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1 Wednesday, Novenber 6, 2013

2 Upon commencing at 9:30 a.m

3 THE CHAI RMAN.  Good norning. |1'd |ike
4 to reconvene now. We're continuing with

5 cross-exam nation of the socio-econom ¢ panel,

6 Concerned Fox Lake Grassroots Citizens, then the

7 chair.

8 Dr. Kul chyski ?

9 MR, KULCHYSKI: Thank you. So just to
10 | et you know roughly, we have a few nore questions

11 around training, sone questions about soci al

12 i npacts, questions about nercury, and questions
13 about heritage, and a couple of general questions
14 at the end. So that's roughly our overal

15 program

16 So if we can turn back to, | just

17 finished with a couple of questions on training.
18 | want to ask a little bit about the Wiskwati m
19 experience. So | guess this is directed towards
20 Ms. Col e.

21 Wul d you characterize the Aborigi na
22 enpl oynent experience at Wiskwati m as an

23 unqual i fi ed success or sonething | ess than that,
24 and if so, what would your overal

25 characterizati on be?
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1 M5. COLE: | would probably not use

2 t he phrase "unqualified success,” but | would say
3 that it was successful. | nean, it was the first
4 time in many, nmany years that Hydro had undertaken
5 a major capital project. And in that respect, |

6 think we did quite well. W had roughly

7 35 percent Aboriginal enploynment. Rates of

8 turnover were down fromthe context of Linestone.
9 There were certainly a nunber of people who were
10 in senior supervisory positions. Sone of the

11 i ndi vi dual s who wor ked at Wiskwati m have gone on
12 to work at the Keeyask infrastructure project. So
13 in that respect, | do think it was a success. But
14 we also learned a | ot during the course of

15 undert aki ng Wiskwat i m and sonme of those | essons
16 are being applied at Keeyask. And we tal ked about
17 sonme of those yesterday in the context of

18 on-the-job training, and there are sone ot her

19 aspects as wel|.

20 MR. KULCHYSKI: That was ny next

21 guestion, whether | essons that were | earned at

22 Wiskwat i m were incorporated into the new project?
23 M5. COLE: Yes.

24 MR, KULCHYSKI: So | guess retention

25 rates are the thing that concerned ne when
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1 | ooked at the nunbers com ng out of Wiskwatim Do

2 you have any specific plans to try and inprove

3 retention rates of Aboriginal workers in the

4 Keeyask project?

5 M5. COLE: W do. And they were a

6 concern for us com ng out of the Wiskwati m project
7 as well. Retention rates were certainly better

8 than they were on Linestone, but they were not as
9 good as we had hoped they woul d be.

10 So sone of the things that we do have
11 in the context of retention, firstly, there's an
12 enpl oyee retention and support contract, which is
13 a negotiated contract, a direct negotiated

14 contract with York Factory and Fox Lake. That

15 contract does provide counselling services at

16 site, as well as cultural awareness training,

17 which will be really inportant in the context of a
18 very diverse workforce that we expect at the

19 Keeyask site.

20 One of the things that is new, and |
21 think is a learning through the context of

22 Wiskwatim is for many northern Aborigi nal peopl e,
23 in particular, working with unions is not a

24 famliar experience and can in many ways be very,

25 very intimdating. And there is a lack of confort
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1 often in going to speak to a union or taking up --

2 engagi ng, | guess, in a fight would be sonething
3 that would be a way that | would characterize it.
4 So one of the things that we | earned through

5 Wiskwati mis, rather than chall enge, people would
6 just leave the site.

7 And so one of the changes that has

8 been made in the context of Wiskwatimis having a
9 speci fic Aboriginal union representative hired by
10 the union, who is there to act as a l|liaison for
11 t he Aboriginal workforce at the site, and to

12 support Aboriginal workers in dealing wth the

13 uni ons.

14 Those are two of the bigger matters
15 with respect to retention. There are also site
16 representatives fromthe KCN communities that are
17 there to act as liaisons for the KCN comuniti es,
18 but certainly for others. And we do expect that
19 there will be elder visits to site, which was one
20 of the learnings through the course of Wskwatim
21 and was certainly very well received by workers
22 from N sichawayasi hk Cree Nation, was the

23 opportunity to sit down and speak with elders on a
24 regul ar basis, so..

25 MR, KULCHYSKI: But would you agree
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1 that using Linmestone as a baseline and sayi ng
2 Wiskwat i m i nproves on Linestone, | mean, we are
3 | ooking at a damthat was built in an era when,

4  you know, Aboriginal enploynent rates were very

5 poor and processes were quite poor. So that's not
6 i ke -- saying you have inproved on Linmestone is
7 not, to my mnd, saying a whole |ot.

8 M5. COLE: Well, for Hydro, that's our
9 | ast experience, building in Northern Mnitoba.

10 And the Linestone experience certainly wasn't as
11 bad as you're nmaking it out to be, and we have

12 i nproved upon it. Linestone retention rates for
13 Abori gi nal workers were around 50 percent, so that
14 certainly was not very good.

15 In the context of Wiskwatim they were
16 roughly a 40 percent retention rate, but many of
17 t hose workers were rehired later on in the

18 process, and many of themquit. They weren't

19 workers who were fired, they just left the job

20 site. And so many of them canme back later on

21 And rates of hire at Linmestone were
22 probably -- they weren't as high as Wiskwati m but
23 there certainly was a | arge Aborigi nal workforce
24  at Linmestone as well.

25 MR. KULCHYSKI: So then you don't
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1 agree that Linmestone sets a fairly poor standard

2 as a baseline to work fromand to characterize

3 your i nprovenent ?

4 M5. COLE: For us it's the only, |

5 guess, point of reference that we have in terns of
6 our experience working in Northern Manitoba. W
7 woul d use now as a point of reference going

8 forward on Keeyask the Wiskwati m experi ence,

9 because that's going to be a very recent

10 experience, and many of the policies and

11 practices, the pre-enploynent training are very
12 simlar to Keeyask. So we would use that now as
13 our baseline in the place in which to inprove

14 upon.

15 MR KULCHYSKI: Sure. And then

16 turning to the workers who voluntarily |eft

17 enpl oynment, are you famliar with the concept of a
18 racially stratified workforce?

19 M5. COLE: Perhaps you can explain to
20 me what you nean by that and then | can --

21 MR. KULCHYSKI: A racially stratified
22 wor kf orce means basically, in crude ternms, you

23 have brown peopl e shoveling and you have white

24 peopl e ordering them where to shovel, as in

25 executive positions, nmanagenent positions,
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1 supervi sory positions are dom nated by, in this

2 case, non-Aboriginal people, and nenial positions

3 are dom nated by Aboriginal people. W

4 characterize a workforce that works largely in

5 that structure as a racially stratified workforce.

6 M5. COLE: Okay. Are you asking ne if

7 | believe Wiskwati mwas |ike that, or is there a

8 guestion?

9 MR. KULCHYSKI: So you're not famliar
10 wth the concept of racially stratified workforce?
11 M5. COLE: | understand what you're
12 getting at, yes.

13 MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay. Do you

14  appreciate the fact that sonetinmes workers may
15 | eave a job, Aboriginal workers, for exanple,

16 those at the |lower end of the workforce, because
17 they are experiencing a racially stratified

18 workforce?

19 M5. COLE: | amnot sure | would

20 characterize -- as the Partnership, the Wiskwati m
21 Hydropower Linmited Partnership has spent a | ot of
22 tinme tal king about why people may have left the
23 work force. And certainly concerns about -- |

24 won't use your |anguage because that certainly

25 wouldn't be the |anguage that woul d be reflected
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back to us. Certainly what we have heard in sone

instances is that individuals left the workforce,
in sone cases, because they felt there was perhaps
a |lack of understandi ng of Aboriginal culture and
they weren't understood on the workforce, and that
t here were conmuni cation barriers and

m sunderstanding. | won't deny that that has
absolutely conme up in the context of Wskwati mand
di scussions with workers who have |left the site.
And we are working very hard to address that in

t he context of Keeyask.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Can you give ne sone
exanpl es of what sort of changes will be nmade to
address those kinds of situations?

M5. COLE: Well, one we have al ready
tal ked about, which is inplenenting cultural
awar eness training. That will be |ead by York
Factory and Fox Lake First Nation. |It's mandatory
at the site, and has now been integrated and wl|l
take place as part of safety, as part of the
safety training at site. So all site staff wll
receive it. Managers and supervisors receive a
| onger training course than perhaps other workers
at the site. So that would be one of the pieces

that's been undert aken.
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1 And there are always efforts to get

2 i ndi vidual s into supervisory positions from
3 Nort hern Manitoba, but it's challenging and -- but

4 there are efforts nade to do that.

5 MR, KULCHYSKI: Ckay. On page 61, you
6 say:

7 “Mani t oba Hydro intends to address

8 these risks through a corporate w de

9 strategy."”

10 And then in ny terns, thinking about it as a

11 racially stratified workforce, has Manitoba Hydro
12 had, or does it contenplate having an Abori gi nal
13 executive training programwthin the

14 or gani zati on?

15 M5. COLE: So what you're referring to
16 on page 61 is |linked specifically to public safety
17 and worker interaction. So it's not actually

18 specifically linked to incidents at site. It's

19 actually primarily linked to interaction in |ocal
20 comunities that may not be positive interactions
21 bet ween an outsi de workforce and individuals in

22 | ocal comunities. So are you asking ne about

23 that, or do you want to tal k about your first

24 guestion?

25 MR, KULCHYSKI: | was thinking it
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1 m ght have had a broader applicability. So let ne

2 ask if Manitoba Hydro, as an organi zation, has it
3 contenpl ated or does it have an Abori gi nal

4 executive training progran?

5 M5. COLE: 1'd have to find out for

6 you whet her we have sonething specific at Mnitoba
7 Hydro related to an Abori gi nal managenent

8 initiative. | can tell you that w thin Manitoba

9 Hydro there certainly are, within the conpany

10 enploynent target, |ike an Aborigi nal managenent
11 enpl oynment target, and we're working very hard to
12 achi eve that inside the conpany.

13 And we do have a nunber of initiatives
14 that we work towards to inprove Aboriginal

15 enpl oyment within our own workforce. So, for

16 exanpl e, we have the Aboriginal pre-placenent

17 training initiative, which provides Abori gi nal

18 candidates with skills, upgrading, training,

19 particularly in the area of sciences which are

20 often not found in Northern Manitoba. W talked
21 about yesterday, to inprove the ability of

22  Aboriginal workforce to get into our trades,

23 trai ning apprenticeship program So they would go
24  through first the Aboriginal pre-placenent

25 training program and then they enter right into
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1 the trades training initiative which lead to

2 either a five or six-year apprenticeship program
3 W al so offer several schol arships

4 through the course of the work that we do. W

5 have a very engaged sunmer student program which
6 25 percent of the students in that programare

7 Abori gi nal .

8 So there is an IR that wal ks through
9 all of those initiatives.

10 MR, KULCHYSKI : But |'m asking,

11 specifically I'mconcerned at the executive |evel,
12 at the upper |evel of Mnitoba Hydro

13 deci si on- meki ng and managenent, what efforts are
14 made to recruit Aboriginal people? For exanple,
15 are there Aboriginal liaison officers? | knowin
16 the corporate structure, there is someone with the
17 responsi bility for Aboriginal community

18 engagenent, but | don't see Aboriginal people in
19 t hose positions, or other positions not related to
20 Abori gi nal peopl e.

21 And you know, we tal ked yesterday a
22 l[ittle bit. 1'mconcerned about, when we tal ked
23 about the capacity to devel op Manitoba Hydro's

24  know edge of Aboriginal traditional know edge, so

25 | "' m concerned about its general capacity to
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1 appreci ate, understand Aboriginal culture, the

2 conditions of Aboriginal conmmunities. Part of

3 t hat capacity probably involves having Abori gi nal
4 peopl e at the upper echel ons of the organization.
5 And |'mjust curious whether you' re sort of

6 al l owi ng these prograns hopefully to eventually

7 infiltrate, so that soneone cones, or whether

8 there is a nore aggressive strategy for recruiting
9 Abori gi nal people at the executive |evel?

10 M5. COLE: Well, certainly that is our
11 hope or we wouldn't be inplenmenting all of those
12 progranms. That's 100 per cent of our hope. But
13 the notion that there aren't sonme very influential
14  Aboriginal people at the very senior executive

15 | evel of Hydro, I"'mnot sure is entirely fair.

16 Hydro's board has four Cree people on the board

17 for Manitoba Hydro, who are | eading the policy and

18 deci sion-nmaking of the conpany.

19 MR, KULCHYSKI: Well, | appreciate and
20 I"'maware of that |evel of Aboriginal engagenent
21 at the board. |'m concerned about the operational

22 organi zational structure of the organization, so
23 the presidential, vice-presidential, kind of the
24 dai ly decision-making level. And again, wthin

25 Hydro --
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1 THE CHAI RVAN: M. Bedford?

2 MR. BEDFORD: We have noved beyond the
3 Keeyask project. WManitoba Hydro is not the

4 proponent of this project and, however interesting
5 the subject may be, it's not relevant to your work
6 her e.

7 MR, KULCHYSKI: It's absolutely

8 rel evant inasmuch as if Manitoba Hydro has a

9 racially stratified workforce in its own

10 organi zation, and that can therefore get mrrored
11 in a project |ike Keeyask and, therefore, you have
12 a recurrent problem

13 THE CHAI RVAN:  Unfortunately for you
14 Dr. Kul chyski, | would agree with M. Bedford. |
15 don't believe it's relevant to the proceedi ngs

16  before us.

17 | would al so note that you are nmaki ng
18 a lot of statenents. You should just be asking

19 guestions. Sone context is allowed, but making

20 statenents goes beyond the purpose of

21 cross-exam nation. That conmes in argunent.

22 MR. KULCHYSKI: O course. Thanks.

23 | think the other question |I have is
24 about the training you have been tal king about in

25 terms of workers. Do you have any sense of what
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the duration of training is for workers and for

supervisors on the Keeyask site around cul tural
sensitivity issues?

M5. COLE: Like howlong is the
trai ni ng progranf

MR. KULCHYSKI: | understand there's a
heal th and safety conponent, so |I'd be curious
about how | ong that conponent is versus how | ong
the cultural sensitivity conmponent will be?

M5. COLE: You'll have to give ne a
mnute just to find out for you. Ted may know on
the cultural training, but I'mnot sure.

MR. BLAND: The cultural training
conponent is throughout the duration of the
project. There is cultural sensitivity and
training for managenent and staff. And | believe
everyone woul d have to do the training annually,
especially the managers. But for new people, it
would, | think it's just, they would have to do it
once.

MR. KULCHYSKI: And |ike once neani ng
a norning, a full day, a week, an hour, 30
m nut es?

MR. BLAND: Managenent staff would

have to do it for a day and a half, | believe, and
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1 then the regular, the staff that are in, they

2 would do it for a day and half a day. There's
3 different types. And | don't have the docunent in
4 front of nme, but | know that's along the |Iines of

5 what we negotiated for the training.

6 MR, KULCHYSKI: Al right, thanks.
7 So then I'Il | eave aside the training
8 issues and turn a little bit to social issues.

9 And | did want to say, it seens to nme, again,

10 have questions about all of the communities. 1Is
11 it a normal part of the process that if soneone,
12 like the reason Split Lake is not here,

13 understand, is just they decided not to be here.
14  Can soneone just excuse thenselves from di scussion
15 around any of the issues if they decide not to be

16 present ?

17 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ms. Mayor?
18 M5. MAYOR. As Ms. Kinley indicated
19 yesterday, TCN representatives will be here on the

20 next panel relating to their environnental

21 approach. So you will have a full opportunity to

22 ask them questions relating to social inpacts when
23 they are here with the Partnership.

24 THE CHAIRVAN: | woul d al so note that

25 we're not here to review what's going on in
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1 i ndi vidual communities, not in an exhaustive way

2 anyway. We are here to review the Partnership and
3 the role of the Partnership. | nean, there are

4 certainly sone issues that come back to the

5 i ndi vi dual comunities which are valid questions

6 at this tinme, but it's not an overall exam nation
7 of each conmunity.

8 MR. KULCHYSKI: No, | understand that.
9 Al right. WII there be any specific
10 nonitoring around the inpact of Keeyask as it

11 relates in your conmunities to substance abuse

12 rates and sexual violence rates? These are two

13 i ssues that you have listed in your talk about the
14 i npact on Fox Lake specifically, but we would al so
15 have a concern with York Landing, we would have a
16 concern with TCNif it were here, and War Lake.

17 Do you plan to nonitor how the Keeyask dam w | |

18 i npact your communities, specifically in terns of
19 t hose issues?

20 MR. BLAND: W are going to be doing a
21 nonitoring presentation at the end of probably

22 next week. We're going to talk about a few

23 different issues. |In terns of the social issues,
24 | think it's sonething that we're constantly

25 nonitoring. W do keep track of who our enpl oyees
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are at the site, how they are doing. Before these
presentations, | mean, before the panel or CEC
heari ngs began, | was going up to nmeet with our

staff to see how they are doing, how they are
functioning at the site, how they are managi ng
away fromtheir famlies, and how they are doing
when they conme hone. And their breaks are seven
days and 21 days -- 21 days on, seven days off.

W al so have a worker, she's -- just
one second. The retention support workers are
al so neeting with the nmenbership. It is a benefit
to have them bei ng nenbers of our communities,
both York and Fox, al so Tataskweyak and, you know,
we are able to conmunicate with themdirectly if
they are having any issues. And while we are out
there, we also encourage themto neet with the
retenti on enpl oynent workers or the cul tural
coordi nator to tal k about any issues or problens
that they m ght be having.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

M5. COLE: I1'd like to actually add to
Ted' s answer.

As a Partnership, we have worked quite
closely with the RCMP, in both Thonpson and in

Gllam to nmake sure that they are aware of the
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1 expected workforce that's in the area, and any

2 concerns that may cone as a result of that. And

3 we do have commtnment fromthe RCVMP that, on a

4 nonthly basis, they will continue to work with

5 both mayor and council in Gllam as well as the

6 chiefs of each of the comunities, to discuss with
7 themregular statistics and any significant events
8 that are taking place. The RCWP detachnent of

9 Thonpson is responsible for Split Lake and York

10 Landi ng, whereas the one out of Gllamis

11 responsi bl e for Fox Lake.

12 In addition, the RCMP in Gllamare

13 working directly with Manitoba Hydro on a worker
14 interaction conmttee to specifically look at this
15 i ssue and to put in place nmeasures to address

16 these issues, and to nonitor these types of issues
17 on an ongoing basis. So it's certainly sonething
18 we are aware of and are working wth.

19 Some of those statistics, particularly
20 when we get into crine statistics, are often

21 confidential. So the RCMP prefer to work directly
22 with mayor and council and with chief to share

23 some of those statistics.

24 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks. Ms. Anderson?

25 M5. ANDERSON: | just wanted to add
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that, again, there's a worker interaction

commttee that's been started, and Fox Lake is
part of that. But at the same tine, like for our
community, we look at if there's like a large

i ncrease of any substance abuse, any assaults on
woren, children, or males. But we al so have
current workers, and our resources in the

comm ttee, a NADA worker, which is a National

Al cohol Drug Abuse worker. And we have our health
staff who al so, you know, are aware of these types
of issues. And the context that we are in right
now, like it's not only the Keeyask project, but
right now there are several projects happening
around our comunity in GIllam and Bird.

So, you know, we are already on the --
we are already, | guess, nonitoring the activity
of the workforce in the area, and it's going to
conti nue.

MR. KULCHYSKI: And will there be a
bar in the work canp? That's one of the questions
that are --

M5. COLE: Yes, there will be a bar at
t he work canp.

MR. KULCHYSKI : Thanks.

And will there be anything done to
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1 mtigate, and in spite of that, the influx of

2 workers to the bar in Gllan? WII there be any

3 control over worker npvenent into the bar at

4 Gllan®

5 M5. COLE: There are actually a nunber
6 of nmeasures in place that are not -- | nean, this
7 is a free country so we can't sort of |ock people

8 at site and nake them stay at site. But

9 certainly, you raised the lounge. That's actually
10 one of the key reasons there is a |lounge at site,
11 is to entice people to stay at canp and not go

12 into Gllamor into Thonpson. One of the other

13 advant ages of having the | ounge at site is that it
14  provides the Partnership and those at site with
15 the opportunity to regul ate al cohol consunption.
16 So you only are allowed to purchase a certain

17 nunber of drinks and no al cohol is allowed at

18 site.

19 O her activities at the site,

20 there's -- we had on the very first day, Marc

21 showed what's at site. There's a |ot of

22 recreational facilities at site to make the canp
23 an enticing place to stay.

24 There is certainly restriction to

25 public visits to the site. Northern and ot her
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1 workers are discouraged from bringing personal

2 vehicles to the site. And there is shuttle

3 service offered from well, in the BNA I think

4 it's called the point of departure. | probably

5 got that wong, but from Thonpson, G || am and

6 certainly from York Landing, there are shuttle

7 services available to get to site, so individuals
8 are not driving their own vehicl es.

