects

5 Agreenments, we don't have a problemwth that.

6 THE CHAI RVAN: | woul d agree.

7 M5. KEMPTON: It is not, the Adverse
8 Ef fects Agreenents aren't designed to nmake the

9 comunities better than if Keeyask wasn't there,
10 they are designed to address inpacts from Keeyask
11 t hrough the provision of funding for various

12 prograns that are needed because Keeyask is going
13 to cause damage. Correct?

14 M5. COLE: Yes, the Adverse Effects
15 Agreenments are designed to address the adverse

16 effects of Keeyask, and they are based in many

17 ways on each conmunity's understandi ng of the

18 effects of hydro devel opnent and how t hey believe
19 t hey can best be addressed through the Adverse

20 Ef fects Agreenent.

21 M5. KEMPTON: One nonent, M. Chair
22 Those are ny questions, thank you.

23 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you, Ms. Kenpton.
24 Fox Lake Citizens, who is it going to

25 be?
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1 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you, M. Chair

2 For the record, |I'm Peter Kul chyski with the

3 Concerned Fox Lake Citizens G oup.

4 THE CHAIRVAN:  Pick the mc up a

5 t ouch.

6 MR. KULCHYSKI: | have sone gener al
7 i ntroductory questions, and then sonme specific

8 guestions around the presentation. So let ne

9 start, but first | had wanted to ask why soneone
10 fromTCN is not here today? Surely sonme of the
11 soci al environnental or econom c inpacts are

12 directly relevant to them and |'mjust curious
13 why we don't have a representative?

14 M5. KINLEY: The representatives, the
15 wtnesses fromthe Cree Nations, fromthe Partner
16 First Nations, have chosen, have seen the way we
17 have organi zed the panels and have been part of

18 that organization, and they have chosen where to
19 be part -- where to be witnesses. 1In the

20 Partnershi p panel earlier on we had all of the

21 comunities, and in the one followng we will have
22 all of the communities. And we are very happy

23 that Ted and Karen are here with us on this panel.
24 MR, KULCHYSKI : Thanks.

25 So, since |'man acadenmic, | want to
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start with the bibliography that's in the main

report that you filed. |1'mjust curious about a
coupl e of absences, so | guess this is to

Ms. Kinley or Dr. Petch. Have you seen or are you
aware of Dr. Paul Nadasdy's book, Hunters and

Bur eaucrat s?

M5. PETCH. | amsorry, you will have
to speak a little slower and maybe a little
| ouder ?

MR, KULCHYSKI: |'m aski ng whet her you
have seen or are aware of, |'mjust going to have
four or five books, so | will go through them
But first, Paul Nadasdy's book, it's called
Hunt ers and Bureaucrats?

M5. PETCH | have heard of it but I'm
not famliar with it.

MR KULCHYSKI: And I'minterested in
wor k about the indi genous nethodol ogi es, Linda
Sm th's Decol oni zi ng Met hodol ogi es or Shawn
Wl son's Research is Cerenony?

MS. PETCH. The first one, yes.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Linda Smth. And are
you famliar with or have you heard of the work of
either a Collin Scott or Harvey Feit or Brian

Crai k or Boyd Ri chardson on social, socio-econom c
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1 on Janes Bay Cree?

2 M5. PETCH  Yes.

3 MR. KULCHYSKI: And Frank Tough, As

4  Their Natural Resources Fail?

5 M5. PETCH  Yes.

6 MR, KULCHYSKI: But those aren't in

7 your bibliography or notations for this study?

8 M5. PETCH  They were exam ned but

9 they were not part of the bibliography.

10 MR KULCHYSKI: What about the UNESCO
11 i nventory docunents pertaining to Intangible

12 Cultural Heritage, United Nations, UNESCO?

13 M5. PETCH.  Yes, they were exam ned
14 and they were then used in our analysis.

15 MR. KULCHYSKI: And are you aware of
16 t he enmergence of indi genous nethodol ogi es around
17 Aboriginal traditional know edge?

18 M5. PETCH  Yes.

19 MR. KULCHYSKI: Did you use indigenous
20 met hodol ogi es in your research?

21 M5. PETCH Not to the full extent we
22 would have liked to for this one.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Can you say why you
24 weren't able to use it?

25 MS. PETCH The focus was on the
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1 i npacts of the pathways of effects fromculture

2 and spirituality to the project. There were

3 specific things that we were | ooking at, rather

4 than a full academ c study, we were | ooking at

5 specific issues.

6 MR. KULCHYSKI: Am 1 taking you to say
7 that you didn't think indigenous mnethodol ogi es

8 would be appropriate to the focus of this

9 particul ar research?