9 And during the course of the

10 construction project, individuals are housed

11 primarily at the main canp. There will be a south
12 side canp, but the majority of the workforce is at
13 a canp on the north side of the river. So the

14 duration and tinme to get to either GIllamor

15 Thonpson is about an hour and a half. So it's a
16 pretty significant trip. And if you don't have a
17 car, it's certainly not a trip you' re going to

18 make on foot. So the Partnership has sort of, |
19 guess, the measures put in place are to nmake the
20 canp as attractive a place as possible for workers
21 to be and to stay.

22 And they are | ong work days. Most

23 workers are working 10 to 12 hours a day. So it
24  is built in, but we are aware that there are sone

25 workers who will go into both GIlamand Thonpson
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1 and there certainly is the potential for there to

2 be negative interactions with the |ocal

3 popul ation. And so we're working to address those

4 as well.
5 MR. KULCHYSKI: | appreciate there's
6 only so nmuch that you can do. 1've done work

7 around these issues where huge efforts are nade,

8 and in spite of that, things wll happen. So I

9 under stand what you're saying. Sorry for the

10 comment .

11 In ternms of vehicle use and

12 restrictions on vehicle use, will the restrictions
13 on wor ker vehicle use at the canps be greater than
14 the current restrictions that exist for Hydro

15 workers in Gllan®

16 M5. COLE: The restrictions are on the
17 use of conpany vehicles for personal purposes

18 while at the site. | cannot speak to how t hat

19 relates to what's currently under way in G llam
20 but certainly at the site, if soneone is going

21 into Gllamor Thonpson to say pick up supplies,
22 they are going to pick up supplies and cone back.
23 They are not taking a conpany vehicle to go to

24  Thonpson to, | don't know, go bowing and go to

25 the bar for the evening. |It's strictly for
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1 conpany business. So there are certainly

2 restrictions, yes. Now, how that conpares to what
3 happens in Gllam | can't speak to that.

4 MR, KULCHYSKI: We know that there are
5 restrictions in Gllamand that still vehicles

6 often get used for personal use fromthe

7 experience of our principals.

8 M5. COLE: Ckay.

9 MR. KULCHYSKI: So | was just

10 wondering whether there are additional

11 restrictions in place or whether they roughly map

12 out the sane way. |[|f they map out the sane way,
13 it would seemthey are not sufficient.
14 M5. COLE: Well, | don't know if

15 that's a question or not. The restrictions are,
16 you need to go to town, do your business and cone
17 back. There's not, it's not for personal use.

18 You can't pick up a vehicle at 9:00 on Friday

19 night go into town to party. That certainly is

20 not somet hing that woul d be all owed, which I think
21 m ght be what you're getting at. That is not

22  all owed.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay. On page 82, you
24 refer to a worker famly survey. And |I'm

25 wondering who will that be conducted by and in
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1 what formit will take place? So at the bottom of

2 page 82, it says:

3 "Cultural and spirituality. A worker
4 famly survey will be undertaken."
5 M5. COLE: So typically, those types

6 of surveys, we did a worker famly survey as well
7 during the course of Wiskwati m and that worker

8 famly survey was undertaken and | ead by

9 Ni si chawayasi hk Cree Nation. And | woul d expect
10 that simlar to the heritage resources work that
11 has been undertaken here, as well as mnmuch of the
12  soci o-econom c work, that it would be undertaken
13 by individuals within the comunities where the
14 worker famly survey has taken pl ace.

15 MR KULCHYSKI: And so is it like a
16 checklist kind of survey, or is there sort of

17 di scussion as part of the survey? Like of the

18 sort we see in key informant interviews?

19 M5. COLE: It's alittle bit of --

20 well, 1'Il tell what you we did at Wiskwatim

21 That survey was designed in consultation with the
22 communities, so we would have worked together to
23 design that. So the sane woul d happen here.

24 We'll work together with the communities to design

25 a survey that we all feel is appropriate. And so




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2227
1 in the case of Wiskwatim it's typically a little

2 bit of both, there will be sone yes/no questions.
3 But there's usually quite a bit of opportunity to
4  engage in discussion and there's nore open-ended
5 guestions to really get an understandi ng of sone
6 of the issues and concerns that m ght be going on,

7 what m ght be working well and what m ght not be

8 working well. So it's a conbination.

9 MR KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

10 So now | want to turn to the issue of
11 mercury, and starting on page 55. | was just, |

12 didn't understand what's neant by no spati al

13 overlap. So the first sentence there says:

14 "No spatial overlap between effects on
15 envi ronnental nercury concentrations
16 and human heal th from Keeyask. "

17 M5. KINLEY: Yes. The intent of that

18 statenent is to indicate that the nercury effects
19 fromthe Keeyask project that we spoke about in
20 the presentation relate to Gull Lake and Stephens
21 Lake. And in talking with the study team the

22 aquatic study team we understand that those

23 effects will not overlap with effects of the

24 Conawapa proj ect.

25 MR. KULCHYSKI: Al right. And then
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on page 50 you have a chart, on page 51, refer to

it. Have hunters and trappers been told that --

and will be told that their diet will be changed

in terns of being able to fish fromthe reservoir
for a period of about 25 years?

M5. KINLEY: There certainly will be
detail ed di scussion with those peopl e who nmake use
of those areas. Consultation and -- not
consultation -- guidance with respect to
consunption is very much part of the factors that
are going to protect hunman health. And so that's
part of the measures in the risk managenent plan.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay. But going into
this, have people been nade aware that there wll
be a long period of tinme when they won't be able
to consune fish fromthat area?

MS. KINLEY: Certainly through the
course of the nmercury and human health technica
wor ki ng group, for exanple, where we had
representation fromeach of the communities, this
was di scussed at length with the communiti es.

MR. KULCHYSKI: And are you aware that
anong international scholars, | know we have
Canadi an standards, but have you followed the

debat e about how rmuch mercury is acceptable in
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1 humans, that's largely engaged in by Asian

2 scholars, but it's kind of the international

3 standard. Like are you aware of the fact that

4 there's a significant scholarly debate about how
5 much mercury is acceptable, what the overal

6 mercury |l evels that m ght produce synptons in

7 humans are?

8 M5. KINLEY: Yes, indeed. The nercury
9 and human heal th techni cal working group received
10 advice from Ross Wl son, who is a toxicol ogi st and

11 follows this issue definitely. And there was

12 quite a |l ot of discussion around what standard

13 woul d be appropriate.

14 Maybe 1'Il let Ross speak to his

15 under st andi ng of that issue.

16 MR. KULCHYSKI : Thanks.

17 MR. WLSON: Thank you. So, yeah, we

18 definitely follow all of the international science

19 that is being done on nmercury. | attended the
20 international conference on nercury in Edinburgh
21 this year. | was at it two years ago. Every two

22 years about a thousand or so nercury scientists
23 convene, and the discussion on what are safe
24 | evel s is always one of the key topics. And our

25 peer reviewer was Laurie Chan who, when you go to
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1 these conferences there is like five or so

2 streans, but there's always keynote presentations.
3 And Laurie Chan is one of the guys that everyone
4 comes to listen to and attend. So we have

5 foll owed that type of information

6 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks. And have you
7 ever tal ked to anyone, seen anyone who has

8 actually been affected by nmercury contam nation?
9 MR WLSON: | haven't spoken with

10 anyone in the communities that has ever been

11 affected. | amnot aware that there is anyone who
12 has ever been affected.

13 | have definitely been to

14 presentati ons where we have actually had peopl e
15 who have followed the people at Mnamata i n Japan.
16 Those people were exposed to incredible |evels of
17 mercury that we would not expect. | have spoken
18 with clinicians who have foll owed peopl e who

19 consuned whal e neat, which is again nuch higher
20 t han what we woul d expect, and they have reported
21 on the effects that have been associated with

22 them And then | have spoken with clinicians who
23 have foll owed people fromthe Seychelle |slands
24  who were exposed to |l ower concentrations, and we

25 didn't actually see the effects. And so that type
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1 of information | have gat hered.

2 MR. KULCHYSKI: Can | ask the

3 comunity nenbers, M. Bland and Ms. Anderson

4 have you net, talked to, or seen anyone who has
5 been affected by mercury contam nation?

6 MR. BLAND: | honestly couldn't tel

7 you if | have or not, not at this point.

8 MR, KULCHYSKI: But didn't do it
9 specifically, |like there was no attenpt --
10 MR. BLAND: Sonebody who has been

11 affected, is that what you're sayi ng?

12 MR. KULCHYSKI: Yeah.

13 MR. BLAND: You nean visually,

14 sonebody that | can tell is being affected by

15 mercury?

16 MR, KULCHYSKI: Um hum

17 MR. BLAND: No, | can't answer that
18 guesti on.

19 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

20 MS. ANDERSON: So for Fox Lake,

21 would say that | know we have done testing in our
22 community. And | think for the nost part, that

23 they were very mnimal. So | don't know that it's
24 been affected. Qur people, they still do eat fish

25 sonetimes. | know when | go honme, | eat fish.
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1 But | don't know what the severe effects are, if

2 that's what you are referring to. Like to see

3 sonebody that they are physically affected? No, |
4 don't think so.

5 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.

6 On page 53, you refer to achieving, |
7 guess, achieving a stable concentration |evel.

8 Where do you predict the mercury that's

9 bi o-accunul ated to go? Were does it disappear

10 to? How does it decrease?

11 MR. WLSON:. That woul d probably be
12 best answered by the biophysical panel. But based
13 on ny under standi ng, what happens is we see an

14 increase in the fish in about three to seven years
15 after the inmpoundnment occurs. And then gradually
16 it works its way through the system Those fish,
17 they eventually die. And the protein that the

18 mercury is attached to dissipates itself through
19 the system And they have good information from
20 previous reservoirs that they see this increase,
21 and then a gradual decrease to pre-inpoundnent

22 | evel s.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: And why is only fish
24  tested, when other studies show that nercury al so

25 accurrul ates in the liver and kidney, for exanple,
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1 of nobose and waterfow , which are consunmed quite

2 extensively as traditional foods?

3 MR WLSON. Right.
4 Again, this would probably be best for
5 t he bi ophysical panel. However, fromm work with

6 them the nobose are not expected to change

7 concentrations at all. But there is a programin
8 pl ace where hunters, First Nations can submt

9 sanples, and we'll have them anal ysed. But at

10 prior reservoirs, we have just never seen those
11 types of aninmals being the concern. Wen you go
12 to these nercury conferences, it's all about the
13 fish. You know, it's fish, fish, fish, you know,
14 is where we're seeing the issues.

15 MR, KULCHYSKI: | nean, fish get

16 tested nost, but there are studies now starting to
17 show that they are seeing sonme accumul ati on of

18 mercury in other animals.

19 Vol untary progranms for animl testing
20 have generally been shown not to work. There are
21 sonme | ong-standi ng prograns where hunters are

22 encouraged to send ani mal sanples, hardly ever

23 happens. Even offering an honorariumto of fset
24 costs and difficulties doesn't seemto have an

25 i npact on that.
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1 THE CHAI RVAN:  You' re maki ng

2 stat enent s agai n.

3 MR, KULCHYSKI: Sorry, just to

4 explain. Do you plan to do anything extra to try
5 and encourage hunters to participate in sanpling

6 pr ogr ans?

7 M5. KINLEY: 1'd like to go back to

8 your | ast question for a nmonment. Just to be clear
9 that one of the things that drove the way that the
10 human health ri sk assessnent was done, was the

11 guestions that were asked by the community. And
12 the comunities that were represented in the

13 techni cal working group were interested in a whole
14 range of country foods. They were interested in

15 manmal s, they were interested in fish, they were

16 interested in plants and birds. And so the scope
17 of -- and water, by the way, as well.
18 So the scope of the human health risk

19 assessnent that the committee, or the technical
20 working group put in place and asked for Ross to
21 undertake included all of those types of, all of
22 those potential pathways fromthe environnent to
23 peopl e.

24 And so | guess | just want to be

25 really clear that when we're tal ki ng about noose
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1 or other types of country foods, the anal ysis was

2 done to exam ne the potential effects of Keeyask.
3 And the results were that there was not a concern
4 there at all for anything but the fish. And with
5 the fish, it's the predatory fish that were

6 primarily of concern

7 Now, with respect to voluntary testing
8 of mammals and so on, the idea was, and this canme
9 up at the technical working group as well, the

10 idea was to try and get sonme additional sanples.
11 But there was a concern, for exanple, that you

12 woul dn't want to ask people to go out and gather
13 noose, for exanple, just fromthe point of view of
14 to obtain a mercury sanple, in terns of a wasting
15 factor.

16 So it was characterized and was agreed
17 by the technical working group that it should be
18 done on a voluntary basis. |If sonmeone was

19 gathering these types of country foods, that we
20 would encourage themto have it tested. And so
21 that was actually discussed through the course of
22 t he techni cal working group.

23 What was established was a protoco

24  for gathering of these types of country foods.

25 And kits were established and will be provided to
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1 people in the conmunities through the nonitoring

2 advisory commttee, to encourage people to gather
3 fish -- or to gather nanmal s.

4 Al so sturgeon was in that category,

5 should also indicate that there was a concern

6 about taking sturgeon just for mercury sanpling.
7 It was intended to be just if they were being

8 gathered in any event.

9 MR KULCHYSKI: Thanks for that.

10 And will there be extra efforts nade
11 during what you anticipate to be, what you have
12 described as the peak years of nercury

13 accurul ati on? Do you anticipate trying to maybe
14 make a greater push in that specific period to
15 encourage people to test animals, or are you just
16 maki ng the kits avail able through the whol e course
17 of the project?

18 MS. KINLEY: | think that will be up
19 to the nonitoring advisory commttee. The

20 nonitoring advisory conmttee, that will be the
21 group within the Partnership that is in charge of
22 nonitoring. And they will decide how best to get
23 effective return on voluntary nonitoring.

24 MR. KULCHYSKI: Do you contenplate, or

25 does anyone contenpl ate testing people for nmercury
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1 | evel s at any stage during this process?

2 M5. KINLEY: | know we di scussed that
3 at the technical working group. And one of the

4 options available to the conmunities is to have

5 mercury testing done, hair nercury sanpling in

6 particular. Typically, the Federal governnent

7 will do the analysis. And in addition, Laurie

8 Chan, who has worked with us on our study, can

9 al so do that testing, nmercury testing, and has

10 also indicated to the communities that he would be
11 happy to do that testing.

12 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.

13 So ny last set of questions, it's a
14 fairly large set, is around heritage issues. So |
15 suspect Dr. Petch will be, nost of these will be
16 directed towards you, although sone cone toward
17 the comunities.

18 Does anyone on the research team have
19 specific training in Aboriginal spirituality as
20 it's practised in contenporary tines?

21 M5. PETCH. The Aboriginal training
22 that we have received, this being through cultural
23 awar eness prograns presented by the First Nation
24 Part ners.

25 MR, KULCHYSKI: Ckay. And do you have
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any -- well, what in your view would you say is

integral of the tangible and intangible cultural
el enents you have exam ned to the distinctive
culture, practices and traditions of the |nni nuwuk
that you were working with? Put it another way,
woul d you say that what you are calling the val ued
envi ronnment al conponents, would you say those are
integral to these cultures?

M5. PETCH.  Are you speaking of
heritage, or culture and spirituality, or both?

MR. KULCHYSKI: Both | guess, yes.

M5. PETCH.  Under the Heritage
Resources Act, we have an obligation to ensure
that all heritage resources are handled in a
proper manner. The culture and spirituality
conponent regarding things |ike worldview and
cultural practices were assisted by the First
Nation comunities as we were in the field. W
usually had el ders with us or resource users who
were spiritual. They worked closely with us and
expl ained to us sone of the things that were of
value on the land. For exanple, culturally
nodi fied trees, where you would have birch bark
peeling, they would explain the season, the

reasons and the kind of obligations that went with
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removi ng sonet hing from Mother Earth

MR. KULCHYSKI: So | wanted to ask
about the nine cultural indicators you list on
page 70. So | guess this is under culture and
spirituality, how those were selected, and if an
i ndi cator was not generated, could it have been
encountered or added through interviews or through
sone ot her process?

M5. PETCH. |'msorry, can you please
repeat that? | amhaving a hard tine hearing you

MR. KULCHYSKI: First, how are the
nine cultural indicators generated?

M5. PETCH. This was through an
exam nation of global indicators that had been
used to assist in understanding cultural
conmponents in other communities. And based on ny
research and ongoing work in the north, these are
t he kinds of themes that were constantly being
raised by a variety of elders and resource users
and ot her nmenbers of communities. So that was how
they were selected. It was a conbination of the
academ c record as well as the community record.

MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.

And so, for exanple, I'minterested

that spirituality itself is not on that Iist.
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1 Where would it go, or where would it belong with

2 the elenents that are on the list?

3 M5. PETCH  Spirituality was

4 consi dered very personal and very sensitive and it
5 was a thene that people were not prepared to

6 di scuss with us. These may have been di scussed

7 wi thin the conmmunity prograns that were conduct ed.
8 But as | said yesterday, the information that was
9 given to us was not -- it was selected. Things
10 that we were incorporating into our study were

11 things that the coomunity felt needed to be

12 brought forth. Spirituality, as a personal and
13 sensitive conponent, was not discussed in great

14 detail, especially religion. It was considered to
15 be an aspect that was very personal.

16 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.

17 And what about governance? Governance
18 also was not on the list. Was it not --

19 M5. PETCH  Governance was under | aw
20 and order, and it has been stated, it's both

21 customary | aw and gover nance.

22 MR. KULCHYSKI: Ckay, thank you.

23 On page 75, | guess this is to the

24 comunity, to M. Bland and Ms. Anderson.

25 During your presentation, under
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1 cultural and spirituality, you said there would be

2 a cerenony of forgiveness as part of the Keeyask
3 project. So can | ask what the forgiveness woul d
4 be for?

5 MR. BLAND: The forgiveness woul d be
6 for the changes to the environnent.

7 MR, KULCHYSKI: And so can | take that
8 to mean the changes to the environnent are not

9 perceived in a positive way and, therefore,

10 forgiveness is needed?

11 MR. BLAND: Well, you could look at it
12 that way. But when you are, if you are knocking
13 down trees, you are maeking a change, right, but

14 you're also inpacting the environment. You're

15 novi ng rocks, you're crossing river streans --

16 river streanms, you are nmaki ng changes to the

17 environnment. You ask Munito, you ask for

18 forgiveness, you ask the grandfathers, you ask the

19 | and for forgiveness.

20 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.

21 And a | arge part of mno-pimatisiwn
22 i nvol ves bal ance; is that correct?

23 MR. BLAND: Yes.

24 MR, KULCHYSKI: And do you think that

25 buil ding a damli ke the Keeyask damthreatens that
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1 bal ance?
2 MR. BLAND: It inpacts that bal ance.
3 MR. KULCHYSKI: And do you think

4 eating healthy wild traditional foods is a part of
5 m no- pi mati si wi n?

6 MR. BLAND: Yes.

7 MR. KULCHYSKI: Do you think your

8 under st andi ng of m no-waywi n (ph) or

9 m no-pimatisiwin will be the sane before and after
10 Keeyask? Do you think it wll change how peopl e
11 think of the good life, or the way of the good

12 life, once the damis built?

13 MR BLAND: For ne, | don't think it
14 wll change. For other people, people who may not
15 have supported noving forward on this project, it
16 m ght inpact their feelings or their thoughts.

17 But for people that have chosen to nove forward,
18 which is a bigger part of our popul ation, our

19 voting nmenbers, | think they had a clear

20 under st andi ng of what the decision was and how it
21 was being made. Because we had hundreds of

22 meetings, over 600 neetings to tal k about sone of
23 the inpacts, the effects, and the changes that are
24  going to happen along with the project. Then we

25 have consulted with our elders, we have consulted
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1 wth our youth, our adults. W had sharing

2 circles to talk about these inpacts and these

3 changes that are comng. So for a |ot of people,
4 the mgjority of our people nmade a cl ear decision

5 as to what was going to happen and how t hey were

6 going to be inpacted. But also that choice of

7 havi ng cerenonies was critical for our First

8 Nation. And to be able to have prayer and to have
9 cerenoni es, have feasts, to ask for forgiveness

10 was very inportant.

11 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.
12 | want to ask a little bit about
13 i ntangi ble cultural heritage. And | guess ties as

14 a community menber, or Dr. Petch, do you fee

15 intangi ble cultural heritage is sufficiently

16 docunented and relied on in the environnmental

17 i npact study? Maybe Dr. Petch?

18 M5. PETCH |If you can repeat that,
19 pl ease?

20 MR. KULCHYSKI: Do you feel that

21 intangi ble cultural heritage has sufficiently been
22 docunented and relied on in the environnental

23 i npact - -

24 M5. PETCH The Partner First Nations

25 have undertaken a number of cultural studies which
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1 have dealt with the intangible heritage. And we

2 have used that where it has been available to us
3 t hrough the docunments to guide us and to assist us
4 in | ooking at pathways to the project.

5 MR, KULCHYSKI: But you didn't conduct
6 any intangible cultural heritage work yourself?

7 M5. PETCH. As | said yesterday, we

8 did sone interviewing wth some comunity nenbers.
9 W provided training skills. But the comunities
10 took the lead in determ ning the kinds of

11 information they would share with us regardi ng

12 culture and spirituality and intangi ble culture.
13 MR, KULCHYSKI: Al right.

14 M5. PETCH.  You m ght also want to

15 refer to the Cross Lake 0026 regarding mtigation
16 and i ntangi bl e heritage.

17 MR. KULCHYSKI: On page 132, and this
18 is on the heritage resources section, Dr. Petch
19 you refer to 30,000 artifacts being recovered. So
20 would you characterize that as a rich finding, or
21 would you characterize that as, you know, poor,

22 gi ven the geographical dispersal area that you

23 | ooked at? |Is that a poor finding, a very rich
24  finding, or somewhere in the mddle? How would

25 you characterize that, given your extensive
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1 knowl edge of archeol ogical sites in various

2 pl aces?

3 MS. PETCH Mbst of the artifacts that
4 were found were found at O ark Lake at one

5 particular site, which | noted yesterday was

6 probably one of the nost inportant sites in

7 Northern Manitoba with regard to conmunity

8 settlenent, ancient community settlenent.

9 Probably 3,000 of those 30, 000

10 artifacts were found in and around the reach of

11 river between the Birthday Rapids and Gull Rapi ds.
12 So sonme of the sites were richer than others, sonme
13 of the sites were what we call isolated finds,

14  which give us the understandi ng that sonebody at
15 sone tinme in the past was either wal ki ng by that
16 area, and dropped or abandoned a tool, or they

17 were making a tool in certain areas.

18 So there was a variety of different

19 ki nds of sites that could be found. And with the
20 hi storic resources branch, the site inventory form
21 has about 22 different site types that we need to
22 refer to when we are examning the field.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks. And why are
24 the artifacts turned over to the Heritage

25 Resources Branch and not directly to the | ocal
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1 First Nations?

2 M5. PETCH Currently, | hold the

3 custody of the artifacts until the project is

4 over. By law, under the Heritage Resources Act,
5 the Province is the owner of all artifacts.

6 Peopl e can hold custody of artifacts, but the

7 Province is the owner and protects these for the
8 benefit of all Manitobans. Once the project is

9 approved, or this hearing is over, those artifacts
10 w !l be transferred to the Province, and TCN has
11 al ready made an indication to the Province of

12 Mani t oba that they intend on repatriating the

13 artifacts to the Split Lake area where they wl|
14  be housed in the nuseum and which will be nade
15 avai |l abl e for educational displays and travelling

16 displays throughout the area.

17 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.
18 And so I"mgoing to turn, just let ne
19 check here -- excuse ne. | wanted to ask about

20 sone tangible heritage issues. Wuld sacred

21 boul ders be consi dered tangi bl e?

22 M5. PETCH  Yes.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: And did you do any

24  work, or were you able to do any work identifying

25 sacred boulders in the area, or was that a part of
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1 what the community was not sharing with you?

2 M5. PETCH It definitely is something
3 that we keep an eye out for when we are out in the
4 field. W did not find any boulders. There was

5 one site in the historic record that Peter Fidler
6 identifies as an offering stone at the rapids. W
7 searched for that stone and could not find it.

8 And | believe that it probably has ended up in the
9 river, very unstable bank at that particul ar area.
10 That was the only one that we were aware of.

11 MR KULCHYSKI: And what about trails?
12 Are trails considered tangi bl e heritage?

13 M5. PETCH Yes, we identified trails.
14  The el ders and resource users who were out with us
15 assisted us in identifying old trails and new

16 trails, trails that have been abandoned,

17 especially around the rapids.

18 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.
19 And so finally I want to turn to the
20 | ast set of questions on resource use, | guess for

21 M. MacDonel | .

22 Again, | want to ask, the highly

23 val ued conponents in your study, do you think
24 those are integral to the distinctive culture of

25 the Cree and the | nni nuwk?
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1 MR MACDONELL: Yes.

2 MR. KULCHYSKI: And in an overal
3 sense, would you say that hunting may be one of

4 the nost integral elements that characterizes

5 | nni nuwuk culture in this region?
6 MR. MACDONELL: Yes.
7 MR. KULCHYSKI: So on page 89, at the

8 bottom of the page, you refer to sustaining

9 spiritual and enotional relationships with | ands
10 and waters. Do you think the spiritual and

11 enotional relationships with Keeyask Rapids w ||
12 be sustained through this?

13 MR MACDONELL: | think that that's a
14 gquestion you woul d have to pose to the Partners.
15 MR, KULCHYSKI: [|'Il pose it to the
16 Part ners.

17 Ms. Anderson and M. Bl and, do you

18 think that the spiritual and enotional

19 relationship with the Keeyask, current Keeyask

20 Rapids will be sustained through this project, or
21  will it end, or will it be fundanentally

22  transforned?

23 MR BLAND: That's a difficult

24  question for York Factory to answer. W don't use

25 t he Keeyask Rapi ds as nmuch. Maybe that question
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1 would be nore directed to Tataskweyak.

2 MR, KULCHYSKI: O to Ms. Anderson,

3 assume?

4 MR. BLAND: O Ms. Anderson, sorry.

5 MR KULCHYSKI: | would like to direct
6 it towards Tataskweyak but --

7 M5. ANDERSON: So | think that for Fox

8 Lake, the resource users are the people who use

9 that area. You know, it would be very affected,
10 the rapids wll be silenced, and we have to cone
11 toterns with that in our own way as resource

12 users and as a people. So we wll attenpt to

13 continue to value that area, knowi ng that what was
14 there before, as with the past projects, many --
15 like I keep saying |like we understand the danage
16 that has been done to our |and. But, yes, we

17 still are comng to terns with that and we will

18 continue to work on that. Thank you.

19 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thank you.
20 So back to M. MacDonell. | guess,
21 " mthinking of page 112, although you refer to

22 this in a nunber of different slides. You talk
23 about basically shifting hunting fromthe | ocal
24 area and the nore inpacted areas into non-inpacted

25 areas. And you talk about it as having a neutral
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1 effect, or not significant in the end.

2 Are you aware that hunting famlies

3 may, over many generations, establish a specific
4 relationship with specific areas of |and?

5 MR, MACDONELL:  Yes.

6 MR. KULCHYSKI: So do you think that
7 noving them offering them sone ot her area of

8 | and, and erasing that know edge of the |ocal I|and
9 type is not a significant change?

10 MR. MACDONELL: Again, we relied on
11 the First Nations to understand the effects on

12 their resource users of this project. W relied
13 on the First Nations in the sense that they

14 negoti ated their Adverse Effects Agreenents to

15 of fset the effects that they feel that they were
16 going to incur as a result of this project on

17 resource use.

18 W have used their evaluation reports
19 to understand what they perceive those effects to
20 be, such that we could respond in our regulatory
21 response, in our volune.

22 One of the things | pointed out the
23 ot her day, | don't want to speak for TCN, but one
24 of the statenents within their evaluation report

25 on page 74 basically says that old connections to
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1 affected land will change. There is an

2 understanding that that wll occur. That new ones
3 wll be established in other parts of our honel and
4  ecosystem

5 So there's definitely an understandi ng
6 there by the First Nation that those changes are

7 occurring. And we trust in their negotiation and
8 devel opnent of their Adverse Effects Agreenents

9 that those adequately offset those potenti al

10 changes.

11 MR KULCHYSKI: So if the First Nation
12 tells you sonething, you sinply take it at face

13 value; is that correct?

14 MR, MACDONELL: Well, | think that we
15 understand the Partner First Nations had the

16 experience wth hydroel ectric developnent in this
17 area. They understand the potential effects that
18 hydroel ectric devel opnent has on their donestic

19 resource harvesting. And we would trust that they
20 woul d have the best understanding of how to offset
21 those effects. And that's what we feel is

22 reflected in the Adverse Effects Agreenents.

23 MR, KULCHYSKI: So if I'm asking you
24  whet her intergenerational know edge of a specific

25 area of | and being conpletely disrupted, and the
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1 hunting famlies being sent to different areas of

2 I and nuch further afield is a significant effect,
3 what you're telling me is that you yourself don't
4 determne whether that's significant, you sinply
5 accept what the First Nation tells you?

6 MR. MACDONELL: | think they are the
7 best people to tell us what the effects are. They
8 also, the Adverse Effects Agreements are treating
9 their -- it's nore of a conmmunity use of

10 resources. There's definitely, any tinme you have
11 a project like this, there may be individual s that
12 are affected nore than others. The Adverse

13 Ef fects Agreenents are | think addressing the

14 overall comunity needs in terns of resource use.
15 MR. KULCHYSKI: And the term neutral
16 on this panel, and as you use it in several

17 pl aces, do | take that to mean that the negative
18 i npacts are offset, or are counterbal anced by

19 positive prograns, or do | take it to nean that

20 you actually see the inpact itself as relatively
21 insignificant?

22 MR. MACDONELL: Actually, froma

23 regul atory perspective, we took a very

24 conservative approach here in the sense that, with

25 the Adverse Effects Agreenments we expect that
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1 there is going to be positive effects on resource

2 use. There's cultural prograns, there's

3 opportunities to harvest in areas that are

4 unaffected by the project. But given the -- as
5 you have heard from Ms. Petch, there are sone

6 cultural negative adverse effects, and just

7 changi ng resource harvesting activities.

8 So when we did our assessnent, rather
9 than portray a positive effect at the end of the
10 day here, we treated it as a neutral effect in the
11 sense that the adverse effects agreenents are

12 of fsetting, you know, the negative effects on

13 resource harvesting, but we al so recognize that
14 there's this cultural change that's occurring as
15 well, which we feel sort of -- which we fee

16 neutralizes that positive effect.

17 MR. KULCHYSKI: On page 109, just a
18 little bit earlier, you say that no gathering

19 activity has been docunented in the | ocal study
20 area?
21 MR. MACDONELL: \Which page?
22 MR. KULCHYSKI: Page 109, and the
23 m ddl e of the three bullet points.
24 "No gathering activity has been

25 docunented in the local study area
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(except for Lillian Island upstream

from @l !l Rapids) by TCN nmenbers."
| nmean, this to nme seens to kind of violate,
don't know, commobn sense, that people would be
pi cki ng nmedi ci nal plants, or picking berries, or
using material fromthe area. Like, did you do an
extensive study? Was this result just determ ned
by what the First Nation communities, again, said
to you, or how do you -- where does this statenment
conme fronf

MR. MACDONELL: The First Nations,
particularly TCN in this case, undertook to do
their owm ATK collection and anal ysis. W took
the information that they cared to share with us
to put in our report. And so this reflects our
under st andi ng of what they provided to us. W
understand that gathering berries, medicinal
pl ants, and ot her things, happens concurrently
with other harvesting activities all the tinme.

This reference probably refers to a
specific area targeting a specific plant. So
that's why we have included it in here. That's
the informati on we have. That's the information
that TCN cared to share with us. And | think if

you want to be nore specific, you need to ask the
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1 comunity.

2 MR, KULCHYSKI: Sure.

3 And has any study been conducted

4 around the inpacts of dust fromthe road on

5 peopl e's gathering activities and throughout, you
6 know, the south access road, north access road,

7 kind of in the broad area of Fox Lake Cree Nation
8 and of TCN, | guess?

9 MR MACDONELL: | think the effects
10 that will result fromthe south and the north

11 access road have been recognized in here. Those
12 have al so been recogni zed as an effect that needs
13 to be offset by the Adverse Effects Agreenents,
14  which allows for those resource harvesters to

15 harvest el sewhere.

16 The other thing, there's also in terns
17 of trappers, there's trapline agreenents that deal
18 with disturbances both during construction and

19 post project that offset things |ike disturbances
20 fromthe road and dust and traffic.

21 MR. KULCHYSKI: And do you appreciate
22 the fact that for gathering and hunting, as the
23 di stance i ncreases fromwhere people live, it

24 beconmes a nmuch nore difficult activity to engage

25 in? Even as you provide, you know, opportunities
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1 that travel people to other |ocations. |nstead of

2 going fromyour hone and setting a snare for a

3 rabbit behind your house, as was done in Fox Lake
4 30 years ago or so, if you're going to have to fly
5 somewhere to do an activity like that, you're not
6 sendi ng your kids, you know, you're not basically
7 able to. Do you appreciate the extent to which

8 each of these phases nmakes it nmuch nore difficult
9 for hunters to engage as a daily level, as a daily
10 activity in that practice that's integral to their
11 cul ture?

12 MR. MACDONELL: | would agree with

13 that, but | think that you need to take into

14 consideration the area that we're tal ki ng about

15 here that we are affecting. It's quite a renote
16 areaitself. | don't know if you've been there,
17 but you need to actually access between two sets
18 of rapids to actually get there right now

19 There's only access roads that really are trails
20 that get there in the winter tine. So it is not
21 an easy area to get into itself. So we're

22 actually providing access to this area which wll
23 facilitate use of this area by resource users.

24 But those resource users that are using it now

25 that may be affected by that increased access,
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there's programs in place through the Adverse

Effects Agreenents that will offset those effects
to them

MR. KULCHYSKI: | have been there, but
that's a separate issue.

Do you think the conpensation
agreenent mtigates cultural loss? Do you think
any conpensation agreenent in the end can mtigate
significant cultural |oss?

MR. MACDONELL: | think that cultural
loss is dealt with through the Adverse Effects
Agreenents. And you, again, should talk to the
First Nations about how those Adverse Effects
Agreenents offset cultural loss. So the
conpensati on agreenents with the trappers are
intended to offset the comrercial |oss of that
activity, and sone part of their domestic harvest
that occurs incidentally with that activity.

MR. KULCHYSKI: The slide on page 108,
again, in the mddle bullet point you say:

"Typically little hunting occurs in

the local study area due to | ow

nunbers of aninmals."
Was this information you received fromthe Partner

First Nations agai n?
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1 MR MACDONELL: Yes.

2 MR, KULCHYSKI: COkay. | guess, has

3 anyone talked to M. Massan about his hunting

4 |ocations and schedul e? Because he feels strongly
5 that this is not accurate. | guess |I'm asking

6 Ms. Anderson, and she's conferring.

7 MR. MACDONELL: If I may, I'Il just

8 add sonething while Ms. Anderson is preparing.

9 The information, some of this

10 information we got we received through resource

11 user wor kshops where there was a nunber of

12 participants that were involved. So we not only
13 relied on their evaluation reports and what ever

14 i nformation they provided, but we also had a

15 resource user workshop with Fox Lake which

16 M. Massan participated in. So he would be aware
17 of the information that was shared at that

18 meeting, | think.

19 M5. ANDERSON: Ckay, sorry, | am going
20 to ask Leslie if she can help ne respond to this
21 guestion, regarding your direct question regarding
22 M. Massan.

23 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ms. Agger ?

24 M5. AGGER: Coul d you pl ease repeat

25 the question? W weren't quite sure.
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MR, KULCHYSKI: Well, the statenment is

made here that little hunting occurs in the | ocal
study area due to | ow nunbers of ani nals.

M5. AGGER Right.

MR. KULCHYSKI: And so |'m wondering
if M. Massan was asked about that?

M5. AGGER: Specifically with caribou
hunting or --

MR, KULCHYSKI: It just says
"typically little hunting."

M5. AGGER. Right. This is an exanple
where the results of our study actually differ
fromthe assessnent. And in our Keeyask
tradi tional Aski Keskentamowi n study, we did
docunent hunting areas, current hunting areas from
the, in the local, what | guess has been called
the | ocal study area.

MR. MACDONELL: This is referring
specifically to caribou, this statenment?

MR, KULCHYSKI: Ckay, yes.

MR. MACDONELL: So we recogni ze there
is hunting that occurs in the area for npose.
This particular statenent refers to cari bou

MR, KULCHYSKI: Al right, thanks.

And maybe while | have Ms. Agger, was
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1 M. Massan or anyone el se asked directly about

2 whether they fish at the Gull Rapids area itself?

3 M5. AGGER: Currently or historically?
4 MR, KULCHYSKI: Currently?
5 M5. AGGER. Currently. W

6 understanding is that historically, that was a

7 very inportant area. | can't speak about

8 contenporarily. M understanding is it is a

9 difficult, the rapids thenselves are difficult.

10 Most certainly downstreamin Stephens reservoir,
11 there is fishing activity that takes pl ace.

12 MR. KULCHYSKI: But you are saying you
13 don't know whet her there is fishing activity at

14 the rapids, it's a difficult place, which | --

15 M5. AGGER: Directly at the rapids,

16 mean, | think Jimy nmay do a bit of fishing. W
17 definitely docunented historically that -- because
18 t he Keeyask Rapids was a large, is changed even

19 fromhistorically because the Stephens reservoir
20 had actually flooded part of Keeyask Rapids. So
21 because you are tal king about a |arge set of

22 rapids, | could not be specific about which set of
23 rapids there was fishing historically, but nost

24 certainly there was -- to be accurate, | would

25 have to go and confer with the core group.
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1 MR. KULCHYSKI: And are you aware that

2 M. Massan said that this past sunmer, that
3 actually he's been fishing there up till quite

4 recently?

5 M5. AGCER: No, | wasn't aware of

6 that.

7 MR, KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

8 MR. MACDONELL: Just to clarify that,

9 we are aware of Fox Lake fishing in the vicinity

10 of the rapids and that has been docunented in the

11 ElIS

12 MR, KULCHYSKI: Thanks.

13 So | just have a few final questions |
14 want to pose, | guess to the community nenbers

15 her e.

16 The Environnental |npact Statenent was

17 witten collectively; is that correct? That is
18 you had a hand in the witing of the Environnental
19 | npact St atenent?

20 MR. BLAND: Yes.

21 MR. KULCHYSKI: And did any of the

22 Partners ever object to being collectively

23 referred to as the Keeyask Cree Nations?

24 MR. BLAND: Not that I'm aware of.

25 MR. KULCHYSKI: And in the vote to
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1 approve this agreenent --

2 M5. ANDERSON: Can | just answer sone
3 of the questions you are asking the comunities.
4 W did have a part in the EIS in chapter 2, and

5 yeah, we | guess objected or nmade some conments

6 regarding being referred to as Keeyask Cree

7 Nat i ons.

8 MR. KULCHYSKI: So you did have

9 objections to using the term Keeyask Cree Nati ons;

10 is that correct?
11 M5. ANDERSON: Well, in the sense that
12 it sounds like it's an organization, which it's

13 not. Like we are Cree Nation Partners in the

14 Keeyask project is what we'd rather be referred
15 to.

16 MR. KULCHYSKI: So why does the nane
17 continue to be used throughout the docunent and
18 here? |s Fox Lake happy with that, or would it
19 prefer not to see that happen?

20 M5. ANDERSON: | guess it is a defined
21 termnow in the agreenent, so we still object but
22 we accept it.

23 MR. KULCHYSKI: Thanks. And | wll
24 try to avoid using the termout of ny

25 under st andi ng of what Fox Lake's position is.
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1 In the vote to approve this in each of

2 your communities, were there other options

3 presented to the citizens? Ws it a yes or no

4 straight up vote on this? Wre they presented

5 with any other possibilities, any other options?

6 MR. BLAND: There is a vote on the

7 JKDA process, it was a yes/no. And then there was
8 an Adverse Effects Agreenents vote as well,

9 yes/ no.

10 V5. ANDERSON: Well, the questions

11 that were given to the community nmenbers is if

12 they supported chief and council in signing the

13 docunents, so that was the question. And nost of
14 our nmenbers said yes.

15 MR. KULCHYSKI: That's what |

16  under st and.

17 And why was the standard for a

18 positive vote set at a majority of voters rather
19 than a majority of nenbers?

20 MR. BLAND: |'mjust going to have one

21 second here.

22 MR. KULCHYSKI: [|'mnearly finished.
23 MR. BLAND: So the question is, why
24 was -- can you ask me again, sorry?

25 MR, KULCHYSKI: Wiy was your standard
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1 a majority of the voters rather than a majority of

2 the nmenbers?

3 MR. BLAND: The majority of the voters
4 lived off reserve in our conmmunity. W were

5 trying to capture, or trying to reach out to as

6 much of our nenbership as possi bl e, because they

7 were all over Canada and the States, and sone

8 overseas. But we just did our best to have

9 mail-in ballots. W had our different stations in
10 Thompson, Churchill and Wnni peg. And | guess

11 nost of our population lives off reserve, so we

12 just did our best to reach everyone, and were

13 hopi ng for a good response in terns of

14 participation and voti ng.

15 MR. KULCHYSKI: | appreciate that, and
16 t hanks for the answer, but | don't think you're

17 under st andi ng ny questi on.

18 MR. BLAND: Ckay.

19 MR. KULCHYSKI: The question is, what
20 makes for a successful vote? And in sonme cases,
21 and in the past many First Nations have had votes
22 where it's a majority of all the nenbers, whether
23 they vote or not, determ nes a successful outcone.
24  So that basically soneone not voting is virtually

25 counted as a no vote. That's been a standard
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1 that's been used in a nunber of different inpact

2 and benefit agreenents and in sone historical

3 situati ons.