10 M5. PETCH. No, | did not say that.

11 MR. KULCHYSKI: Then I'mnot quite

12 under st andi ng your answer. You say you woul d have
13 preferred to use indigenous nethodol ogies if you
14 had a fuller scope, but because the project was

15 supposed to be on the inpacts of the Keeyask

16 project, you didn't enploy then?

17 MS. PETCH The First Nation Partners
18 conducted their culture and spirituality studies
19 as part of their other projects. W respected and
20 appreci ated the nethods that they were using for
21 t heir conponents, and we drew fromthose and from
22 the works that they had produced.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Good, thank you.

24 Can | just ask, in terns of oral

25 hi story research that you were responsible for, is
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1 the oral history that you woul d conduct different

2 if you are working in a place, |I'm choosing

3 Ronmani a because one of your research people did

4 their research in Romania, but anywhere else in

5 the world, as opposed to Northern Manitoba and

6 | nni nuwug peoples. Wuld there be different

7 protocols and different methodologies if you are
8 doing oral history with indigenous peoples in

9 Nor t hern Mani t oba?

10 M5. PETCH. The technical conponents
11 of conducting oral histories, depending on the

12 ki nds of equi pnent you want to use, can be pretty
13 much transferred across the board. But

14 specifically for First Nations, there are a nunber
15 of cultural indicators, if you will, or there are
16 a nunber of cultural processes that you will want
17 to address.

18 A lot of our questions and a |ot of
19 their nethods were provided to the First Nations
20 Partners prior to us actually conducting any of
21 the field work. So anything that we had pl anned,
22 or put forward in our work plans, was put through
23 the First Nation conmunities before we actually
24 were able to go and do the questions.

25 A lot of comunities conducted their
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1 own plan. W provided sone training for them

2 t hey conducted their own oral history prograns and
3 provided us with the information they thought

4 would be relevant to us in our pursuit for |ooking
5 for pat hways.

6 MR. KULCHYSKI: So then you were

7 taking information that was provided to you by the

8 communities rather than gathering it yourself, is

9 t hat --
10 M5. PETCH W did both. W did a few
11 interviews, | believe about ten, 12 all together.

12 The rest were conducted by the communities. For
13 York Factory First Nation, the interviews that

14 were done by the community researchers were

15 transcri bed by the conmunity researchers, and the
16 transcripts were presented to us and we put them
17 t hrough our social science programrng. And that
18 is -- we also used that process with the reports
19 that were produced by the First Nations.

20 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks very nuch.

21 One ot her general question and then
22 have sone specific ones. This is for Ms. Cole. |
23 was actually quite interested in your answer to
24 M. WIlianms today around the limted

25 responsi bilities of Manitoba Hydro through the
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1 Partnership in terns of educational facilities on

2 the reserve. And | just was curious if you can

3 give ne a broader answer. Does Mnitoba Hydro,

4  through the Partnership, see itself as having any
5 kind of responsibility for the social well-being
6 of these comunities, of the affected comunities

7 on any | evel ?

8 | wll say it is not a trick question,
9 I"'mnot |ooking for a legal answer. [|'mjust

10 curious. It is an inportant question, | guess.

11 M5. COLE: It is an inportant question

12 and that's why |I'mthinking about how | want to

13 answer it.

14 MR, KULCHYSKI: Sure, take your tine.
15 M5. COLE: The answer to M. WIIlians
16 was in response to sone very specific types of

17 services that are provided on communities, and

18 there are statutory obligations within |egislation
19 that sort of mandate the responsibility of who

20 provi des those services. So, for exanple,

21 education services are to be provided by the

22 Federal Government. Health services are to be

23 provi ded through the Public Health Act for the

24  First Nations and Inuit Health Branch. And we are

25 very aware that those statutory obligations exi st
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1 and that there are others mandated to undert ake

2 those activities.

3 Having said that, | think I can speak
4 for nyself, | can speak for Hydro, and | probably
5 speak for everyone that works within this

6 Partnership, the social well-being of the

7 comunities is incredibly inportant to us, and

8 that's why so many neasures have been taken within
9 what is our nandate to devel op the project and

10 undertake the project in a way that provides as
11 much opportunity and enhances benefits as nuch as
12 possible to the communities that are nost affected
13 by this project and are involved as partners.

14 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks for that

15 answer .

16 Let's say, with the best wll, that
17 all of these nmeasures that you, you know, are

18 obligated to provide and do provide, let's say

19 they fail. Let's says that we repeat, in effect,
20 which some of us are worried about, the m stakes
21 of the past and the soci o-econom c inpacts end up
22 being horrific, as they have been in the past, in
23 ny Vi ew.