4 In other historical situations, we

5 only count a majority of those people who conme out
6 to vote. So |I'mwondering why you used that

7 |atter standard rather than the fornmer one?

8 MR. BLAND: Ckay. Well, one of the

9 reasons that we use it, there's always a turnout
10 that's not what we would hope for in our

11 comunity. W always want to have the majority of
12 our people cone out to vote. And naking that

13 deci sion, of course, to include off-reserve

14 menbers was inportant to try and have as many

15 menbers as possi bl e.

16 I think in any denocratic process,
17 i ncluding in Canada, you could | ook at our voting
18 participation across Canada. It is very low |

19 don't have any stats, but | know that they are not
20 very good. So the best answer | can give you is
21 that we just tried to reach out to get to as nany
22 peopl e as we can and consult with them And

23  whoever participated, if we got a majority of

24 participating nenbers voting yes, then we were

25 going to accept that. If we tried to have a
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majority of our nenbers vote, that would nmean we'd

be dragging themout there physically. So that's
t he best that we could do and that's what we did.

MR, KULCHYSKI: Thanks. Ms. Anderson?

MS. ANDERSON: So, in Fox Lake for the
JKDA and the Adverse Effects Agreenent, for us we
had two votes taken on this agreenent. The first
one, we had a higher threshold than was |aid out
in the agreenent itself, the JKDA on the
ref erendum process. So in that agreenent, we set
a goal for ourselves to have a higher |evel of
voting fromour nmenbers. So fromthat, fromthe
first vote, there was a major, majority numnber in
favour. And then on the second -- but we didn't
reach the personal threshold that we had given to
oursel ves, and so we had the second vote. And
using the ternms, or the process in the JKDA, and
again it was, everybody was in favour of those.
And like | said, | just wanted to kind of put a
simlar context to that.

Like in our community, usually we
support our | eadership. But, you know, we trust
them W don't go and, you know, do these
di fferent processes, |like these votes and that.

W do these in open forum And when we don't have
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1 a large turnout, we take that as agreenent, not as

2 a no vote, which is what | think you stated

3 earlier. That's what we do in our community. But
4 we did try to entice nore people, again, to cone
5 out again on the second vote. And we went to al

6 our nmenbers in all our communities.

7 MR. KULCHYSKI: So do you believe your

8 communities net the standard of free, prior and

9 i nfornmed consent for this project?

10 M5. ANDERSON: Did you say pre prior?
11 MR. KULCHYSKI: Free, prior and

12 i nformed consent?

13 M5. ANDERSON: | don't know if that's

14 a defined term but | think they were inforned,

15 yes.
16 MR. KULCHYSKI : And, M. Bl and?
17 MR. BLAND: As | nentioned earlier, we

18 did do a ot of consultation with our nenbers, and
19 t hi s happened over years and years of

20 consul tation, years and years of neetings with our
21 el ders, with our youth, with our adults in our

22 comunity. And in terns of preparing and

23 i nform ng our nenbers, we tried to reach out as

24 early as we could to let themknow that this

25 process was going to begin. And we did as nuch as




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2268
1 we could to reach out and consult and prepare

2 menbers for the vote.

3 MR. KULCHYSKI: And ny last two

4 questions: Has Mnitoba Hydro ever formally

5 apol ogi zed for the inpacts of past devel opnents on
6 your communities to you?

7 MR BLAND: | think there has

8 definitely been an acknow edgnment from Manitoba

9 Hydro. This organi zation today is different from
10 the organi zations of the past. The organi zations
11 of the past did not consult with the First

12 Nations. They did not consult with menbers of the
13 1977 agreenent, including Pimcikamak, Norway

14  House, Cross Lake -- | nean, Nel son House and

15 Tat askweyak. So if you look at it in that regard,
16 things were just done, there were devastating

17 i npacts, and a lot of traditions and ways of life
18 were changed because of that.

19 Thi s organi zati on today has nade an
20 attenpt to reach out to the First Nations, and

21 approach the project differently fromwhat's been
22 done in the past. And when | tal ked about being
23 potential partners, if the project is to nove

24  forward, having direct negotiated contracts,

25 enpl oynment, you know, those weren't things that
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1 were offered in the past.

2 MR KULCHYSKI: But has that

3 acknow edgnent or that reach out included a fornal
4  apol ogy?

5 MR. BLAND: | can't say if there's

6 been a formal apol ogy, but | just acknow edge t hat
7 t here has been a change.

8 MR, KULCHYSKI: | understand.

9 And Ms. Anderson, are you aware of a

10 formal apol ogy?

11 M5. ANDERSON: Just a m nute, please.
12 MR, KULCHYSKI: Sure.

13 M5. ANDERSON: Okay. So for Fox Lake,
14 | don't knowif there was a formal apology. Like

15 at the time when the inpact settlenent agreenent
16 was signed in 2004, | was not in the community.
17 So | was just conferring if there was sonething
18 signed in the community, and there was. And al so
19 the Province was a part of that agreenent. And
20 that inpact settlenent agreenent was for inpacts
21 on past projects. But like, | can't say, | don't
22 knowif -- | wasn't there and | don't know if you
23 are referring to sonething simlar as the apol ogy
24 fromthe Federal CGovernnment on the residential

25 school or, you know, we have certainly had
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1 apol ogies |like fromHydro fromour -- there was

2 grave site desecrations, |I'mthinking that there

3 has been sone sort of apology, and if it's fornal
4 in signing this agreenent, | would say yes.

5 MR. KULCHYSKI: And, Ms. Cole, are you
6 awar e of Hydro having nmade any formal apol ogies

7 for the past activities?

8 M5. COLE: |'mrunning through ny head
9 to renenber if we have nade one in the context of
10 working with the Keeyask Partners. | do know t hat

11 in the context of planning for the Wiskwati m

12 generation project wth the N sichawayasi hk Cree
13 Nation, that there definitely was a formal public
14  apol ogy nade in the context of past projects. |
15 would need to find out if sonething simlar has
16 been made here. The projects has been ongoi ng

17 since 2001, and |'ve been engaged since 2005, so
18 that may have happened.

19 MR. KULCHYSKI: And just to both, to
20 M. Bland and Ms. Anderson, if a formal apol ogy

21 hasn't been made, do you think that it would be

22 inportant for the future healing of the comunity
23 in noving forward?
24 MR. BLAND: York Factory has begun a

25 process of reconciliation. And we have started
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1 this a couple of years ago, and we recogni ze that

2 being partners wth Manitoba Hydro is a step in a
3 di rection, and not everybody was on board with

4 that.

5 When peopl e had an opportunity to

6 speak about the inpacts that they have felt, it

7 was enotional for a |lot of people. And not

8 everybody agreed to nove forward, but a mpjority
9 of peopl e acknow edge that there was inpacts,

10 acknow edge that this is not sonmething that we can
11 hold onto in our hearts. And | would absolutely
12 think an apol ogy woul d benefit and help the First
13 Nati ons nove forward.

14 MR, KULCHYSKI: Ms. Anderson?

15 M5. ANDERSON: Again, | kind of have
16 sone of the sane sentinments that Ted has. Like, a
17 | ot of our nmenbers, we have a dark history with
18 Hydro, and | think that would be sonething we'd
19 have to discuss within the community and anobngst
20 ourselves. Because | know sone of our nenbers

21 still do not trust Hydro. And so | think that is
22 sonet hing that would have to be done within the
23 comunity, a decision to be made, if there was no
24  formal apology. And personally, | think for

25 people to nove forward and heal, | think that
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woul d only hel p. So, yes.

MR, KULCHYSKI: | want to thank
everyone for their answers to ny questions, and |
apol ogi ze for ny own problens with formon
occasion. And | appreciate all of your
t hought f ul ness of your answers. [Egosi.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you,

Dr. Kulchyski. W'Il|l take a break for 15 m nutes
and conme back at 11:20, please.

(Proceedi ngs recessed at 11:04 a. m

and reconvened at 11:20 a.m)

THE CHAIRVAN:  1'd |ike to reconvene,
pl ease. Before we turn to the cross-exani nation,
or return to the cross-exam nation, just a point
came up during the | ast cross-exam nation to the
effect that in Aboriginal culture, when certain
types of questions are asked about spirituality
and related matters, it's traditional to make a
tobacco offering. So M. Nepinak has sone
cerenoni al tobacco and we have it on the table.
And if a simlar question arises, basically
M. Nepinak will nudge ne, and I will ask the
guestion or two to nmake the tobacco offering.

So second thing, M. London, you have

a point to make?
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MR. LONDON: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

| am not giving evidence, but |I think fair is
fair. Those of us who were at the bargaining
table for all those years through the JKDA
particularly latterly, before the JKDA was
finalized and signed, will renmenber that in fact a
seni or executive nmenber of Manitoba Hydro at the
table did offer to make an apol ogy on behal f of
Mani t oba Hydro. And the Cree Nation's
representatives at that tinme declined, thinking
that the process itself was nore inportant.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you

So turning to cross-exam nation,
Mani t oba Metis Federation, go ahead.

M5. SAUNDERS:. Thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN: Pl ease identify
yourself for the record. [It's been a while since
you' ve been before the recorder.

M5. SAUNDERS:. It has. Thank you.
Jessi ca Saunders for the Manitoba Metis
Feder ati on.

| believe |I have four areas of
guestioni ng, beginning with enpl oynent and
traini ng.

On slide 31, information is provided




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2274
1 on the Hydro Northern Training and Enpl oynent

2 Initiative operated from 2002 to 2010. And slide
3 32 then provide details of the project

4 construction enpl oynent enhancenent neasures. So
5 on that slide, the Burntwood/ Nel son Agreenent is
6 referenced. The direct negotiated contracts

7 process for Partner First Nations and the JKDA

8 and enpl oyee retention and service contracts with
9 the Fox Lake Cree Nation and the York Factory

10 First Nation are al so referenced.

11 So to clarify, on the site enpl oyee
12 I iai son workers and conmuni ty-based job referral
13 of ficers, are those positions ones that will be

14 handl ed under the Burntwood/ Nel son Agreenent

15 preferences, or how will those positions be

16 determ ned?

17 M5. COLE: Wich positions are you
18 speaking to specifically?

19 M5. SAUNDERS: The on-site enpl oyee
20 liaison workers, and a few bullets down, two

21 bul |l ets down, the conmunity-based job referra
22 of ficers.

23 M5. COLE: The job referral officers
24 are hired within the comunity, and by the

25 comunities. | was just checking on the on-site
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enpl oyee |iaison workers. W are currently in a
2 process, or sitting dowmm with the communities to
3 work out the hiring processes and job descriptions
4 and reporting nechani sns for those workers.

5 M5. SAUNDERS:. Thank you.

6 And so as | said, the Burntwood/ Nel son
7 Agreenent, the JKDA, and then the enpl oyee

8 retention service contracts, and then in addition
9 to those two positions, the processes for which

10 you have just explained are under way. You can

11 confirmthen that those are the only enpl oynent

12 enhancenment neasures, that there are no other

13 agreenents in place outside of what has been

14 mentioned on this page with respect to the

15 proj ect ?

16 M5. COLE: This is tal king about

17 enpl oyment enhancenment neasures specifically. But

18 there are certainly, | guess, other neasures that

19 enhance retention and enploynment. So there is a

20 shuttle service to provide transportation to and

21 fromthe site for enployees. W're |ooking at

22 different contracting schedules that may be a

23 little bit nore anenable to attracting enpl oyees.

24 Certainly, we have run the HNTElI initiative in

25 advance, which was on the previous slide. There
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1 are cerenoni es under the enployee retention and

2 service contract. And that contract, while it

3 says Fox Lake Cree Nation and York on there, it's
4 really inportant to note that that's the enpl oyee
5 retention and service contract for the entire

6 site. It is not specific to Aboriginal workers,
7 it is for all workers at the Keeyask site. It

8 just happens to be managed and | ead by Fox Lake

9 Cree Nation and York Factory First Nation through
10 a direct negotiated contract.

11 M5. SAUNDERS: Gkay. So just to

12 clarify what you said lastly there, with the

13 enpl oyee retention and service contract, you just
14 said that Fox Lake Cree Nation and York Factory
15 First Nation are responsible for nmanagi ng that

16 conponent with respect to all of the workers on
17 site?

18 M5. COLE: Yeah. The contract is held
19 by them They are, in essence, the service

20 provi der, but the service itself is available to
21 all workers at site.

22 M5. SAUNDERS: Thanks for the

23 clarification.

24 On slide 32, you referred to an

25 advi sory group on enploynent. | don't think the
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1 details of the advisory group were discussed in

2 your presentation, but forgive ne if they were.

3 Is this advisory group currently active?

4 M5. COLE: The advisory group on

5 enpl oynment itself has not been formally

6 established. It wll be established, there's

7 conditions in the Keeyask infrastructure project

8 agreenment and in the JKDA on the tim ng of when

9 that group gets established.

10 Having said that, there is discussion
11 related to enpl oynent issues already taking place
12 within the context of the Keeyask infrastructure
13 project, and there's agreenent anong the Partners
14 that that discussion will take place at the

15 Partner's regulatory and licensing conmttee while
16 t he Keeyask infrastructure project is under way.
17 It will be formally established, | think the

18 | anguage in the JKDA is within a few nonths of the
19 mai n canp contractor comng on site. There's sone
20 sort of triggering nmechanism which we can

21 certainly find out, but it's my understandi ng that
22 each will be formally established sonetine in the
23 new year. W tal ked about doing it this fall, but
24  everyone thought we'd all be here, so that

25 probably woul dn't be the best timng.
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1 MS. SAUNDERS: And so matters

2 including the ternms of reference and the

3 representation in the group, those are then to be
4 determned as well, or have those al ready been

5 discussed?

6 M5. COLE: The advisory group on

7 enpl oynment is a negotiated group, and the terns of
8 reference for that group are in the JKDA

9 M5. SAUNDERS:. kay, thank you.

10 Moving to slide 96 and 97, the second bullet, the

11 MW has identified a fishing area in Stephens Lake

12 in an existing report, frequency, intensity and
13 specific timng of use were not reported. |f use
14 is current -- and then you've got the two bullets

15 there, the first that it's limted to spati al

16 overlap with the affected areas and, therefore,
17 those effects are expected to be negligible. And
18 then as well, the key mtigation in place that

19 applies to all resource users, and then you Ii st

20 t hem
21 W1l you confirmwhat report is being
22 referred to? Specifically -- | apologize, | read

23 t he whol e bullet, but where you say the MVF has
24 identified a fishing area in Stephens Lake in an

25 exi sting report, could you confirmthat report,
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1 pl ease?

2 MR. MACDONELL: That's the MVF TLUKS

3 study 2011.

4 M5. SAUNDERS: Geat, thank you.

5 | believe the CECis famliar with the
6 various Bipole Ill assessnents, but part of the

7 MWF Bipole Ill included sone information on

8 Gllam so presumably that's where the information
9 is comng from

10 So then the presentation goes on to

11 say that an agreenent has been reached, achieved
12 with the MW to conduct a traditional |and use and
13 know edge study, a soci o-econom ¢ i npact

14 assessnent and historical narrative. And further
15 t hat Mani toba Hydro, on behal f of the Partnership,
16 is conmtted to considering additional information
17 recei ved.

18 So the Keeyask generation project

19 Environnental |npact Statenent was filed in July

20 of 2012, correct?

21 MS. COLE: Yes.
22 M5. SAUNDERS: So aside fromthe
23 information provided in the Bipole Il report that

24  you just confirmed regarding the fishing area in

25 St ephens Lake, and the current agreenent that the
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1 MW agreed to, that you referenced in June of

2 2013, there is no other assessnent as to the

3 potential inpacts to the Metis in the project

4 area, correct?

5 M5. COLE: Actually, that's not

6 correct. W have filed an information request.

7 And | think we tal ked about this when we were up
8 in the first panel on the regulatory assessnent.
9 W were asked by the Canadi an Environnental

10 Assessnent Agency to file additional information
11 with respect to the Manitoba Metis who nay use the
12 area, as well as Pimcikamak and Shamattawa. We
13 refer to it as CCEA 14, because that's the IR

14 nunber it's referred to. And there was a quite
15 | engthy report provided, as well as an assessnent
16 provided in that filing based on all available

17 existing information related to Metis use of the
18 study area, both the |local and the regional study
19 ar ea.

20 M5. SAUNDERS: Right. And | think we
21 went through this in nmy | ast appearance here, that
22 it was based on -- the assessnent that was then
23 provided in that process was based on avail abl e
24 information and not on assessnents with the

25 comunity, because that agreement to do the TLUKS




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2281
1 wi Il achieve that?

2 M5. COLE: Wwell, it wll certainly add
3 addi tional information, yes.

4 M5. SAUNDERS: Gkay. So a part of the
5 soci o-econom ¢ i npact assessnent and the agreenent
6 wth MW, you would agree that there is a baseline
7 study being done to begin the process of | ooking

8 at potential socio-economc inpacts to the Metis

9 in the study area?

10 M5. COLE: The MW is certainly

11 undertaki ng a soci o-econom ¢ i npact assessnent and
12 baseline work. | do want to be clear, though,

13 that we haven't ignored the Metis. The Metis are
14 certainly anong the northern Abori gi nal

15 popul ation. And assessnents of the effects from
16 this project froma soci o-econom c perspective has
17 been undertaken for the northern Abori gi nal

18 popul ation as well as for the local region. And
19 the Metis, to the extent that they are resident or
20 within that region, wuld certainly have been

21 included within that assessnent.

22 M5. SAUNDERS: Sure. And that's a

23 fair coorment that, in your view, you haven't

24  ignored.

25 | guess what |'mjust asking is,
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1 just want to go through this process of, there's

2 an agreenent in place that will ook at the

3 i npacts, potential inpacts to the Metis. And then
4 after that process, the result of that would then
5 be that, say if there are inpacts, potential

6 i npacts to the Metis, there would then be a

7 process put in place presumably to deal with those
8 potential inpacts; is that correct?

9 M5. COLE: Certainly, we have

10 commtted that we're nore than willing to sit down
11 wth the Manitoba Metis Federation to reviewthe
12 results of the study and to tal k about the

13 findi ngs.

14 M5. SAUNDERS: Right. And you would
15 agree that those types of processes, Adverse

16 Ef fects Agreenents, and other such arrangenents as
17 are typical in dealing with inpacts to potentially
18 af fected Aboriginal groups, those are processes

19 that you woul d expect to then result fromthese

20 type of assessments? Those are things that -- a
21 process is put in place to deal with these

22 i npacts, correct?

23 M5. COLE: There would be a process to
24 review and di scuss the results of your assessnent.

25 The outcones, | don't want to in any way refer to
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1 what the outcones of that process m ght be or what

2 it mght lead to. Until we have an understandi ng
3 of the findings and what the MW believes the

4 effect mght be, it's inpossible for us to know

5 what the right course of action m ght be.

6 M5. SAUNDERS: kay. Fair enough.

7 However, though, having achi eved an

8 agreement with the MW, we can't speak to the

9 outcones, that's fair. However, though, in

10 achieving an agreenent with the MW, and creating
11 the way forward in hopefully addressing the

12 potential inpacts that there may be, it's

13 appropriate then to say that we're going to go

14 wait to hear for those results rather than speak
15 to say nmeasures that apply to all resource users,
16 that are based on previous reports that you have?
17 | guess what I'mgetting at is when we
18 | ook to slide 96, the second bullet, you would

19 agree that a process com ng out of an assessnent,
20 one that you are undertaking to do wth the MV as
21 per the agreenment, that will result in hopefully a
22 greater understanding of effects such that

23 nmeasures, mtigation nmeasures applicable to al

24 resource users, those type of things, you'll have

25 say a better understanding of as a result of this
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process. |Is that fair to say?

2 M5. COLE: |I'mnot sure I'mentirely

3 following the question. At this point in tine,

4 based on all the information and the review that

5 we've done, we anticipate that -- well, at this

6 point intine, we're not aware of any specific

7 effect that's specific to the Metis conmmunity, and
8 we're not aware that there is a Metis community

9 per se in this region. However, it is entirely

10 possi bl e that there may be individual resource

11 users who use this area, for whatever purpose.

12 And there are certainly a nunber of mtigation

13 nmeasures in place that are in place for all

14 resource users who use the area. And two of them
15 are listed there, the waterways nmanagenent

16 program which provides for safe travel for

17 resource users. That is a programthat's

18 avail able to all resource users in the area, and
19 is certainly beneficial to all resource users.

20 Communi cation products with respect to
21 mercury and fish are anticipated to be w dely

22 distributed so that all resource users in the area
23 are aware of potential, w th guidance, with

24 respect to consumng fish that nmay be taken out of

25 @ul | Lake or Stephens Lake.
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1 In addition to that, Don al so wal ked

2 you through the access managenent plan. And

3 certainly if there are people in the area who have
4 regularly and traditionally used resources that

5 can no | onger be accessed because there is

6 construction in the area, the access managenent

7 pl an does provi de opportunities to provide those

8 resource users with safe access along the access

9 roads being constructed for the project so that

10 they can access their traditional use areas.

11 Those are certainly available to Metis
12 i ndi vidual s as much as they are avail able to any
13 of the First Nations involved in the Partnership.
14 M5. SAUNDERS: GCkay. And ny

15 apol ogies, it wasn't the greatest question, but

16 neverthel ess you were still able to provide ne

17 with an answer. So thank you.

18 So then having achi eved an agreenent
19 with MW, you would agree that mtigation to
20 potential inpacts to Metis is better addressed
21 t hrough that process flowi ng out of the results of
22 t he assessnents and studies, and not just general
23 mtigation neasures as you have just discussed and
24 as are indicated on slide 967

25 M5. COLE: Actually, I'mnot sure |
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1 would agree with that. | do think it's going to

2 depend on the inpacts identified. So, certainly,
3 there may be cases -- | have no clue what's going
4 to conme forward, but certainly if there are

5 i nstances where we need to nodify mtigation or

6 change the mtigation that's there, we are

7 certainly willing to talk about it. But until we
8 have an understandi ng of the inpacts and what

9 those inpacts are, the mtigation that's in place
10 may be perfectly appropriate.

11 M5. SAUNDERS: And regarding the

12 heritage resources on slide 127 -- | discussed

13 this with M. Nepinak and | thank himfor tobacco.
14 | won't be questioning on cultural and spiritual
15 el enents of this area, though. Thank you very

16 much.

17 So on slide 127, you have provided

18 your map outlining the heritage study areas as

19 being the regional, |ocal and core study areas.
20 You then go into the |ocal study area
21 and di scuss participation on slide 131 of your
22 presentation. So it reads, and this is just to
23 clarify a bit of course, the elders and resource
24 users, and the information you provided is

25 specific to the core study area, and the elders
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1 and resource users that you referenced were First

2 Nation el ders and resource users, correct?

3 MS. PETCH That's correct.

4 M5. SAUNDERS: And then regarding

5 Aboriginal traditional know edge reference on this
6 slide, you are referring to First Nation

7 traditional know edge, particularly Cree

8 traditional know edge? There was no Metis or

9 Inuit traditional know edge per se?

10 M5. PETCH That's correct.

11 M5. SAUNDERS: Thank you.

12 Now | just have general questions for
13 the Cree Nation Partner representatives. | wanted

14 to bring you to Dr. Kul chyski's questions

15 regar di ng whet her Hydro has apol ogi zed to your

16 First Nations for past inpacts. M. Bland?

17 THE CHAIRMAN: | think that was dealt

18 with in the response from M. London

19 M5. SAUNDERS: It won't be anything of
20 particular --

21 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay.

22 M5. SAUNDERS: It won't be requesting
23 any details.

24 THE CHAI RVAN:  We'l| see where you go.

25 M5. SAUNDERS: Thank you very mnuch.
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So, M. Bland, you spoke very

el oquently to this, and I wll attenpt to
reference what you said. But you said that the
Hydro of today is different fromwhat it was in

t he past, and that Hydro now consults with First
Nati ons whereas they didn't always do that in the
past. |Is that a fair, | guess, summary of what
you said earlier?

MR. BLAND: Yes, | was referring to
t he Keeyask Cree Nations, and also to the 1977
Agreement First Nations.

M5. SAUNDERS: Wbuld you agree that
the new rel ationship your First Nation has with
Hydro, one based on consultation and respect |
think you had said, well, at |east consultation,
and |' msuggesting it appears that it is one of
respect, has been crucial to your relationship
with Hydro and all that you've been able to
achieve for your First Nation here in this
project. |Is that fair to say?

MR. BLAND: That's fair to say.

M5. SAUNDERS: And we didn't hear from
Hydro on this, but Ms. Cole, would you agree that
a relationship such as the one between Hydro and

the Cree Nations involved in this project, one
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based upon consultation and respect, is key to

reaching all that you have been able to achieve in
this project?

M5. COLE: Yes, | think it's integral
to what we' ve been able to achieve, and we have
certainly referenced a nunber of tinmes how
inportant that's been to our process. And we
value that with the Keeyask Cree Nations as well
as many ot her groups that we work with, including
wi th the Manitoba Metis Federation. And many of
the neasures that we're working towards with the
Mani t oba Metis Federation are specifically to
achieve that level and that type of respect,

i ncludi ng, you know, funding of l|iaison officers
and other prograns. So it's sonmething we're
wor ki ng across the board on, not just with the
Keeyask Partners, but with many of the

organi zations and communities we work wth.

M5. SAUNDERS: Thank you very much
Ms. Cole. Those are all ny questions.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you,

Ms. Saunders. The final cross-examner of this
panel is Manitoba WIdl ands, M. Wel an Enns?

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Hello to everyone.

The questions we have today will be
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nostly in the sequence in ternms of the

presentation in the hearing, and in ternms of who
presented when. There will be slight variances,
but I have tried to keep that order.

On page 8 then, in ternms of the Fox
Lake First Nation presentation, that one has been
asked and answer ed.

Then on page 18, slide 18, there's a
reference here about the Fox Lake peopl e working
on constructing the railroad. And the question is
whet her then Fox Lake people were al so working on
buil di ng dans. You have got the reference here to
Kettle Rapids. This is a question about Kel sey
and whet her Fox Lake peopl es and nmenbers worked on
site in building Kel sey?

THE CHAIRMAN:  How is that relevant to
this review?

M5. WHELAN ENNS: It goes to the RSA,
and the RSA identified is larger and different.
And the question overall has to do with the KCN s
participation in building dams. So the question
has to do with the fact that Kel sey hasn't been
identified by either First Nation or this panel.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Ckay.

MS. ANDERSON: So Fox Lake, | believe
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1 t hey have worked on all the dans, and | can't for
2 sure say Kelsey. | could check, though, |I'msure
3 they have. But for ny presentation, | was

4 referring to right in the vicinity of Gllam and
5 Fox Lake where we lived. That's why | only

6 referenced the three dans there.

7 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

8 On page 45, you have provided a photo
9 of your Menorial site. And again, a referral to
10 the next panel is fine, but we have two of the

11 Keeyask Cree Nations here. And the question is
12 whet her or not any of the others, and then this
13 would specifically be York Factory, have a simlar
14 Menori al ?

15 THE CHAI RMAN:  What's the rel evance?
16 I"'msorry, | can't see the relevance of that

17 guestion, so --

18 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Well, | think --

19 THE CHAIRMAN:  No, | can't see the

20 rel evance. So pl ease, next question.

21 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Ckay. That's the
22 guestions | have then in terns of the Fox Lake

23  slides.

24 M. Bland assisted in ternms of reading

25 comments and assisting in terns of Martina
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1 Saunders not being able to be with us. And you

2 made sone comments, there are sone comments then

3 in terms of people nost affected by Keeyask. And
4 you identified neighboring communities. And | go
5 on to ask you then whether Shamattawa has, at any
6 tinme, been considered a nei ghbouring comunity or
7 been part of the discussions in the regi on anong

8 the First Nations for this project?

9 THE CHAI RMAN. M. Regehr?

10 MR REGEHR: Well, first of all, |

11 don't see the relevance of this, but I'mnot sure

12 how M. Bl and can even answer this question

13 THE CHAI RVAN:  Agr eed.
14 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Thank you. Ckay.
15 Al so then for M. Bland, our

16 under standing fromyour comments, and we are now
17 novi ng specifically to York Factory, and pl ease
18 correct us, but was there in fact a trapline

19 district set up for York Factory in the 1950s?

20 MR. BLAND: There has al ways been

21 traplines there. You are talking specifically

22 about York Factory, or are you tal king about York
23 Landi ng?

24 M5. WHELAN ENNS: | think it probably

25 would be best if | asked you about both. Point
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1 t aken.

2 MR. BLAND: Ckay. |If we refer to York
3 Landing, trapline 13 was given to York Factory in
4 1957 when we were relocated by the Federal

5 Governnment. And thank you for that Tataskweyak.

6 In York Factory, we have had traplines
7 for thousands of years there that were used.

8 can't answer specifically when Manitoba intervened
9 and nade official lines, | don't have that in

10 front of me at the nonent.

11 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

12 And the general chronology in terns of
13 the early '50s is fine. And that's that question.
14 MR. BLAND: | would like to add,

15 t hough, that we do have nenbers that go up to York

16 Factory every year and have been goi ng ever since

17 | can renenber.
18 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
19 This is a question about tinelines.

20 W have had from other participants a range of
21 guestions in terns of tinelines. | think that
22 this one's sinple, and that is, is there in

23 fact -- and we have read all the -- we have read
24  the JKDA and the effects assessnents -- effects

25 agreenents rather. 1Is there a start and end date
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1 in the way the JKDA is structured?

2 M5. COLE: What do you nean by that

3 guestion? The JKDA was signed in 2000, and it is
4 in place for the life of the project.

5 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. So they
6 were signed in March and May of 2009, and life of
7 proj ect then means?

8 M5. COLE: For as long the project is
9 operat i ng.

10 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

11 In the main stack of slides then on
12 page 12, climate change is included in terns of
13 the main or upper level of effects for the

14  assessnment. |In our sort of re-review of the

15 contents in the EI'S then, the section about

16 climate change appears to be about w nter roads.
17 So the question is, was the clinmate change

18 di scussion in terns of arriving at the effects

19 assessnment only or primarily about w nter roads?
20 M5. KINLEY: dimte change was

21 considered in | ooking at each of the outcones of
22 t he val ued environnental conponents to see if

23 climate change effects woul d change t hose effects.
24  And so we highlighted that with respect to

25 transportation in particular. It was al so
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1 hi ghlighted with respect to mercury and fi sh.
2 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Did you al so then
3 include in your climte change review for the

4  assessnent effects on infrastructure?

5 M5. KINLEY: That's exactly why we

6 | ooked at winter roads in particular. W

7 hi ghlighted the place where we felt that clinate

8 change could make a difference to the outcone.

9 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Did you | ook at al
10 built structures in ternms of buildings, both

11 comunity and residences?

12 M5. KINLEY: We |ooked at the -- we

13 | ooked at each of the outconmes of the val ued

14 envi ronment al conponents, and the process was to
15 see if climte change woul d make a difference to
16 the effect that was assessed.

17 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. You al so
18 menti oned when you were starting on this slide,

19 the other environnental assessnents that you

20 | ooked at and reviewed in doing the socio-econom c
21 assessnment. Was this step taken at the very, you
22 know, very early in the discussions and very early
23 i n your socio-economc review, or was it near the
24 end in that witing tinme?

25 M5. KINLEY: | believe we spoke about
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that fromthe point of view of |ooking at the

types of issues that there are associated with
hydr oel ectric devel opnment. And we |ooked at it in
particular in the early phases of the project
where we were exan ni ng what coul d be consi dered
val ued environnental conponents.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Then | think you're
telling us that you were primarily | ooking at the
EAs and filings for hydroelectric projects when
you were | ooking at other assessnents? |s that
correct? And correct nme if |I've got that wong.

M5. KINLEY: We |ooked primarily at
hydroel ectric devel opnment. We were |ooking at the
types of effects that had been determ ned in other
projects. And that's always hel pful in
under standing the issues that could be associated
with a project |ike this.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. D d you
specifically | ook at the environnental assessnents
for Hydro projects, or other industrial projects
that were assessed, and potentially |icensed under
t he Canadi an Environnmental Assessnent Act that's
pertinent to the Keeyask Generation Station, as in
that version of the Act?

MS. Kl NLEY: It woul d have been at the
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1 same tinme. This project is being assessed under

2 the earlier Act.

3 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. Shifting
4 to slide 20, there is a reference to protected

5 areas and scientific sites in the resource use

6 part of this slide. And this may be nore than one
7 i ndi vidual to answer, but let's start. And that

8 is, were there any discussions or prelimnaries to
9 consultation for new protected areas in the RSA

10 during the preparation of the assessnent? And the
11 second part of that question then would be whet her
12 there were any specific interactions or

13 pre-consultations with the Keeyask Cree Nations

14 regardi ng establishment of protected areas?

15 M5. KINLEY: I'Ill turn that to Don

16 MacDonel | .

17 MR. MACDONELL: Actually what we did
18 was we identified those areas as per the

19 gui delines. So what specifically are you

20 referring to, in terns of there was no

21 consultation with the First Nations with regard to
22 the establishnment of additional ones?

23 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Basically, you're

24 saying that in the 10 year period, let's call it

25 10 years generally, in terns of preparation for
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1 t he assessnent of the project and agreenents then

2 wth the Keeyask First Nations, was that there

3 were no prelimnary or advanced consultations, or
4 consultations with these First Nations regarding

5 establ i shment of new protected areas. Did |

6 under stand you correctly?

7 MR. MACDONELL: We're not aware of any
8 of those consultations. Qur objective in the EI'S
9 was to identify established protected areas at the
10 tine we wote the EIS. So that's what we have

11 done.

12 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Were there any

13 di scussi ons then between the Partnership

14 personnel, Manitoba Hydro personnel, and the

15 Mani t oba Gover nnent personnel responsible for the
16 established and protected areas regarding the

17 candi date areas in the RSA?

18 MR. MACDONELL: Not that |'m aware of.
19 Again, we identified the areas that were in the
20 regi onal study area and identified any areas that
21 were in the local study area, which there were
22 none. And those were the ones that were
23 potentially affected directly by the project.
24 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Did the personnel in

25 the Partnership consider taking the steps to nake
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the Partnership First Nations aware that they have

the option in Manitoba to nomnate | ands to be
protected from devel opnent? Did you consider that
at all?

M5. COLE: It's not really the role of
the Partnership or Manitoba Hydro, | don't think,
to informthe communities about their rights and
responsibilities wwth respect to asking for
protected areas. So the answer to your question
IS no.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

THE CHAI RVAN: M. Bedford.

MR. BEDFORD: The question's been
answered so an objectionis alittle |late.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

Is there any intention after -- or in
a construction phase, if you will, or into the
next phase of the Keeyask generation station, is
there any intention to find ways to conbi ne
soci o- econom ¢ i npacts, VEC s assessnent steps for
ot her projects going on in the sanme area and
affecting the sanme communities?

M5. COLE: Absolutely. That was
actually one of the key outconmes of our cumul ative

effects assessnent in the Looking Forward
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1 conponent of the cunul ative effects assessnent.

2 One of the things that becane very obvi ous and

3 very clear, and we tal ked about that, | talked

4 about it for sure in ny presentation, and |

5 bel i eve Janet discussed it as well, is over the

6 next 10 years in the Gllamarea in particular

7 there is the potential for a | ot of devel opnent.

8 And particularly given concerns raised by Fox Lake
9 as well as the other conmunities, we were very

10 concerned about worker interaction and public

11 safety. And it's one of the key reasons why we've
12 taken a bit of a broader approach that's not

13 Keeyask specific, that |ooks at establishing at a
14 community |level a worker interaction conmmttee

15 that involves key service providers, Mnitoba

16 Hydro, the Community of Fox Lake, as well as

17 Tat askweyak Cree Nation, as appropriate, to

18 address those concerns at a community |evel,

19 regardl ess of the projects taking place.

20 So the answer to your question is yes,
21 t hat absol utely has been consi der ed.

22 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: And you are quite
23 right in terms of what you are reni nding us of.

24 THE CHAI RMAN:  You' re maki ng

25 statenents now. Pl ease nove on to questions.
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1 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Fair enough.

2 Stayi ng on the soci o-economc, the

3 tables referred to, the 3-36 and 3-35, and then

4 also the comment as you are going through the

5 slides, basically refer to the econonm c effects,

6 nost of which are benefits. Wuld you pl ease tel
7 us whet her there's been an assessnment of the costs
8 of the Keeyask Ceneration Station project to

9 Mani t oba or to Canada?

10 M5. KINLEY: First of all, I wonder if
11 you can get us to the correct slide? W don't

12 have a slide reference.

13 M5. WHELAN ENNS: This is a question
14 that basically arose as a result of listening to
15 your presentation. |It's not attached to a

16 specific slide. W did take a | ook at tables 3-36
17 and 35 in ternms of operation costs. |I'mgoing to
18 take a look at 35 here to see whether that's --

19 no. So we went into the EIS and | ooked at this on
20 those | ocati ons.

21 The question overall is about whether
22 or not there's been an identification in the

23 soci 0- econom ¢ assessnment of costs al so? W have
24 effects and benefits figures.

25 THE CHAI RVAN: M. Bedford?
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1 MR. BEDFORD: Well, with respect to

2 Ms. Whel an Enns, | think she's going to have to do
3 a better job with the use of the word costs.

4 There may be an issue relevant to an environnental
5 hearing that's buried in what she's trying to

6 seek, but I'"'mnot getting it and I'msure the

7 panel isn't either.

8 M5. WHELAN ENNS: M. Chair, may | try
9 an exanpl e?

10 THE CHAI RMAN:  What costs specifically
11 are you aski ng about?

12 M5. WHELAN ENNS: We have had a fair
13 bit of content in the last two days based on this
14 panel in ternms of discussion about social

15 services, for instance, all right.

16 So then let's narrow the question.

17 Has there been an assessnment of what the increased
18 costs to the Province of Mnitoba --

19 THE CHAI RMAN:  Are you asking -- like
20 the Partnership has identified a nunber of

21 different prograns that you referred to, social

22 services prograns that they intend to inplenent,
23 as needed, based on nonitoring. So are you asking
24 if they have costed out each of these prograns?

25 M5. WHELAN ENNS: |'m asking, staying
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on Manitoba, M. Chair, whether they have costed

what the increased costs, for instance, for social
al | ownance or heal thcare, those would be two
exanples to Manitoba, would be fromthe Keeyask
Generation Project?

THE CHAI RVAN: M. Bedford?

MR. BEDFORD: It's just that's not
rel evant.

THE CHAI RVAN: | woul d agr ee.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

THE CHAI RVAN.  Move on, pl ease.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: This pertains then
to slide 42, and that point in your presentation,
not specifically the content on the slide. And
that is, has there been any di scussion or analysis
about whether or not, for instance, the Keeyask
Cree Nations will have chall enges keeping staff in
their band adm nistration or their band prograns,
inrelation to what salaries and wages w || be
el sewhere in the region during the project?

MR. BLAND: | think there will be an
interest from nenbership that are working on
reserve. Right nowin our conmunity we have a | ot
of younger people that are taking advantage of the

opportunity provided by our direct negoti ated




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2304
1 contracts. At this point we have had ni ni nal

2 inmpact, in terns of our adm nistration, fromthe
3 comunity | eaving to pursue enpl oynent at Keeyask.
4 As for the future, it's difficult to predict.

5 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

6 M. Bl and.

7 Has t here been any assessnment or any
8 concern then about risk of high turnover in terns
9 of staff in the Keeyask Cree Nation's

10 adm nistrations?

11 THE CHAIRVMAN: | think that was just
12 answer ed.

13 M5. WHELAN ENNS: We'l| pass on

14 anything further then. And there's a response

15 t 0o.

16 M5. COLE: | did want to note that we

17 have answered an IR related to this, it's CAC

18 76 D.
19 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
20 Page 58, we have had a fair bit of

21 hel pful content in terns of the planning for this
22 project and others in the region. Wat 1'd

23 appreciate knowing is how early the di scussions
24 with the Cty of Thonpson started, and whet her

25 there will be an overall plan with the Gty of
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1 Thonpson in terns of anticipating the effects on

2 the city for this project and the other Hydro

3 projects in the region at the same tinme?

4 M5. COLE: So, during the course of

5 undert aki ng the soci o-econom ¢ assessnent, we

6 certainly undertook a nunber of key person

7 interviews with individuals in Thonpson, and

8 simlar types of interviews have al so been

9 undertaken in the context of the Wiskwati m

10 project. And | would say based on the assessnent,
11 and we have al so had di scussions with themthrough
12 the course of the Keeyask infrastructure project
13 as part of the socio-econom c nonitoring plan,

14 while there certainly may be sone effects felt in
15 Thonmpson, based on our assessnent, our primry

16 concern is the Community of G I I am

17 W have talked to the RCVWP in

18 Thonmpson. And certainly while there may have been
19 an effect, they cannot pinpoint Wiskwatim but we
20 are in close consultation with both Wiskwatim - -
21 or sorry, with both the mayor and council as well
22 as with the RCOWP in Thonpson on a regul ar basis,
23 and we do have conm tnments fromthe RCMP to work
24 with us very, very closely during the course of

25 i npl enenting the Keeyask project, as well as
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1 Keewat i noow, Bipole Ill, and the Conawapa project,

2 to ensure that capacity is available in the region
3 to be able to respond to any concerns.

4 So I"'mnot going to say that it's an

5 overal | Thompson specific strategy. W have taken
6 the approach of working directly with the service
7 provi ders and the individuals and organi zati ons

8 responsi ble for providing really key services |ike
9 heal t h, heal thcare, and policing, and working

10 directly with them

11 So, simlarly with the RCMP, we have
12 been working directly with the Northern Regi onal
13 Heal th Authority to find ways to provide health

14 services at site, including possible provision of
15 a health nurse directly at site to alleviate any
16 pressure that may be experienced within the

17 Communi ty of Thonpson on heal th services.

18 |"mnot sure if that answers your

19 guestion. This is specifically a worker

20 interaction related slide and it's quite specific
21 to the possibility of worker interaction. And

22 certainly if there was an issue raised in

23 Thonpson, or the conmunity canme to speak to us,

24 we'd be nore than happy to work with them At

25 this point it does not seemto be as big a concern
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as it is in the Community of GIllam where nost of

t he devel opnent, or around which nost of the
devel opnment is focused.