24 Wul d you, or do you think that your

25 organi zation would feel a responsibility to go
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1 beyond what they are technically legally

2 providing, and relook at the arrangenent and try
3 and find some way to inprove the situation, or

4 would you feel |ike, we've passed all of these

5 nmeasures, we have provided all of these

6 provisions, and if they don't work, too bad?

7 M5. COLE: First of all, we are not

8 expecting a failure, and we are not expecting a

9 repeat of the past. W have worked very hard to
10 ensure that that hasn't happened. So in terns of
11 your question, though, we have talked a little bit
12 today about the Adverse Effects Agreenents, and
13 there is a very real reason why those Adverse

14 Ef fects Agreenents are structured with

15 flexibility, so that programm ng can change to

16 address adverse effects based on community w shes
17 in ternms of addressing adverse effects, and if

18 they are not functioning as planned, the

19 flexibility and the ability to change those

20 progranms. So that would be one part of the

21 answer .

22 I"mcertain that you are aware, and it
23 was discussed initially at the Partnership panel
24 that there have been sone chall enges at Wiskwati m

25 in terms of what was expected fromthat deal, and
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1 we haven't w ped our hands of it and wal ked away,

2 we are actually sitting down with the community
3 and tal ki ng about how we can change t hat

4 arrangenment, so that it does provide what was

5 expected when it was originally negotiated.

6 So | think we are responsible, and we
7 will work with communities if those types of

8 things happen.

9 MR KULCHYSKI: So then | can take it
10 that you are saying that the |long-term

11 soci o-econom ¢ conditions in the comunity, at

12 | east matter to you and matter to your

13 organi zation, and as you nonitor it as things go
14 on, it wll be of concern?

15 M5. COLE: Yes, that's actually the
16 whole point of the nonitoring programis to | ook
17 at the adverse effects of the project, to see if
18 they were what was anticipated, and if they are
19 not and our mtigation isn't working, to | ook at
20 inproving mtigation, enhancing mtigation,
21 possi bly changing mtigation, or adding different
22 mtigation if required.
23 MR, KULCHYSKI: Al right. Thanks.
24 So now | want to turn to sone

25 guestions that come out of the presentation nore
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1 specifically. And Ms. Anderson, | want to start

2 wth you. Just a few, | think fairly direct

3 guestions or sinple questions.

4 It refers to, on page 6 of the

5 power poi nt from Fox Lake, people making cl ot hing.
6 And we just wanted to ask about, you know, people
7 usi ng beaded jackets, gauntlets and nukl uks. Do

8 you have any idea when and why they stopped making

9 t hose things? Animal hide for clothing on page 6?

10 M5. ANDERSON: Wiy they stopped? |
11 don't know, | think there are still sone people in
12 the comunity who still do these activities. |

13 don't think they totally stopped. Sone of them
14 don't live in the community anynore, but they

15 still practice that. Yes.

16 MR, KULCHYSKI: When and why do you
17 think it becanme |l ess of an activity within the

18 conmmuni ty?

19 MS. ANDERSON: | guess progress. You
20 know, there is a lot of influences in the

21 comunity and there was no, you know, people were
22 out working, they couldn't live off the |and

23 anynore, like totally get an activity off the

24 | and, so they had to take jobs, and that takes

25 away fromthe transferring of skills to the
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1 younger generation. And also there is a gap with

2 the elders with the | anguage, so that's part of it
3 also. But | think there is many people had | eft
4 the community for residential school, |ike ol der
5 than ne, and then at that tinme too there was no

6 transferring of the skills also. But there is

7 still sonme people who | know for sure, like a

8 couple of the |adies, they teach their daughters
9 how to do sonme of these activities. But there is
10 different reasons, yes. But there is a decline,
11 yeah.

12 MR. KULCHYSKI: Simlarly, you say

13 t hat people used to survive and |ive on cari bou.

14  When did that, you know, nost markedly change?

15 M5. ANDERSON: That was an exanpl e,
16 like I wouldn't say they lived on caribou. Just a
17 mnute | will find it, where | said that. | think

18 you are referring to how we tal ked about show ng
19 t he Europeans how aninmals m grated on the | and,

20 and the cari bou was the exanpl e.

21 MR, KULCHYSKI: Al right.

22 And on page 11 you refer to the clan
23 systens, and |I'mjust wondering if you have any

24  know edge related to the clan systemthat was used

25 specifically by Inninumug around Fox Lake? Do you
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1 know what bei ngs m ght have been associated with

2 clans? Do you know how clans m ght have pl ayed a

3 role in intermarriage or other social relations?

4 \Was there any work done on that or do you have any

5 know edge of this?

6 M5. ANDERSON: Cl ans, are you

7 referring to famly groupings? Wat did you say,

8 if I knew what?

9 MR, KULCHYSKI: Sonetines, you know,
10 in the Yukon, | worked in the Yukon, and they have
11 raven and wol f clans. Sonetines clans anong the
12 Ani shi naabe, for exanple, there is deer clan,

13 there is bear clan, there are clans associ at ed

14 with different non human bei ngs.

15 M5. ANDERSON: | understand what you
16 are asking, but, no, I have no know edge of that.
17 | used fam |y groupings.

18 MR. KULCHYSKI: When you are using the

19 word clans, you are tal king about them as

20 famlies, is that right?

21 M5. ANDERSON: Yes, famly and

22 comunity groups.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay. And we are
24 interested in the role of elders and comunity

25 menbers in witing up the environnental protection
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1 pl an and access nanagenent plans, | guess.

2 Did elders and community nenbers have
3 direct contact with those devel oping the plan, or
4 did they act through internediaries or through

5 ot her peopl e?

6 M5. ANDERSON: They had direct

7 contact, but I'mjust going to confer with Leslie

8 her e.

9 MR, KULCHYSKI: [I'msorry, while they

10 are conferring, | will just introduce M. Noah

11 Massan, my colleague here. | was so eager to get

12 started, | neglected to say.

13 M5. ANDERSON: Sorry, M. Chair, would
14 it be -- could | ask if Leslie could respond? It

15 woul d be nore succinct.

16 THE CHAI RVAN:  Certainly, we would

17 have to swear her in, but she could respond.

18 Ms. Leslie Agger: Sworn.

19 THE CHAI RMAN:  Go ahead.

20 M5. AGCER: Peter, if | understand

21 your question correctly, you were asking about the
22 direct input of the |ocal elders and harvesters

23 with the people who actually authored the

24 environment al protection plans.

25 So, originally it was the case that
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1 we, that it was through internediaries, as you

2 referred to, like people |ike nme would neet, and
3 we would then go and speak with the comunity.

4 But over the course of the past three years, Fox
5 Lake realized that there needed to be direct input
6 to the consultants, and actually to Manitoba

7 Hydro, because the ideas that were generated that
8 were comng fromthe conmunity were best

9 comuni cated to those people. So over the past
10 three years, what happened was that this sort of
11 core group of elders and harvesters assenbl ed

12 t hensel ves, and that was the group that we began
13 to look to, to help us better understand what the
14 comunity's perspectives were. So we devel oped, |
15 guess it was a protocol really, that we insisted
16 that there be direct contact between the core

17 group and Manitoba Hydro and Manitoba Hydro's

18 consul tants.

19 So that's a very recent sort of

20 i nprovenent in comunication and input to and

21 from direct input to and fromthe community and
22 t he consul tants and Manitoba Hydro.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: So how recent was

24 that? |Is that |ike starting three years ago?

25 MS. AGGER: That woul d have been
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1 probably 2010 that that started, summer of 2010.

2 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

3 Ckay, so then | want to turn to sone
4  questions around the socio-econom c parts of the
5 report. And on the main filing in section 219,

6 you referred to the Split Lake adhesion to the

7 Treaty in 1908. And | just wanted to ask if you
8 would agree that if Split Lake had not signed the
9 Treaty adhesion in 1908, that would significantly
10 i ncrease the value of their outstanding rights

11 because they woul d not have surrendered their

12 Aboriginal title?

13 THE CHAIRVMAN: | think that's beyond
14 the can of this panel.

15 MR KULCHYSKI: Well, can | ask, since
16 they referred to the signing of the Treaty in

17 1908, whether they think that that signing was

18 significant?

19 THE CHAI RVAN:  Again, | think that's
20 beyond what we woul d expect this panel to know.
21 They provided that as a historical point, but they
22 weren't offering any, you know, qualitative

23  observations about the value of that.

24 MR, KULCHYSKI: Ckay, thanks.

25 Then on page 16, | think of the slide
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presentation today, you referred to the

col l aborative work. And we were wondering, is
that col |l aboration with Manitoba Hydro or its
consul tants, and specifically |I'm wondering --
maybe Ms. Col e can answer this -- but is Manitoba
Hydro itself gaining any specific capacity or
experience with Aboriginal traditional know edge?
Wul d you say that it is starting to build up an
i n-house capacity in Aboriginal traditional

know edge?

M5. COLE: |I'mnot quite sure |
understand the question or what you are nean by
t hat .

MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay. | would say
that for many years, Manitoba Hydro has been
engaged with Aboriginal communities, but maybe
hasn't -- well, | would say hasn't had the best
record of engagenent wi th Aboriginal comunities.
So I'"mcurious about concrete things that wll
maybe i nprove Manitoba Hydro's ability to engage
with Cree communities in Northern Manitoba. And
one of those would be its in-house capacity to
access and understand Aboriginal traditional
know edge. So | guess |I'm wondering whether, you

know, there has been any inprovenent or -- we
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1 often tal k about the capacity of indigenous

2 comunities, but |'mconcerned about the capacity
3 of Manitoba Hydro itself, apart fromthe

4 consultants it brings inwith its owm kind of

5 i n-house capacity and understandi ng, how that has
6 gr own.
7 M5. COLE: If we are talking

8 specifically about in-house capacity, it is kind
9 of an awkward question, but | will do ny best to
10 answer it for you. And | can't speak to the past,

11 | can't speak to what specifically you are

12 referring to. Certainly anong the individuals
13 that are engaged in this project and work in this
14  project, and others within the organization that
15 "' maware of who work directly with Aboriginal
16 comunities, nost of those individuals conme

17 from-- many of those individuals come froma

18 background where they woul d have had either

19 previ ous experience, or they have gai ned

20 experience working with Aboriginal conmunities
21 t hrough the course of their jobs. Many of them
22 sone of them are Aboriginal thenselves. 1In the
23 case of ny staff, | have two anthropol ogi sts who
24  work for ne, they are al so ant hropol ogi sts who

25 work within the consulting firnms. But | don't
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1 want to leave you with the inpression that -- we

2 don't view ourselves as the know edge hol ders, so
3 | don't want to |l eave that inpression. W view

4 the community thensel ves as the know edge hol ders,
5 so | don't want to | eave the inpression that we

6 are sort of seeking to hold the know edge and then
7 reflect it back. W work closely with communities
8 to understand their perspectives and their

9 concerns and where they are com ng from

10 In the case of this project, the use
11 of Aboriginal traditional know edge within the EI' S
12 was governed by a set of Aboriginal traditional

13 know edge principles that were devel oped by the

14 Partners, and specifically lead by the communities
15 to sort of talk about how we woul d incorporate

16 Aboriginal traditional know edge into the EI S

17 And those principles are docunented in the EIS,

18 and we went through thema little bit earlier in
19 the course of the hearing.

20 | don't knowif |'ve answered your

21 guestion, but | tried to.

22 MR. KULCHYSKI: |'m not expecting you
23 to beconme an Abori gi nal know edge hol der, but

24 soneone who m ght be prepared to see the rel evance

25 of certain questions, ask the questions, and maybe
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1 have sone ability to understand the answers. And

2 you know, it is a growmng field of working with

3 Aboriginal comrunities on resource uses, so it may
4 have been certainly 30 years ago that Mnitoba

5 Hydro as an organi zation likely didn't have nuch

6 expertise in that area, 40 years ago maybe we can
7 safely say. And | certainly think some of that

8 has grown. And | just wondered if there has been
9 continued gromh in those capacities through this
10 project. And I think you kind of answered ny

11 guesti on.

12 M5. COLE: | think there has been

13 continued gromth. W talked about that a little
14 bit a few days ago. There have been a | ot of

15 ah-ha nmonents, and we are always | earning from one
16 another. And | think, well, | amconfident that
17 at least the ones that | work with, I can't speak
18 for others that I amnot engaged with at Hydro,

19 t hi nk everyone has approached this project and

20 engaged in this project wwth very nuch an open

21 m nd and an open heart, understanding and | earning
22 from one anot her, and aski ng questi ons.

23 And we tal ked earlier about devel oping
24 an environnent of respect and trust, and that's

25 critical to being able to ask sone of the
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guestions that you are tal king about. So sone of

t hose rel ati onshi ps and friendshi ps have built so
that we can ask sone of what mght seemlike a
stupid question, and to facilitate |earning and
starting to understand one another a whole | ot
better.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

| had a question, a couple of
guestions that come from our principals about what
are the plans nade by Fox Lake | eaders about the
enpl oyment situation after the Keeyask boom di es
down, both the expectations it mght create with
certain famlies of a certain incone |evel, and
about the lack of jobs after the construction boom
ends. So what sort of plans do you have in place
to deal with the end of the construction phase in
ternms of enpl oynent?

M5. ANDERSON: | think that -- like |
know t hi s has happened in the past already. Like
Li mestone, there was a big -- just the town al nost
went |ike a ghost town. There was very little
jobs, and there was only famlies who were not
enployed in the project, like |l will say like in
the tinme it was called LGD of Gllam So those

peopl e were |ucky, they were able to have their
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1 jobs for years after. But at this time, like

2 thereis still a lot of unenploynent in the

3 comunity, so people are |ooking forward to

4 getting sone jobs. And you know, it is -- for ne,
5 for many years | see that there is no jobs in the
6 community right now And | mean, | think people

7 wi |l be happy to have sone inconme at this tine.