M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Thank you. This
refers to slide 64, and | believe then
Ms. Anderson -- though also then Martina Saunders
was not able to be here. There is a reference on
this slide to distinguishing groups of people, and
the question is, how nmany groups of Abori gi nal
peopl e did you distinguish?

M5. ANDERSON: | don't believe this is
our slide. This is part of Virginia s process for
her -- 1'Il let her answer.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ms. Mayor, were you
going to --

M5. MAYOR: Again, |I'mnot sure of the
rel evance of this to the EI'S

THE CHAI RVMAN:  Can you explain
rel evance?

M5. WHELAN ENNS: | can certainly al so
rephrase, M. Chair.

Were groups of Aboriginal people
di stingui shed, again choosing the | anguage that's
inthe slide, in addition to the Keeyask Cree

Nat i ons?
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THE CHAIRVAN:  Wth all due respect, |

think that that has been covered in this panel.
They noted a nunber of different Abori ginal
comunities. They noted that a nunber of
Aboriginal comrunities had their origins on the
coast of Hudson Bay and are now the four Cree
Nat i ons, plus Shamattawa, and | believe there may
be one or two others. So | think it has been
answer ed.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

Ms. Petch, you identified sonme steps
that are being taken under the Heritage Act with
respect to the field work and archaeol ogy. Are
you, as a |eading archaeol ogi st in the Province,
confortable that all of the steps under the
Heritage Act are going to be taken?

MS. PETCH.  Coul d you pl ease repeat
the last part of that?

M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Sure.

Are you confortable that all of the
steps under the Heritage Act that required -- are
going to be taken?

THE CHAI RVAN: Ms. Mayor ?

M5. MAYOR: |s she asking for whether

or not legally there's been conpliance, because
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that's not an appropriate question to be asking

Ms. Petch.

THE CHAIRVAN: | woul d agree. Wat
are you getting at?

MS. WHELAN ENNS: We can pass,

M. Chair.

The regul atory requirenments are
referenced here on this slide, and it was a
prelimnary question to another one.

THE CHAI RVAN:  But | think we can take
as a given that Dr. Petch, as a professiona
archeol ogi st, would abide by all of the steps
requi red under the |aw.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Dr. Petch, let's try
it another way. You were referencing the
artifacts and the Province of Manitoba. Can the
Mani t oba Museum al so hold the artifacts?

THE CHAIRMAN: How is that relevant to
this review?

M5. WHELAN ENNS: W can pass.

THE CHAI RMAN:  She has expl ai ned j ust
a few nonents ago the nature of the ownership
under Manitoba Law. She also noted that there is
an opportunity to repatriate a nunber of these

artifacts into the resident communities.
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1 MS. WHELAN ENNS: And tourists and so

2 on, yes. Thank you, M. Chair.

3 On slide 70 you are referring to, and
4 you have a set of the nine cultural indicators you
5 used. And | want to say to the two

6 representatives fromtwo of the Keeyask First

7 Nations that this is nmeant sinply as a question.
8 Did the indicators, and were you able to apply

9 nine indicators fully to each of the four First
10 Nat i ons?

11 MS. PETCH  Yes, based on the thenes
12 t hat devel oped out of each of the comunity

13 processes, we were able to use all nine indicators
14 for all of the Partner First Nations.

15 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

16 This pertains to slide 77, and that
17 that is have each of the four Keeyask Cree

18 Nations, previous to this project or nore

19 recently, been able to conplete a ful
20 traditional, a set of traditional use studies and
21 | ands plan for their traditional |ands and
22 territories?
23 MR. BLAND: One second.
24 THE CHAI RMAN: M. Regehr?

25 MR. REGEHR: | "' mnot clear on the




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2311
1 rel evance of this question to these proceedi ngs.

2 THE CHAI RVAN: | woul d agree. Mve

3 on, please.

4 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

5 |"mgoing to thank M. Bl and, but

6 we're noving on.

7 MR. BLAND: You are wel cone.

8 M5. WHELAN ENNS: We have had a nunber
9 of references to the famly survey, both in

10 certain slides, when you get into the '80s, in the
11 slide deck. The question is, and this is the

12 wor ker famly survey, the question is, why wl|

13 you start in 20227

14 Now, that's in mercury and human

15 health survey in 183. There's also the worker

16 famly survey. The question basically has to do
17 wi t h whet her these surveys could, in fact, start
18 earlier in the construction phase and/ or be nore
19 frequent than five years?

20 M5. KINLEY: Wth respect to the

21 mercury and health surveys, we're tal king about a
22 country food consunption survey beginning in 2022.
23 This is cognizant of the fact that effects on

24 mercury will occur in the operations phase. So

25 we're | ooking ahead to the period when nercury
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1 wll actually change. And that's the reason that

2 it's looked at in that period.

3 And with respect to the tinme frane,

4  our assessnent is that it would be changing, the
5 mercury woul d be changing fairly gradually. And
6 that every five years would be adequate to capture
7 that. However -- and the other thing | guess |

8 should say is that a country food consunption

9 survey is a pretty large undertaking. And the

10 wllingness of each of the communities to

11 undertake a major survey like that, we would have
12 to be a little concerned about the burden of

13 survey in the conmunities as well.

14 | should al so say, though, that the
15 aquatics effects nonitoring programis continuous
16 t hrough the whole period. So this is dealing with
17 t he consunption and human health risk assessnent
18 per se, but the aquatic nonitoring is right the
19 way through.

20 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

21 M5. COLE: You al so asked about the
22 timng of the worker famly survey?

23 MS. WHELAN ENNS:  Yes.

24 M5. COLE: That's in the third year of

25 the general civil contract, and | believe it m ght
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1 al so take place again at the end of the general

2 civil contract. And the timng is specifically so
3 t hat peopl e have been engaged and worki ng on the
4 site |l ong enough that they have a ful

5 appreciation of what that experience is |ike at

6 the time we go to do the survey.

7 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. |'m

8 trying to catch questions that have been

9 previously asked, M. Chair, and | also had -- the
10 staple gave way on ne. So if | have pages or

11 slides out of order, just tell ne.

12 There was a reference nmade around the
13 time we were in slide 110, about only taking the
14 bull npbose. So the question is whether there was
15 any review undertaken, or information provided to
16 t he Keeyask First Nations about the steps that

17 ot her Manitoba First Nations are putting in place,
18 and their basis for decisions to only take the

19 bul | npose?

20 MR. MACDONELL: So you are asking

21  whether there was information provided to the

22 Partner First Nations with regard to steps that

23 are being taken in other gane hunting areas with
24 regard to harvesting noose?

25 M5. WHELAN ENNS: M reference was not
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1 to the gane hunting areas. The question has to do

2 wi th whether or not the Keeyask Cree Nations were
3 provided with any information about the steps that
4 other Manitoba First Nations are taking in terns

5 of their nmoose hunting and only taking the bul

6 noose?

7 MR MACDONELL: |I'm not aware of that
8 i nformati on being provided, but maybe Ted or Karen
9 could respond to that, or the terrestrial team

10 MR. BLAND: We haven't -- well, we

11 didn't seek out any other communities' information
12 on what their traditions are and their hunting

13 practices. W just normally followed what we had
14 done for thousands of years. And one of the

15 t hi ngs about only taking the males is that the

16 femal es are the -- how do you say it -- they carry
17 life and they continue the cycles of life. So the
18 practice has al ways been to try and take a bul

19 noose and | et the femal es survive.

20 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you,

21 M. Bl and.

22 Was there then -- and this is a

23 simlar question -- any discussion in terns of how
24  the hunting practices and hunting standards were

25 set through the Aboriginal consultations for
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1 Wapusk National Park?
2 THE CHAI RVAN. M. Bedford?
3 MR. BEDFORD: Again, not rel evant.
4 THE CHAI RVAN:  Agr eed.
5 M5. WHELAN ENNS: In arriving at --

6 this is approximately slide 117, but it's the map
7 in ternms of the potential project effects, and

8 it's under the trapping VEC, but applies to other
9 VECs, and sub topics, if we can refer to them as
10 sub topics for socio-economc.

11 In arriving at the agreenents that are
12 in place and the offsets, and doing the

13 soci o- econom ¢ assessnent, has there been any

14  di scussion about the Keeyask Cree Nations managi ng
15 their hunting practices? This would include

16 offsets, specifically along the trapline

17 boundari es?

18 M5. COLE: [|I'mnot actually sure

19 exactly what you are referring to, but certainly
20 when the terrestrial teamwas up here, they did

21 tal k about the npose harvest sustainability plan
22 whi ch has been devel oped by the Cree Nation

23 Partners specifically for the managenment of their
24 of fsetting prograns.

25 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. This is
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pertaining to slide 121 and the reference to

wor king with Manitoba Conservation and Water

St ewardship. Has there been, or is there any
intent or anticipated need for the Partnership to
di scuss a reduction in recreational hunting
licences and tags in the RSA?

MR. MACDONELL: | think that the
managenent of wildlife is the responsibility of
Mani t oba Conservation and Water Stewardship. They
partici pated on the resource managenent board for
the area as well, and that provides a forumfor
di scussing the data that cones out of this program

such that they can nmake the appropriate managenent

deci si ons.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

THE CHAI RMAN:  Ms. Whel an Enns, it's
12:30. | think we'll take our lunch break. But

could I ask that during the lunch break you filter
t hrough the rest of your questions and elimnate
t hose ahead of tine that had been asked and
answered, and also those that aren't relevant to
t he revi ew before us.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Certainly,
M. Chair.

W have been checking of f, okay, as
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t here has been other cross-exan nati on, and we can

take another look at it. That's straightforward.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Just take particul ar
note of those that are relevant. | nmean, you well
know, you have been through a nunber of these
hearing processes before, you well know the main
pur pose of cross-exam nation, which quite sinply
is toelicit information for your final argunents,
to use in your final argunents. So those that
aren't relevant to that, could you pl ease stroke
of f?

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Quick question, if |
may ?

THE CHAI RVAN.  Yes.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Are the -- is it
reasonabl e al so then to be including questions
that are to assist our witnesses in their
preparation, which is different than cl osing
argunments, if you will, or a statenent from
Mani t oba W dl ands?

THE CHAI RMAN:  Yes, that's true, it
is. But, again, make sure that they are relevant.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Ckay, thank you

(Proceedi ngs recessed at 12:30 p. m

and reconvened at 1:30 p.m)
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THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, we will resune

now, continuing wth cross-exam nation by
Ms. Whel an- Enns.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you
M. Chair.

Section 19 and 62 of this vol une of
the EI'S nakes short reference to protected areas.
The question is whether there was a deci sion nade
to not apply the regulatory regi ne of protected
areas in Manitoba to your definition and your
assessnent ?

MR,  MacDONELL: W identified
protected areas based on the current Provincial
| egislation, including the Parks Act, Ecol ogi cal
Reserve Act, and the Wldlife Act. As per the
gui del i nes, areas of special interest were
desi gned based on 2010 docunent protecting
Mani t oba' s out st andi ng | andscapes by Manitoba's
Protected Areas Initiative.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

Then in the definition you' ve used,
and the regul atory framework you' ve identified,
you could tell us which of the IUCN categories
that are in your definition are a protected area

in Mani t oba?
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1 MR. MacDONELL: The definitions are

2 provided fromsection 1.12 as per the | egislation.

3 | think we also responded to this in an IR | wll
4 just -- CEC WIdlands 40, round one.
5 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

6 M . MacDonel | .

7 WIIl you tell me which of the | UCN
8 categories then are protected area by Manitoba's
9 regul atory and public policy framewrk? The

10 definition relies on the | UCN definition.

11 THE CHAI RMAN.  Can you help ne a
12 little bit?
13 M5. WHELAN ENNS: This is the world

14 conservation union, ITUCNis the old acronym and
15 it is an international organization that has a

16 bi annual worl d conservation congress, and is nmade
17 up of governnents internationally, scientific

18 institutes, technical institutes, and also a range
19 of representatives froma |lot of U N agencies.

20 THE CHAIRMAN:  Ckay. Help ne a little
21 bit then? 1f, as M. MacDonell has just said,

22 they identify protected areas in accordance with
23 Mani t oba | egi sl ati on, why should we be concerned
24  about [ UCN?

25 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Well, thank you for
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1 asking that. Because that's one of ny questions,

2 M. Chair. The definition used in the EISis the
3 | UCN definition, and it does not in any way

4 reflect or refer to the Manitoba definition or

5 regul atory framework. And not all of the | UCN

6 categories are protected areas in Manitoba.

7 MR MacDONELL: | think it is clear

8 wthin the EIS how we defined those areas. Al so,
9 | would Iike to point out that none of the areas

10 that were identified or have been identified are

11 in the local study area that are affected by the

12 proj ect.

13 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
14 Later tonorrow or | ater today,
15 M. Chair, I"'mgoing to put sonme things out for

16 people for their interest in terns of the ful

17 answer on this, and the concern.

18 | have changed tags. The chall enge

19 t hi nk has been going through stuff that was

20 prepared before cross-exam nation from ot hers.

21 Now, this is a reference to sections
22 inthe EIS that were referenced when the Consuners
23 Associ ati on of Canada was doi ng cross-exani nati on.
24 And it is a question about apprenticeships. So we

25 took a look in the EI'S, and would |like to know
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1 nore clearly what the expectations and

2 arrangenents are going to be in terns of

3 apprenticeshi ps? That is expectations of

4 contractors, major and sub? The reason for the

5 guestion is because there is very little reference
6 to apprenticeship in the EI S

7 M5. COLE: In terns of apprenticeshinp,
8 there are ratios identified directly in the BNA

9 for different categories of job. So that is what
10 applies on the site. And as we tal ked about

11 yesterday, there will be on-the-job training

12 progranms that will be developed. And it is our

13 expectation that sone of those on-the-job training
14 prograns will target apprenticeships, and

15 particularly | evel one apprentices.

16 M5. WHELAN ENNS: The Province of

17 Mani t oba has nade a significant priority of

18 renewi ng and increasing apprentices. So one sub
19 guestion, will there be any requirenents of

20 contractors or sub contractors who will work on

21 the construction of the Keeyask Generation Station
22 for, for instance, a nunber of apprenticeships

23 they should in fact have in place as a condition
24 of their contracts?

25 M5, COLE: Because the contracts
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aren't in place yet, we haven't had the

opportunity, obviously, to work wi th whoever the
sel ected contractors will be to devel op the
on-the-job training prograns. But certainly as
part of the general civil contract, we are working
to devel op an on-the-job training program which
just nentioned, that targets |evel one

apprenti ces.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: So the on-the-job
training programwoul d actually be a boost in
terms of getting into an apprenticeship, is that
what you nean by | evel one?

M5. COLE: No. Level one would be
i ndi vi dual s who have conpl eted | evel one of an
apprenticeship program | believe if you | ook at
sone of the materials M. WIIlians had yesterday
and went through sone of the training materials,
one of the challenges through the HNTEI programis
that often people get through |evel one, and it is
quite hard to get the work experience in the north
to get beyond level one. So we've trained a
nunber of people at |evel one in apprenticeship
prograns. So part of the reason that that type of
training and that |level would be targeted is so

that those who have indicated a real strong
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interest in pursuing an apprenticeship program had

the opportunity to gain the rel evant work
experience working on the Keeyask project that
m ght not be provided otherw se in Northern
Mani t oba.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

In listening to the discussion about
where there is high school available in the
community and where there isn't, and the questions
fromthe CAC about exanples in terns of graduation
years and so on. And we have hunted, so feel free
to correct ne on this, but will there also be, and
is there an intention for remedial programs in the
comunity for those individuals who, in fact, need
to get their GED in order to be eligible for
training, apprenticeship and enpl oynent for
Keeyask?

The question is perhaps for
Ms. Kinley, and we don't see much reference to
remedi al ?

M5. COLE: That was part of the HNTE
program and was one of the aspects of training
provi ded t hrough the HNTEI program And | think
we have al so tal ked about, this norning about the

Abori gi nal pre-placenent programthat Manitoba
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1 Hydro runs, to be able to provide upgrading for

2 i ndi viduals who are interested in entering sone of
3 the trades at Manitoba Hydro.

4 M5. WHELAN ENNS: So t hose upgrades

5 then would be what I"'mcalling renmedial, if I'm

6 under st andi ng you?

7 M5. COLE: Not necessarily. Typically
8 you need to have been through high school, but one
9 of the challenges in Northern Manitoba is that

10 often science courses aren't provided, because

11 comunity high schools, perhaps there isn't enough
12 enrol I ment or they don't have the proper

13 facilities to offer a range of courses,

14 particularly in chem stry and physics and those

15 types of subjects. So it's for individuals to

16 conplete math and sciences required to enter

17 techni cal training prograns.

18 HNTElI was desi gned and delivered by

19 the communities, and the fundi ng was provi ded by
20 the communities, and a | arge anount of that

21 funding was targeted towards upgrading to enter

22 nore advanced programm ng.

23 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

24 Ms. Cole, thank you for the

25 i nformati on you gave when the CAC was aski ng
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1 guestions -- actually Fox Lake Concerned Citizens

2 wer e asking questions about the challenges and the
3 | earning fromthe chall enges of Wiskwati m

4 Basi c question then. Have the

5 di scussions inside the Partnership and with the

6 Keeyask First Nations regarding those chall enges

7 and the things |learned from Wskwatimstarted?

8 Have you begun to discuss with your partners what
9 you' ve | earned fromthe Wskwati m chal | enges and
10 how that will be applied to this generation

11 proj ect ?

12 M5. COLE: Certainly, all of themare
13 identified in the EI'S, those chall enges, and they
14  were brought forward yesterday, we had those

15 conversations. W spoke this norning about

16 whether or not the advisory group on enpl oynent

17 had been established, and | indicated at that tine

18 that that group woul d probably be established

19 |ater this year. But throughout the entire course
20 of planning, we've had up there -- you have seen
21 it mny times -- all of the various points of

22 interaction and pl aces where we have col | aborat ed

23 and worked together. And certainly issues with
24 respect to enploynent have been a very, have

25 taken -- they have been a | arge part of our
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1 di scussion and they continue to be a large part of

2 our discussion, particularly through the Partners
3 regul atory and licensing conmttee. You know, we
4 had a neeting, | don't know, three weeks ago,

5 right before the hearing started. The entire

6 nmeeting for two and a half hours was around

7 exactly those types of issues and how to grapple
8 wth those types of issues, and searching for ways
9 regularly to inprove processes that are in place.
10 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

11 The director of the Sundance training
12 and housing site and facilities for Linmestone was
13 Aboriginal. What are your goals in terns of

14  Aboriginal and First Nations staff then for the
15 Keeyask site in ternms of housing? W don't know
16 at this point whether they will be training there,
17 |"mjust |leaving that open for the next seven or
18 eight years. \What are your goals in terns of the
19 proportion of staff on site in Keeyask to be

20 Aboriginal First Nation? And does that goal

21 change over tine in terns of getting, you know,

22 the portion of people being housed and working on
23 the construction site?

24 M5. COLE: I'mstruggling a little bit

25 to understand the question and whet her you are
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1 aski ng whether there is an enploynent target at

2 the site, or whether you are asking specifically

3 about canp managenent, because they are not the

4  sane.

5 M5. WHELAN ENNS: The question is

6 about the housing and services attendant to the

7 housi ng on the construction site. So it was not a
8 guestion about the enploynent target in terns of

9 t he construction crews, but nore about the -- and
10 that's why the conparison to Sundance and

11 Li nest one.

12 THE CHAIRVAN: | don't get the
13 connection to Sundance and Linmestone. | don't
14 quite get your question. | nean, there was a

15 non- sequi tur when you started off saying the

16 director of the training programwas Aboriginal

17 and then lead into a totally unrel ated question.
18 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: We could sinplify

19 t he question and ask --

20 THE CHAI RVAN: Pl ease do.

21 M5. WHELAN ENNS: -- whether or not

22 the director then for the housing site for Keeyask
23 will be Aboriginal?

24 M5. COLE: | want to clarify something

25 in the prem se of your question, which is, this is
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|_\

not conparable to Linestone. W are establishing
2 a construction canp, we are not establishing a

3 towmn site. So Sundance was a town site that was
4 established specifically for the devel opnent of

5 that project, and workers noved and |ived at

6 Sundance with their famlies. So it effectively
7 was a small town, it had its own post office,

8 peopl e brought their children, they went to

9 school, it was a community.

10 This is not the sanme. This is a

11 construction canp. Construction workers live here
12 on a tenporary basis to undertake construction

13 work. W are not providing housing in the sense
14 that people are noving here with their famlies.
15 It is a canp for construction workers. The

16 managenent of that canp contract, so to speak, is
17 a contract that's a direct negotiated contract

18 with York Factory and Fox Lake Cree Nation, or it
19 is designated for them

20 In terns of whether the person they
21 eventually choose to hire to | ead that contract
22 and managenent is Aboriginal, | guess is entirely
23 up to themin ternms of who they feel is best

24 suited to undertake that work and to | ead that

25 wor k.
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M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you very nuch

To avoi d maki ng a statenent,

M. Chair, | would |ike to ask whether or not
anyone from Manitoba Hydro is aware of who |I'm
referring to when | ask this question.