8 But, again, going into the future, there is other
9 projects comng, so we are trying to | ook at the
10 positives. | know that there will cone a tine

11  when there will be no jobs and all of the projects
12 are done, and hopefully wth some of the training
13 in place for our people, maybe they will |eave the
14 community to go in pursuit of positions in other

15 comunities, or do other things that we are

16 | ooking for, we are | ooking towards the positives.
17 | think when the tinme cones and the
18 projects are nearing the end, | think that's when

19 we need to decide what we are going to do. You
20 know, maybe we w Il have sone different incone
21  sources or different businesses. Those are the
22 things that we need to think about at that tine,
23 but that's into the future.

24 So | think that's the best -- |ike

25 know what it is to have a project die, and the
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1 comunity to have no incone. And it is sad, like

2 a lot of people did | eave, they went to go | ook
3 for other jobs. And hopefully, sone of the

4 training will assist those famlies in doing that,

5 if they plan to | eave, you know, because if there
6 is nothing in the community, you know, | think
7 that's going to be a decision that they will have

8 to mke. Oherwise | think it will probably be

9 the sane. |'malnost positive it will. If there
10 is no job there, and you stay, and then there is
11 really no other choice. But | think, like | said,
12 at the time when it cones, like there is one nore

13 proj ect proposed, so maybe in 25 years, you know,

14 that's when, 20 years, that's when whoever is in

15 the | eadership will have to start thinking about
16 that.

17 MR, KULCHYSKI: Thanks for the answer.
18 So | understand there are no plans at

19 the noment to deal with that. You have an

20 under st andi ng of the experience, you know it is

21 com ng, but you will wait until closer to the tine
22 comes to develop a pl an?

23 M5. ANDERSON: | don't know that | can
24 say that the | eadership has not spoken about it or

25 discussed it in their meetings. But | know that
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1 t hey have that know edge that will come forward,
2 So. . .
3 MR. KULCHYSKI: And then on page 32,

4 you refer to, you know, qualified workers. And

5 t here have been some concerns in the past from

6  Aboriginal people across Northern Mnitoba about
7 what this neans.

8 And so anong the concerns are, wll

9 there be crimnal record checks for people

10 applying for jobs? Do people require five years
11 experience in order to get a job? And does

12 sonmeone | ose their residency as a northern

13 resident if they left for |onger than six nonths?
14 So those are the three specific questions about --
15 t hat m ght exclude people who are | ooking for

16  work.

17 W are just wondering what you mean by
18 qualify? Do you nmean the specific qualifications
19 associated with a particular job, or these other
20 i ssues such as five years of experience, crimnal
21 record checks, and | osing your residency if you
22 are out of the north for |onger than six nonths.
23 Al so, what you have been thinking of or what have
24 been used as qualifications?

25 M5. COLE: So when we refer to
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1 qualified, that refers to the specific

2 qualifications required to do the job. So you've
3 listed three things, and we can address, | guess,
4 all three of those.

5 The first is crimnal record checks.

6 Crimnal record checks are generally not

7 undertaken with the exception of the security

8 jobs. So that's the first one.

9 Regardi ng the five years experience,
10 that really is dependent on the job. The |evel of
11 experience and the nunber of years of experience
12 wll vary depending on the position in the work
13 force. So there is not a set five year |evel of
14 experience, it is entirely dependent on the job
15 and skills required and experience |levels required
16 for that job.

17 In terns of | osing northern residency,
18 when we wal ked through the preferences for the

19 project, one of the things that Janet noted, there
20 is aletter of agreenent to the Burntwood/ Nel son
21 agreenent specific to this project. And in the

22 case of this project, residents of the four

23 Keeyask Cree Nations comunities, which would

24  include Fox Lake, do not need to be resident in

25 the north to qualify within the first preference
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1 regi on.

2 MR. KULCHYSKI: So then suppl enment al
3 to that, if some of the positions, for exanple,

4 heavy equi pnment operators or truck drivers,

5 require five years of experience, and people who
6 m ght train now won't have five years of

7 experience because the job will start, why are

8 peopl e being trained for positions that m ght

9 requi re experience before they get hired?

10 M5. COLE: Well, the HNTElI program
11 certainly has -- it ended in 2010. So if people
12 are taking training now, it is certainly on their
13 own volition, it is not training that we are

14 offering. | have no clue, but | can find out the
15 nunber of years of experience required to be a

16 heavy equi pnent operator, and it nmay depend on the
17 type of equi pnment that you are operating, |'m not
18 sure. But if soneone is taking training or

19 pursuing training, | would hope that they are

20 pursui ng training because they want a career as a
21 heavy equi pnent operator and not specifically to
22 wor k on the Keeyask project for whatever that

23  duration would be.

24 MR. KULCHYSKI: There are certainly

25 limted opportunities for heavy equi pnment
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1 operators, and probably Hydro construction is

2 going to be one of the |argest opportunities over
3 the next while. So it can be frustrating for

4 people if they take training, but can't access

5 experience. And then in order to work on the

6 Keeyask or a future projects, you know, don't have
7 t he background and can't get enployed. So they

8 have got a credential, they can't get experience

9 and they can't get work.

10 M5. COLE: Well, specifically the

11 heavy equi pnent operators, that is actually one of
12 the fewjobs in the north, that is one of the main
13 jobs, which is why there are a | ot of heavy

14  equi pnment operators that have been trained through
15 t he HNTElI project.

16 Typically, | would note that sone of
17 the work has already started through the Keeyask
18 infrastructure project, so there is certainly

19 experience being gained through that project, and
20 work being undertaken through that project would
21 involve a | ot of heavy equi pnent operators. And
22 nost of the contracts through that are direct

23 negotiated contracts with the cormmunities. So the
24 comunities have the opportunity to direct hire

25 t hrough those contracts individuals that they may
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1 feel are qualified to undertake that work. So

2 that is an opportunity to gain the skills required
3 to do that type work.

4 Al so, if the project is underway, and
5 as is up on the slide here, frustration over skill
6 | evel s that may be noted and those types of

7 aspects certainly come up quite regularly during

8 the course of a construction project. And it is

9 sonmet hing that we take seriously. And that's why
10 t hat advi sory group on enpl oynent exists. And

11 that's a venue for concerns related to job

12 qualifications and those types of things, that

13 provi des a venue for those to be brought up,

14  reviewed, and discussed, and taken back and | ooked
15 at to make sure that the qualifications being

16 asked for a job do match what is actually required

17 to undertake that job.

18 THE CHAI RVAN:  Carry on

19 MR. MASSAN: Hello, ny name is Noah
20 | worked in all of those danms. |'m a heavy

21 equi pnent operator by trade, | got over 30 years

22 experience on those dans.
23 It all started back in nmaybe '68, '69,
24  when the construction started, | started worKking

25 for BACM and then | worked for MacNamara, | think
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1 Terry knows that. That's who are the contract in

2 Kettle, MacNamara. And they gave us opportunity,
3 that's the only outfit that |I know gave First

4 Nati on people a chance to run nmachi nes.

5 Now everything is different after Long
6 Spruce. You had to have five years experience to
7 work on these jobs, even Linmestone. Because at

8 Li mrestone when | was working there was an Anmerican
9 outfit I guess. | was the second dozer operator.
10 The American told nme, aren't you a little bit too
11 young to be a cat skinner, but John Banville did
12 tell them!| worked for Long Spruce and that.

13 Because they wanted, you know, when a conpany

14 cones in, like they don't want to give -- if you
15 don't have five years experience, they are not

16 going to let you run a $100,000 rmachi ne. They

17 want to see your experience on the machine. They
18 are not like -- lots of our people here took

19 training, truck drivers and everything. Even ny
20 brother just finished taking heavy equi pnent

21 training in Thonpson. And he went to the union
22 that was training in Thonpson, he asked if he can
23 get a job. But they told himyou have to have

24  five years experience, but Snokey wanted to give

25 hima job. They don't know my brother.
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1 But Hydro got no control about, you

2 know, the construction, when the contractor --

3 t hey have got no control over who they can hire.

4  They always ask you for five years experience.

5 Fortunately | had that. | got the run. | play

6 wth big toys. The biggest toy, D10 in Linestone,
7 and the biggest |oader | run, 992, you are about

8 14 feet high, you know. They were testing nme out
9 toseeif |I can run these machines. | show them |
10 can do it.

11 At first they didn't trust nme, |

12 guess. And then | got to run 35 ton crane too.

13 But John Banville didn't tell themI| could run

14 this equipnment. | got to see what really happened
15 in construction. Hydro don't over | ook that, |ike
16 they are not watching the First Nation people.

17 Li ke, for instance, there is a truck
18 driver, | don't know who they hired this guy from
19 you know. \When you are working on the river you
20 got to think about safety all of the tine. That's
21 a big concern too.

22 You know, the other thing about these
23 peopl e, especially when you are working on the

24 river, you are meking a cofferdam you are

25 t hi nki ng about them guys. That's how they | ook at
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you, these constructions, you know, the

contractors and all that.