THE CHAIRMAN: | certainly am but |I'm
not sure that it is relevant.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: | was taking your
lead fromthe early comments about Linestone. W
were very close to the end of Manitoba WI dl ands
guesti ons when we broke for |unch.

Thank you to the panel.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you,

Ms. Wel an- Enns.

Now t he panel does have a few
gquestions, I'mnot sure if we have sorted them al
out. Are you going to do sone?

MR. YEE: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

| just have a coupl e of questions
related to mercury and human health effects. So
we have di scussed this earlier this norning. So
essentially Ms. Kinley, you indicated that the
Part nershi p woul d di scourage people from eating
fish from Stephens Lake and Gull Lake, and that's

under st andabl e gi ven the perspective of sensitive
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1 popul ation. But won't non-sensitive popul ations

2 still be able to eat fish as long as they don't

3 exceed a certain nunber of neals in a period of

4  time?

5 MR WLSON. So, |I"'mpretty sure your

6 guestion is regarding after inpoundnent?

7 MR. YEE: Yes, it is.
8 MR. WLSON: So, after inpoundnent we
9 wi Il have concentrations that will increase in the

10 whitefish, but nore so in the pickerel and in the
11 pi ke. The concentrations in the whitefish,

12 scientifically, | do think that people could have
13 sonme neals. The concentrations in the pickerel

14 and the pike, they are going to be up around one
15 part per mllion, and so it would just be --

16 sorry, | should back up. In the whitefish,

17 scientifically, I think there could be sone neals
18 by all sensitive and non-sensitive. In the case
19 of the pickerel and the pike, they would be nore,
20 maybe the non-sensitive people could have the

21 occasional neal. It would al nost be equivalent to
22 sonmeone having a tuna steak every once in a while,
23 it isin the one part per mllion range. W see
24  these types of concentrations in the super narket.

25 But for the sensitive people, we do advise them
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1 that maybe that's not the best choi ce.

2 MR. YEE: And follow ng up, based on
3 the human health ri sk assessnent, have consunption
4  val ues been established for @Gull and Stephens Lake
5 for consunption of fish?

6 M5. KINLEY: There are discussions

7 ongoing with Health Canada and with Manitoba

8 Health with regard to what those consunption

9 val ues should be. In principle, a process has

10 been established to work with those agencies to
11 receive the actual effects, the actual results of
12 monitoring, and to work with themw th respect to
13 what those nean in real ternms.

14 MR. YEE: Thank you. | guess one

15 ot her foll owup question, and | would direct this
16 to | guess your First Nations partners, M. Bl and
17 and Ms. Anderson.

18 It is our understanding that a centra
19 part of the Adverse Effects Agreenent is to allow
20 First Nation nenbers to obtain fish and

21 potentially other country foods fromoffsetting
22 areas. So ny question is, will there be sone, or
23 any of your conmunity menbers who would eat fish
24 again fromthe Gull and Stephens Lake areas?

25 MR. BLAND: For York Factory, | don't
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think that we will be eating any fish or anything

fromthe Gull or Stephens Lake area. But every
once in a while we head east to hunt npose and
caribou, and that's parallel to the river, the
Nel son River, around that area. In ternms of what
we eat woul d be npose and cari bou.

M5. ANDERSON: Okay. So for Fox Lake,
| would say that there could be sonme people who
may eat fromthat area. But, again, in our
community | find that the nessage is don't eat any
fish at all, and I think that's what nost of the
people follow, it is alnost like a -- it is given
very inportance not to eat it. Like he said,
occasionally you could have sone, but that's not
the nessage that's provided in the community. It
is almobst like don't eat it at all. And it cones
fromvarious different agencies such as Health
Canada, so..

MR. YEE: Thank you very much. No
further questions.

THE CHAI RMAN: M. Nepi nak?

MR. NEPI NAK: M. Bland, | have one
guestion for you, and that's regarding training
non- abori gi nal peopl e about our culture. I, at

one tinme, had provided Aboriginal training nyself
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1 as a teacher. And will your trainers be asked to
2 train -- I'mgoing to take Ms. Col e as an exanpl e,
3 if you don't mnd, because you nade a statenent
4 the other day of, | don't know anything about the
5 Cree culture or not -- sonething along those
6 l'ines.
7 M5. COLE: | said | wasn't Cree.
8 MR. NEEPIN: Yes. So she cones froma

9 di fferent background, a totally different

10 background fromyourself and nyself. And I found
11 that it was easier for me to train sonebody |ike
12 Ms. Cole if | understood her background and her
13 way of thinking. WII your trainers be trained
14 that way, to think that way, to train people from
15 t he background that they come fronf

16 MR. BLAND: Well, first of all,

17 t hroughout the negotiation process, | think

18 Mani t oba Hydro and their enpl oyees really got to
19 learn a | ot about the Cree Nations and the

20 territory. Traditional know edge, western

21 sci ence, you know, that approach has been taken on
22 by the partners. And there is an acknow edgnent
23 on behalf of both parties, but just going through
24  these negotiations and everything, it has been

25 really hel pful for both sides. 1In terns of the
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1 contract that we are delivering, enploynment

2 retention, we have a cultural coordinator there,

3 we have a retention enploynent worker. And we are
4 going to be delivering cultural sensitivity

5 workshops to the nenbers, or the enpl oyees that

6 are comng to the Keeyask canp, including Manitoba
7 Hydro and its managers. And our staff there,

8 would say are relatively infornmed, you know, they
9 have different backgrounds in terns of education
10 and know edge in the cultural world as well. So |
11 t hi nk when our cultural coordinator is delivering

12  workshops about the traditional territory, it is
13 going to be really informative about who we are as
14  people, what our history is, what our background
15 is, howwe lived our lives, what aninmals, plants,

16 medi cines that we used in the territory. Those
17 are things that are going to be passed on to

18 enpl oyees that are comng to the work site.

19 And we want peopl e to understand that
20 these things that we are teaching and passing on
21 are inportant to us, and we want the territory to
22 be respected. W don't want people coming into
23 the territory and throw ng garbage around, you

24  know, just being disrespectful in general. So

25 when we teach this we want people to know t hat
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1 these things are inportant. W encourage themto

2 join us in cerenmobnies as well, so they al so

3 under stand what cerenonies nmean to us as

4  Aboriginal people and why we have them

5 In terns of training and working with
6 Mani t oba Hydro staff and contractors and

7 everything, | think we are heading in the right

8 direction, and we want people to know who we are

9 as Abori gi nal peopl e.

10 MR. NEPI NAK: Al right. Thank you.
11 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ms. Bradl ey?
12 M5. BRADLEY: GCkay. | have a few

13 guestions related to enpl oynent and contracting.
14  And these questions are comng fromthe

15 perspective of what nay be chall enges, and we are
16 interested in hearing about that. So I will start
17 with, is there an estimate of |abour that wll

18 come frominside and outside Mnitoba?

19 MS. KINLEY: That anal ysis was

20 undertaken as part of the broader econom c inpact
21 assessnment that was undertaken directly by

22 Mani t oba Hydro, and it was appended to the actual
23 Envi ronnental | npact Statenent, yes.

24 M5. BRADLEY: And can you refresh ny

25 menory, do you have percentages?
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1 M5. KINLEY: Appendix 3(c) to the

2 soci o-econom ¢ i npact assessnent included this

3 anal ysis. And for the econom c inpact on

4 Mani t oba, during the construction phase it was

5 2,460, | believe that's person years. Also in the
6 analysis was econom c inpact on the rest of Canada
7 during the construction phase, and that was 2,010
8 person years of direct enpl oynent.

9 M5. COLE: W shoul d probably point

10 out, because we know M. WIllianms |ikes math so

11 much, that those nunbers will look a little bit

12 different than what you see in the EIS. The

13 nunbers in the EI'S for person years of enpl oynment
14 are based on a construction person year of

15 enpl oynment, which on average is around 3,000 hours
16 of work a year. These nunbers which are standard
17 reporting nunbers across Canada, and what we will
18 use in the context of nmonitoring, are based on a
19 2,000 hour person year. So they are the sane

20 nunbers but these are based on a | ower hourly

21 person year, | guess.
22 M5. BRADLEY: Thank you.
23 Further, are there particular trades

24 or professions associated with the project where

25 it will be very difficult to neet the | abour
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1 supply within the BNA and Manitoba?

2 M5. COLE: So, based on our Wiskwatim
3 experience, we certainly did have sone chal |l enges
4 attracting in the area of skilled trades linked to
5 the turbine and the generator contracts and sone

6 of the electrical and mechanical contracts. So

7 areas where soneone woul d have skills that you

8 m ght only have buil ding generating stations that
9 m ght not exist anynore in Manitoba or that are

10 very, very specialized. |In those cases we did

11 have sone trouble finding workers fromw thin

12 Mani t oba.

13 M5. BRADLEY: Thank you. And | ooki ng
14 toward the future, given the timng of the project
15 and possible future projects, are there likely

16 conpeting projects or sectors in Manitoba and

17 Canada, across the county, that will be conpleting
18 with certain |abour trades and professions, so

19 that you will be in conpetition, and possible
20 negative inpact for Manitoba?
21 M5. COLE: This is definitely a
22 concern for Keeyask, and | think probably for many
23 in the construction industry across Canada,
24  particularly given the |evel of enploynent on the

25 oil sands, we definitely experienced that that for
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1 us has been a chall enge attracting workers,

2 because there are such high paying jobs and | ong

3 termjobs associated with that activity. So it is
4 certainly sonething on our radar screen and that

5 we are watching on a regular basis. And yes, we

6 do expect there will be sone chall enges given

7 ot her activity going on in the country. Probably
8 not a bad thing to have in the country.

9 M5S. BRADLEY: Thank you. | assune

10 that you wll be keeping an eye on that.

11 M5. COLE: | think we keep a very

12 cl ose eye on that, yes.

13 THE CHAIRMAN: In the past a | ot of

14  workers have cone from Newf oundl and, but Muskrat
15 Falls will be starting up fairly soon, so that

16 could be a conpetition, anopbng others.

17 | have a nunber of questions, and |

18 have noted in the past, when you bat clean up,

19 they are all over the place. So they may not nmake
20 any coherent, or sense on how they follow on

21 but -- will there be a permanent RCMP presence at
22 t he canp?

23 M5. COLE: At this point in tinme, no,
24 there will not be a permanent RCMP presence at the

25 canp. Although in the course of our conversations
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1 with the RCVMP, we have tal ked to t hem about

2 potential options for perhaps inproving response
3 time, and whether additional officers may be

4 needed in Gllam They have indicated to us that
5 at this tine they do not think that's necessary,

6 but there is ongoing conversations with them and
7 there will continue to be throughout the course of
8 t he Keeyask project.

9 THE CHAI RVAN:  So canp policing wll
10 be handl ed by private security?

11 M5. COLE: Yes, we do have on-site

12 security.

13 THE CHAI RVAN:.  Bounci ng around a

14 little bit. Beavers, if beavers becone a nui sance
15 with plugging up culverts or streans, will you

16 i nvol ve the local trapline holder, or will it be

17 as what was conmon practice way back in the ol den
18 days of just throwing a stick of dynamte in the
19 pond? | should add that was al so a popul ar way of
20 fishing way back in the ol den days, it was known
21 as a CIL lure.

22 M5. COLE: I|I'mpretty sure we won't be
23 dynam ting them

24 THE CHAI RVAN: | suspected not.

25 MS. COLE: No. And | do know t hat
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1 t hey are having conversations about trapping with

2 a local famly at trapline 15, which is right
3 there. |'mnot sure of the outcone of those

4 conversations, but | would inmagine that nost

5 likely they will be trapped.
6 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you
7 MR.  MacDONELL: There are guidelines

8 wthregard to, fromthe Department of Fisheries
9 and Cceans with regard to renovi ng beaver dans.
10 We will be follow ng those guidelines.

11 THE CHAI RMAN:  The trappi ng

12 conpensation program is it the sane program or

13 virtually the same programthat we heard about in

14 the Bipole Il presentations?

15 MR MacDONELL: No, it isn't. There
16 is a set policy for dealing with transm ssion

17 lines and trappers. The trapping agreenents that

18 wll be set out wwth the trappers here are

19 specific to the generating station, and so there
20 is not a specific formula, although they use sone
21 of the same criteria for devel oping those

22 agr eenents.

23 THE CHAI RVAN:  And who wi Il nanage

24 this, Manitoba Hydro or the Partnership or --

25 M5. COLE: Manitoba Hydro on behal f of
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1 t he Partnership.
2 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you
3 Fi shing, now | mssed this but our

4 consultant didn't, so did you say, M. MacDonell,
5 that fishing will be allowed at the canp by

6 workers?

7 MR.  MacDONELL: Fishing will be

8 allowed at the canp by workers in specific areas
9 that are safe to do so. There is a nunber of

10 measures in place through the access nmanagenent
11 pl an to di ssuade the workers from using boats,

12 ATVs, to access other areas. | think recognized,
13 t hough, that giving them an opportunity probably
14 to fish fromshore on Stephens Lake is a very | ow
15 i npact activity, it provides sone |eisure

16 activity, but would only be allowed in areas that
17 are safe to do so, away fromthe construction

18 site, and would be controlled, of course, by

19 Mani t oba Conservation and Water Stewardship

20 regul ations.

21 THE CHAI RVMAN:  That begs the obvi ous
22 guestion, what do they do with the fish if they
23 are living in the camp? WII the canp kitchen
24 cook it up for them or do they catch and rel ease,

25 or any ideas?
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1 MR,  MacDONELL: This is why we expect

2 there to be a very low inpact. There is no

3 opportunity for themto store the fish. W expect
4 that any recreational fishing that occurs on site
5 wll be alnpst 100 per cent catch and rel ease.

6 And based on our experience fromtalking to people
7 at Wiskwati mon site, that's generally what kind
8 of fishing goes on. It seens to be the trend in
9 recreational fishing overall now is towards catch
10 and rel ease. And we woul d expect that

11 particularly on site here, based on the fact that
12 there is nothing that they can do wth the fish.
13 THE CHAI RVAN.  Well, you can start a
14 canp fire and buy a cast iron frying pan. If it
15 is trout fromsone of the | ocal creeks, they are
16 pretty tasty.

17 Just a few questions about the

18 enpl oynment projections. You' ve given us

19 enpl oyment projections in two different formats
20 for this project. But basically the one, | think
21 it was at 4,218 or sonething person years. |'m
22 sure you did the sane type of projection for

23 Wiskwati m Have you conpared how accurate those
24  projections were? | nmean, if you estimated 3, 000

25 for Wiskwatim how cl ose to accurate was that?
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M5. COLE: W have gone back and

| ooked at those nunbers, and we actually did that
quite regularly throughout the course of Wiskwatim
construction just to see where we were at. And it
is areally interesting question, because if one

| ooked at the Wiskwatim EI'S and just conpared the
per cent ages, you would think we were way off,
because the EIS predicted 46 to 59 per cent
Abori gi nal enpl oynent, and what actually occurred
on site was around 33 per cent. But there is a
big but. One of the interesting things is that
the overall anmount of enploynent far exceeded EI S
predictions. So in the case of the EIS, we were
predi cting around 900 person years of enpl oynment
for northern Aboriginal individuals, and we ended
up with over 1,100 person years of enploynent. So
t he actual anount of enploynment that was

predicted -- that was predicted going into the
proj ect, so the anmount we thought we woul d need
was actual ly higher than what we were anticipating
going into Wiskwati m Again, another |earning for
us in terns of devel oping a new project after many
years of not devel oping projects. So while the
predi ctions on a percentage basis do not seem

off -- or do seemlike it wasn't well predicted,
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1 t he actual person years of enploynment were nuch

2 much greater, and the person years of northern

3 Abori gi nal enpl oynent and Abori gi nal enpl oynent

4 were actually higher than what was predicted in

5 the EI S

6 THE CHAI RMAN:  So how confident are

7 you in the 4,218 guesstimate, if you were way off
8 on Wiskwati nf

9 M5. COLE: | think we are pretty

10 confident in that. There were sone chall enges

11 experienced in both the general civil and road

12 contract. So in this case -- well, first of al
13 we have |learned from Wiskwatim so we have been
14 reqgularly refining our estimtes based on our

15 | earning at Wiskwatim which is a relatively

16 recent experience. And the Keeyask infrastructure
17 project is being developed in advance and in a bit
18 of a different way than we did the infrastructure
19 required for Wiskwatim So | think based on that
200 we are fairly confident that the person years of
21 enpl oynment are fairly accurately predicted for

22 Keeyask.

23 THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you.

24 Leapi ng around again, vehicles in

25 canp. Now, you've said that you are going to try
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1 tolimt the nunber of personal vehicles in canp.

2 Wuld it not be possible to conpletely ban then?

3 M5. COLE: | suppose we could ban

4 personal vehicles fromthe site, but it is our

5 hope, obviously, that we can attract a | ot of

6 local individuals and |ocal residents fromwthin
7 the area to work at the site. And | know that

8 personally for nyself, if | lived there, | would

9 be nore than happy to have the opportunity to

10 drive hone in the evening to see ny famly who

11 maybe |ive an hour away. So | guess you kind of
12 have to kind of bal ance.

13 The real issue with personal vehicles,
14 or | guess the concerns with personal vehicles

15 often link to a worker interaction concern and the
16 ability of people to leave the site. | think it
17 is our expectation that individuals who are not

18 fromthe area, the mgjority of themw | take

19 advantage of the free transportation to the site
20 that is provided through both flights, and nanaged
21 under the BNA, as well as the shuttle service to
22 and from Thonpson and G ||l am and sonme ot her

23 poi nt s.

24 So you still have to do that bal ancing

25 act, right?
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1 THE CHAI RMAN: Do you have any

2 guesstimates as to how many non-|ocal workers

3 m ght bring their own vehicl es?

4 M5. COLE: CGosh, | have no idea.

5 can tell you fromvisiting the Wiskwati msite that
6 there certainly were not, it wasn't |ike huge

7 parking lots of vehicles. It was quite contained.
8 The mpjority of the workers did take advantage of
9 the shuttle service which operated throughout the
10 course of construction.

11 THE CHAIRMAN:  And if 1'm not

12 m staken, that site is actually quite a bit closer
13 to Thonpson, isn't it?

14 M5. COLE: It is closer to Thonpson.
15 Not -- yeah about 45 minutes to get to the

16 Wiskwatimsite versus about an hour and a half

17 here. So, yeah.

18 THE CHAIRVAN:  Only an hour and a hal f
19 fromthis site to Thonpson? It took ne |onger

20 than that to get to Split Lake a couple of weeks

21 ago.
22 M5. COLE: Sorry, it is probably
23 closer to two and a half. |'mthinking about the

24 travel tine to GIllam

25 THE CHAI RMAN:  That sounds better.
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1 Commercial fishing, there is one

2 fishing Iicence on Stephens Lake, is that correct?
3 MR, MacDONELL: Yes.

4 THE CHAIRMAN:  And | think it is

5 either going to be given up, or bought out, or

6 ended, is that correct?

7 MR.  MacDONELL: The intention is to

8 buy it out.

9 THE CHAI RVMAN:  And t he Partnership

10 w !l be doing the buying?

11 MR MacDONELL: | believe it is

12 Mani t oba Hydro on behal f of the Partnership.

13 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay.

14 Now, we asked a question |ast week of

15 t he aquatic panel about the status of fish in

16 these lakes, that will be avail able under the

17 Adverse Effects Agreenents. And the answer at

18 that tinme was that, yes, they had been studied and
19 there is sufficient fish,

20 W Il rnonitoring, ongoing nonitoring be
21 conducted to ensure that the fish stocks in those
22 | akes continues to be good?

23 MR  MacDONELL: Yes, the intention is
24 also to have a fish harvest sustainability plan

25 for those | akes. As was mentioned | ast week, 13
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| akes have been studied in detail, and sustainable

yi el ds have been cal cul ated. There is still sone
work to be done before the fish harvest
sustainability plan is conpleted, but that is the
i ntention.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Now, | think at |east
one of those | akes, there is one or nore
commercial outfitters on the lake. [Is that
correct?

MR.  MacDONELL: Yes, there is one
| ake, | think you are probably referring to the
Waskai owaka Lake has one | odge on it.

THE CHAI RMAN:  And has that operator
been consul t ed?

MR.  MacDONELL: That operator has
been interviewed, and there is consideration for
that operation on the |ake, and TCN has taken that
into consideration and intends to put in place
sonme mtigation to -- with the intent to share
t hat | ake.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you.

| have two or three questions around
just the work week, and we did ask this question,
or ask some questions around it in an IR 0017.