Ri ght now i n Keeyask, why are they
letting First Nation people -- because a guy
there, he is a cousin, | amrelated to him!]
guess -- and the contractor keep their people.
don't understand it. | thought we get the first
cut at these jobs. W are not getting that.

You know, you guys sound pretty good
when you are tal king, but that's not the
experience | got to see, you know. It bugs ne
when | see that.

THE CHAI RVMAN:  What Noah didn't tel
us was that in 1986, | believe, when they had the
sod cutting, or sod turning to restart the
Li mestone project, the Premer of the Province was
up there riding on a dozer to cut that soil, and
Noah was the operator.

MR. KULCHYSKI: But you can see that
for all of the paper that's here, and all of these
nunbers, there is a lot of frustration in northern
comunities with actual enploynent. And certainly
the five year experience neans that people are
getting trained, but then can't get the positions.

| suppose, maybe I'Il turn this into a question.
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| often hear in various of these projects that the

peopl e who own the project afterwards nmake a bunch
of prom ses, but the contractors, or sone
contractors don't necessarily feel bound by the
prom ses, and are often bound by their own famly
ties and their own obligations.

So are there contractual provisions in
pl ace to ensure that Aboriginal people who are
properly trained will get work they are trained
for fromvarious contractors and sub contractors?

M5. COLE: There are preference
conditions in the Burntwood/ Nel son Agreenent, and
t hose preference conditions do extend first and
forenpst to northern Aborigi nal people, so that
they are within the first preference area, and
qual i fied northern Aboriginal people do receive
first preference. And that runs through the job
referral system

In terns of the five years of
qualification, there is no standard five years of
qualification. The qualifications are set on a
job by job basis. So depending on your experience
and the type of job that the individuals that you
were referring to were applying for, there very

wel | coul d have been five years of experience
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1 required to operate that piece of equipnent. But

2 there certainly isn't a standard five year |eve

3 of experience across the board.

4 You know, you are right, safety is a
5 huge concern for us. W take it very, very

6 seriously at the site.

7 There is also a process in place, and
8 | would say this is one of the |earnings from

9 Wiskwatim there is a process in place to provide
10 on-the-job training. And that is happening right
11 now t hrough the direct negotiated contracts that
12 are underway through the Keeyask infrastructure
13 project. And it will continue with contractors
14  throughout the course of the general civil

15 contract for Keeyask. And the purpose of that

16 training is to do exactly what you are expressing
17 as a frustration, it is to provide individuals

18 with the opportunity to gain experience at the

19 construction site and to build their

20 qual i fications.

21 So, for exanple, one of the best

22 exanpl es are carpenters. O ten carpenters have
23 20, 30 years of experience building houses in a
24 First Nation community, which is totally different

25 t han buil ding some of the forms, and concrete
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1 forms required at a construction site. So there

2 are cases, and there certainly were through

3 Wiskwati m where on-the-job training opportunities
4 were provided to provide those individuals with

5 sonme of the experience needed to qualify to do

6 that type of work on a construction site, and to

7 make sure that those opportunities were avail able
8 to train carpenters in the region and fromthe

9 Nel son House conmunity. So that is the purpose of

10 on the job training.

11 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Dr. Kulchyski, it is
12 after 4:30. |If you have five or ten mnutes left,
13 we will continue. |If you have nore, we will wait

14 until the norning.

15 MR KULCHYSKI: Let's wait for the

16 nmor ni ng.

17 THE CHAI RMAN:  You have nore than five
18 or ten mnutes?

19 MR, KULCHYSKI: Yes.

20 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. So we wil |l

21 adj ourn until 9:30 tonorrow norning.

22 The thing | forget al nbst every day,
23 docunents to be regi stered, Madam secretary?

24 M5. JOHNSON: Yes. The KHLP response

25 to undertaking 7 and 8 will be KHLP 46. The
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response to undertaking nunber 9 is 47. There is

an update to the Keeyask heritage field studies
for 2012/13, which will be KHLP 48. The panel's
4D slides on socio-economcs is KHLP 49. And M.

Wl lians' excerpts fromthe soci o-econom c record

is CAC 005.
(EXHI BIT KHLP 46: Response to
undertaking 7 and 8)
(EXHI BIT KHLP 47: Response to
under t aki ng nunber 9)
(EXHI BIT KHLP 48: Update to Keeyask
heritage field studies for 2012/13)
(EXHI BIT KHLP 49: Panel's 4D slides
on soci 0- economn cs)
(EXH BIT CAC 005: M. WIIlians'
excerpts from soci o-econom c record)
THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you. W are now
adj our ned.

(Adj ourned at 4:35 p.m)
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