In many other, if not nost other
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1 jurisdictions now, in renpote canps, m ning,

2 construction, it is a seven day week. And a

3 typical in out is, you know, 14 days in, seven, or
4 14 days out. Manitoba Hydro has, | think as |ong
5 as | know, always had the practice of taking

6 Sunday off, or at least partly off. There is

7 al ways a number of crews that work Sunday anyway.
8 Has Manit oba Hydro gi ven serious

9 consideration to a seven day week? | nean, in

10 sonme ways rather than giving workers who are from
11 away a day off in canp, you m ght give them an

12 additional day at hone with their famly?

13 M5. COLE: It certainly is not

14  sonething that we haven't thought about. And

15 typically the work schedul es, as we answered in
16 that IR are up to the contractors' discretion.

17 And the work schedule noted in the EIS is based on
18 provi sions in the Burntwood/ Nel son Agreenent, so
19 t hose exact working hours would need to be
20 finalized by the specific contractor and at their
21 discretion. And it often depends on workl oad and
22 timng and schedule. And | do know in the case of
23 Wiskwati m we did nove to seven days a week for
24  some of the contracts that were there.

25 So it really varies. And it is an
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interesting question, and we were chall enged to

answer that for that exact reason, that it is
really up to the contractors' discretion. Wthout
a contractor on site, we are not really sure which
direction they are going to head yet.

THE CHAI RVAN:  But in sone of these
ot her jurisdictions, the proponent, the owner of
the project says, this is what we want, we want
seven 10s, or seven 12s. | mean, there are other
benefits to the owner in that you don't -- you
probably don't need as many bedroons in the canp,
because people don't get to keep their bedroom |
don't know whether that will be the practice now,
but I know at Kettle and Long Spruce when you went
out for a week -- mnd you, in those days it took
90 or 60 days before you got out, but your room
stayed your roomon a seven day in, or 14 day in
and out, it is nore like a hotel room So you
have sone advantages there. You probably don't
need to have a | ounge or as much recreation,
because if they are working seven 10s, or seven
12s, nost of rest of the tinme they are sl eeping.
And you can al ways -- have you ever brought it up
with the Allied Hydro Council in negotiations as

to having seven 10s, seven 12s?
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M5. COLE: So, as | said, it is really

up to the contractors. You know, there may be
benefits. The thinking is that with the new
rotation | eaves, we have noved from 21 days on and
seven days off. It is likely that many
contractors wll nove to a seven day work week.
But it is sort of like the car thing, | guess, it
isalittle bit challenging and you have to sort
of think through that, because there are sone
benefits of in some of those contracts having the
day off in terns of retention and ot her neasures.

So, for instance, for York and Fox
Lake nmenbers, having a day off to go see your
famly or to do things with your famly is also
appreciated. So that is partly why, you know --
so there is value in having it left to the
contractor and having there be a little bit of
di scretion within the different contracts. But
t he expectation is that once we nove into the
general, given the 21 on and seven off, that many
of the contractors will nove to that type of
rotation that you are tal king about.

| was trying to find out if you have
to check out of your room because | know at

Wiskwati m you actually did keep your roomuntil
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1 the canp got so full that we had to do check in

2 and checks out to manage that rotation.

3 THE CHAI RMAN:  Now, with respect to

4 the lounge, or the bar, also long time practice

5 with Manitoba Hydro canps, how common is that

6 nowadays to have a |icensed | ounge in an isolated
7 construction canp or m ning canp?

8 M5. COLE: | think it is actually

9 quite common. And we found it worked very wel |,
10 and I will try and find ny nunbers in here

11 somewhere. |'msure | have them

12 In the case of Wiskwatim when we

13 first started undertaki ng Wiskwati m we were

14 building the initial infrastructure and there

15 wasn't a lounge at the site. So individuals were
16 permtted what woul d be considered a reasonabl e
17 anount of al cohol, because there wasn't a | ounge
18 to go to.

19 And the change in terns of |evel of
20 security calls and instances of violence at the
21 canp site, | can't speak to off the canp site, but
22 certainly within the canp site, the change as soon
23 as that |ounge was introduced, you had al cohol

24  banned at site and you had the ability, within a

25 | ounge environnent, to control hours. So the
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1 Il ounge is really only open from6:00 p.m to

2 11: 00 p.m, there is only a set nunber of drinks,
3 it creates somewhere where people can go relax in
4 a bit of a nore relaxed environnment, but the

5 ability to, | guess, drink to excess di sappears.

6 And it actually, the incidence -- it is a dramatic
7 difference. Like | think it is around 70 or 75

8 per cent difference in security calls once we

9 noved to the | ounge.

10 There we go -- 40 per cent change as
11 soon as we opened the canp | ounge.

12 THE CHAI RVAN: 40 per cent change in?
13 M5. COLE: So prior to the canp being
14  open, the percentage of canp occurrence reports

15 resulting in evictions, so that's how many tinmes
16 security had to intervene and it resulted in

17 eviction, prior to having the lounge it was 40 per
18 cent of those occurrences, and after the |ounge it
19 was -- after the |l ounge was operational it was

20 around 25 per cent, it was a noted change in terns
21 of the evictions.

22 THE CHAIRVAN:  WI I there be VLTs in
23 the lounge? | nean, there were always sone pretty
24 good poker ganmes going on in the canp, but VLTs

25 will liberate people of their noney a |lot nore
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1 qui ckly than the poker ganes.
2 M5. COLE: If we ook at the site
3 rules, | actually do think ganbling is banned and

4 there are no VLTS on site.

5 THE CHAIRVMAN: | will just take a half
6 m nute tinme out and nmake sure we canvassed all of
7 our questions.

8 Okay. | think we've covered all of

9 our questions, so that does it for this gang.

10 Thank you very much. And sone of you we wll see
11 agai n, some very shortly, and others at other

12 times over the next few weeks. Thank you.

13 W will take a brief tinme out,

14  probably five or ten mnutes, ten mnutes to

15 switch teans and then we will cone back

16 (Proceedi ngs recessed at 2:30 p.m and
17 reconvened at 2:42 p.m

18 THE CHAIRMAN: | amgetting a signa

19 they are ready to go, so we will reconvene.

20 Now i s there anybody up there that

21 didn't get sworn in at an earlier panel Victor and
22 Robert? GCkay. The back row we don't swear in

23 unl ess you are giving testinony. So Cathy, could
24 you --

25 M5. JOHNSON: State your names for the
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1 record.

2 MR. FLETT: Robert Flett, Tataskweyak
3 Cree nation.

4 MR. SPENCE: Victor Spence Tataskweyak
5 Cree Nation.

6 Robert Flett: Sworn

7 Vi ctor Spence: Sworn

8 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, and you may
9 proceed.

10 MR. BLAND: Hello. So, this is a KCN
11 panel, we are going to just introduce ourselves,
12 where we are fromand who we are.

13 And then CGeorge Neepin will begin his
14 presentation, followed by nyself, Ted Bl and, and
15 Vi ct or Spence.

16 THE CHAI RMAN:  You just introduced the
17 front table, could you just introduce the back

18 tabl e, please?

19 MR. BLAND:. Sure.

20 M5. AGGER. M nane is Leslie Agger,
21 ' man advi sor to Fox Lake.

22 M5. ANDERSON: Karen Anderson, Fox
23 Lake.

24 MR. NEEPIN. CGeorge Neepin, Fox Lake.

25 MR. SPENCE: Victor Spence, Split
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1 Lake, Tataskweyak.

2 MR. FLETT: Robert Flett, Tataskweyak
3 Cree Nation.

4 MR. BLAND: Ted Bl and, York Factory

5 First Nation.

6 And directly behind nme we have Jim

7 Thomas, who is a representative of Hilderman

8 Thomas Frank Cram and he works for York Factory
9 First Nation as a consultant.

10 MR. SPENCE: Behind ne | have Ron

11 Lowe, TCN CNP advisor. Ernie Hobbs, CNP advisor,
12 and Bill Kennedy CNP advi sor.

13 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. And go

14 ahead, M. Neepin?

15 MR. NEEPIN. Thank you, M. Chairmn.
16 Tansi. | would like to again extend ny greetings
17 to nmenbers of the C ean Environment Conm ssion,

18 el ders, participants and audi ence nenbers.

19 My nanme is George Neepin, I'ma

20 councillor for the Fox Lake Cree Nation, and | was
21 chi ef during nost of the Keeyask negotiations, and
22 | was al so chief when ny community voted in favour
23 of the Joint Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent.

24 Today I'mgoing to share with you how

25 we, as a conmunity, evaluated and wei ghed the
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1 potential costs and benefits of the Keeyask

2 project, the nethods and frameworks we used, and

3 the results of our evaluation, all of which are in
4 Fox Lake's environnmental evaluation report.

5 | consider it a privilege and a huge

6 responsibility that ny statenents to the C ean

7 Envi ronnent Conmi ssion are truthful and

8 effectively represent nmy Cree Nation and its

9 peopl e.
10 Just before | get into the body of ny
11 presentation, | would like to take this nonent to

12 make a few general coments. The process that we
13 as Fox Lake, and I'm sure the other Cree partners
14 woul d agree, find ourselves inis a foreign

15 process. While we understand this is a hearing,
16 we want to make clear that the devel opnent of our
17 envi ronnment eval uation report was a team and

18 community effort.

19 | do not presume to sit in front of

20 you and have all of the answers at ny inmedi ate
21 fingertips. Unlike the various other panels, we
22 are only permtted two witnesses, that being Karen
23 Ander son and nyself. W do have Leslie Agger,

24 | ead researcher, to assist us. It is a bit of, it

25 is a bit challenging and overwhel ming for just the
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1 three of us to speak on behalf of our entire team

2 Secondly, and nore inportantly, |

3 would like to re-enphasi ze the fact that our

4 presence here is a reflection of the two phased

5 approach that Vicky Cole and respected el der --

6 the two face approach that Vicky Col e described

7 earlier.

8 W have not shied away fromthe fact

9 that we do not always agree with the approach of
10 the regul atory gui delines, Manitoba Hydro, western
11 science and the academia. W are here to share

12 our know edge and experiences, and how we view t he
13 world, and how hydro devel opnent, despite its

14 tragic track record, will be an opportunity for

15 our comrunity.

16 Lastly, | would like to rem nd

17 everyone that our community is inclusive of all,
18 which not only includes our elders, resource

19 users, men, wonen, but those that will inherit the
20 consequences of our decisions, our youth.

21 W are proud of the nmethods we have

22 used to include our nenbers in our studies and

23 verify the results. Qur methods ensured that

24 nost, if not all, of Fox Lake people had an

25 opportunity to participate if they so choose. In
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1 fact, dozens of Fox Lake nenmbers were interviewed

2 multiple times during the course of our studies.

3 This was a tinme consunm ng but thorough process,

4 and it was necessary to ensure that our studies

5 were carried out responsibly and ethically and

6 according to Fox Lake's val ues.

7 As a community, and certainly as Cree
8 and ot her indigenous people, we have maintai ned

9 our own know edge systens since tine before living
10 menory. The systens are innovative, adaptive,

11 rel evant, and reflective of the values of our

12 ancestors. They are evolving and continuing to be
13 rel evant despite being chall enged by external

14 forces such as the arrival of Europeans, the

15 i nposition of residential schools and, of course,
16 hydr oel ectri c devel opnent.

17 So it was not with eagerness or

18 absence of thought that we chose to becone

19 partners in a major hydroelectric project. Rather
20 our pride in our history, culture and val ues nmakes
21 us cautious and apprehensive as we approach this
22 new phase in our history.
23 Qur environmental eval uation report
24 draws from a nunber of conmmunity based studies and

25 processes. These include Fox Lake's grievance




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

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

25

Page 2360
statenent, which is the foundati onal docunent that

|aid out the rationale for Fox Lake's inclusion in
t he Keeyask negoti ati ons.

An oral history project entitled
Ni nan, history of the Makeso Saki kan | nni nuwak
t hat highlights Fox Lake menbers individual and
famly stories and histories, and Aski
Keskent amowi n, traditional know edge, study that
docunents nenbers traditional |and use of Keeyask
study area in a series of ongoing workshops and
di scussions with Fox Lake, and the core
Kitayati suk, second harvesters group

Qur oral history and Aski
Keskent anmowi n studies in particul ar underwent
extensi ve conmunity engagenent and verification
processes using nethods such as interviews with
el ders, wonen and youth, nmap, biography and group
mappi ng sections, with land users, including with
wonen and yout h ground shooting inportant places
on the land, and waterscapes with el ders and
harvesters, and review ng and editing draft
reports with study participants, and produci ng
Cree syl labic reports.

For exanpl e, ground shooting was a

maj or component of our Aski Keskentanmow n studi es.
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Not only did elders and harvesters design and plan

this aspect of our research, but they also |ead
all field work. The role of our researchers was
to record what the elders and harvesters were
saying and prepare a report that was subsequently
reviewed and verified by them This verification
process too underwent significant comrunity input
to ensure that our as Aski Keskentanmow n reports
truly reflected the communities val ues and

per specti ves.

Qur researchers reviewed the draft
text word for word with the study participants who
then edited, renoved or added information as they
saw fit. This was done wth a Cree translator and
as a group to ensure that consensus was reached.

In addition, we utilized home visits,
casual conversations, or band neetings as a way to
gauge the satisfaction of the comunity in the
activities being undertaken.

| also think it is inmportant to point
out that our negotiations office is staffed 100
per cent by First Nation people of which
approximately 75 per cent are Fox Lake nenbers.
VWhile we utilized external support from various

advi sors, the activities were | ead by peopl e who
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Iive and understand the culture of an indi genous

2 conmmuni ty.

3 Qur environnental eval uation report

4 represents a decade's worth of work that was a

5 vital part of our community's eval uation of

6 Keeyask, which ultimately | ead to our decision --
7 which ultimately lead to their decision to support
8 the project.

9 As you read our report, it is clear

10 that the foundation on which it is based and

11 guided is the concept of mino-pimatisiwin. The

12 concept of m no-pimatisiwn is one shared by al

13 First Nations, and we all have our own

14 under standing of what it neans, but for us it

15 means the good life or living life well.

16 Qur el der Jessie Anderson expl ai ned

17 that the termcomes fromthe idea of bal ance, m no
18 puni ho, to bal ance yourself. This can nean

19 physi cal bal ance, bal ancing on a tight rope, or to
20 keep things even in balance. Living
21 m no-pi mati siwin, being alive, well is an active
22 and ongoi ng process. Living m no-pimtisiw n does
23 not nmean living a life devoid of challenges or
24 hardshi ps, but rather living a |ife where those

25 chal | enges and hardshi ps can be net and nanaged in
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1 a way that reflects and supports Cree neaning,

2 capacity, values and autonony, and |iving

3 authentically by follow ng I nninumuk val ues. It
4 requires caring for aski in ways that respect

5 those alive today and the generations who w ||

6 l[ive in the future, a care that calls for bal ance
7 in all things.

8 Rel ati onships with Aski are an

9 integral part of Fox Lake's culture, identity,

10 spirituality and history.

11 As summarized in our eval uation

12 report, our way of life was forever changed as a
13 result of hydro devel opnent. For nmany generations
14 we have lived, travelled, and derived our

15 I'ivelihoods and well-being fromthe Nel son River,
16 its tributaries, and surrounding | and base. It
17 has been one of major hi ghways connecting our

18 peopl e throughout the region. It facilitated a
19 vari ety of social and political relationships,

20 including trade, marriages and alliances between
21 Cree people and nations. This connection

22 continued throughout the European Cree fur trade
23 Treaty 5 negotiation and the subsequent creation
24 of reserves, railway expansion to Churchill, and

25 i nflux of hydro workers that eventually resulted




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2364
1 in the establishment of the Town of G Il am and dam
2 bui | di ng.
3 Qur ancient route of travel became

4 bl ocked and for the first tinme we were prevented
5 from reachi ng one anot her through traditional

6 means, which greatly inpacted the nature and

7 frequency of social gatherings, anmong ot her

8 things. The process of devel opnment included four
9 dans, Kel sey, Kettle, Long Spruce and Linestone,
10 two transm ssion projects, Bipoles | and Il, and
11 two converter stations, Radi sson and Henday.

12 Each of these projects affected nore
13 and nore of our homeland with the consequence that
14 the people of Fox Lake were separated fromtheir
15 | and, alienated fromtheir water, and forced to
16 refocus our activities in area |ess affected by
17 hydro devel opnent. W now have a generation of

18 young peopl e who grew up surrounded by hydro

19 devel opnment. And as one of our youth described, |
20 grew up hearing stories fromhim her grandfather,

21 about how our |ands used to be to, and just from

22 our elders in our community, | could never
23 understand them | get translated, just like al
24 of you get translated too. It was like a

25 fairytale, you know.
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1 The bal ance that we knew before hydro

2 devel opnment, a life of seasonal novenent on the

3 | and, the enjoynment of a rich range of food and

4 activities was essentially lost. Al though we

5 still do hunt, the berry patches are nostly gone.
6 There is no doubt that the '60s era of
7 dam bui Il ding has resulted in w despread

8 envi ronnment al danage, and was and continues to be
9 contrary to our worldview. And in particular to
10 the belief that the |land, aninmals and people

11 shoul d not be m streated.

12 It is our goal that through Keeyask,
13 unl i ke previous devel opnent, our people will be
14 i nforned, aware and prepared for hydro

15 devel opnment. We do not want to see the sane hunman

16 injury that we have experienced and are working to
17 heal .
18 W woul d be thoughtl ess and

19 di srespectful if we did not take the time to share
20 what our conmmunity has experienced with hydro

21 developnment. It is these experiences that we have
22 drawn upon to gui de how we proceed. W do not

23 just identify what Keeyask will mean for us,

24 rat her we take an overall |ook at our past

25 experiences with hydro devel opnment, our current




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2366
1 situation, and how we struggle to heal fromthe

2 experiences. And we | ook to the future and what

3 we need to do for our people to live well.

4 Qur report highlights the feelings of
5 power | essness, the inability to change what was

6 happening to themand to their world, and the fear
7 of the unknown yet to conme fromthe projects, and
8 the sadness in the |oss of control over our I|ives.
9 As Fox Lake el der Catherine Beardy

10 recalled in an interviewin 2004, | know the

11 di sastrous i npact of what Hydro has done. He has
12 destroyed so nuch | and here. W used to nake a
13 living fromthe land. Nora Wavey, an el der

14 interviewed in 2006, sinply stated, "W had a good
15 life long ago before Hydro. He wecked

16 everything."

17 The feelings of separation fromthe
18 | and, the challenges to live in balance, to |live
19 m no-pi mati siwin today run far deeper than a sense
20 of economic loss. The inability to live

21 m no-pi mati siwin has resulted in not only a

22 disconnect with ourselves and the |and, but

23 ourselves as an individual, famlies, and

24 comunity. Famlies find thenselves unable to

25 comuni cate with each other, unable to pass on
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important traditional and social teachings as our

| anguage is no | onger spoken by children and
grandchi | dren.

The influx of workers that we have
experienced over the many years of hydro
devel opment has al so transforned our conmunity.
W have had many single nother famlies that have
had to find neans of survival. This has inpacted
how we view fam |ies and kinship, particularly
when many of these young people struggle to form
their identities.

These types of |losses resulted in
fundanment al changes in how we now provi de for our
famlies, make a living with the |and, nove and
travel on the land to renew fam |y and ot her
rel ati onshi ps, teach our children and honour our
old people, live as a community, and how we form
sustai nabl e, trustworthy and respectful
relationships with governnents and conpani es, and
nost inportantly live enpowered |ives.

It is for these reasons that Fox Lake
understands fully the cumulative long terminpacts
of dam building, and that it did not enter into a
partnership agreement wth Manitoba Hydro [ightly.

Past experience and conmunity | ead eval uated
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studies and initiatives have nade Fox Lake fully

aware of the inpacts of hydroel ectric devel opnent,
as well as the nmeasures necessary to avoid, reduce
and conpensate for these inpacts.

Qur report sumarizes over a decade's
worth of careful analysis and includes sone of the
fol Il owi ng concl usi ons and reconmendati ons
regardi ng the inpacts of the Keeyask project,
which we will nonitoring through our conmunity
based nonitoring plan.

| ncreased access to traditional
resource use by construction and operati onal
workers will have negative inpacts on the
avai lability of those resources to our people,
which inpacts will be mtigated, at |least in part,
by neasures in the access managenent plan such as
restricting access to the north and south access
road during construction, and restricting use of
firearns by workers.

Decreased access to traditional Cree
foods due to decline in local plants, fish, fur
bearers and big gane as a result of the physical
i npacts of the construction and operation of the
Keeyask project, to be nmanaged at |east in part by

measures in the access managenent plan and
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1 mtigated by our resource users access program

2 And negative inpacts on sturgeon

3 popul ation and health as a result of |oss of

4 sturgeon spawni ng areas at Qull Rapids, to be

5 managed by proposed replacenent habitat and trap
6 and transport prograns.

7 And the scarring of the physica

8 | andscape, to be nmanaged at | east in part by

9 rehabilitation of borrow pits and ot her disturbed
10 areas according to our val ues.

11 Despite our devastating history with
12 hydr oel ectric devel opnent, Fox Lake is nowin a
13 uni que position to benefit fromthe Keeyask

14 project. We are not caught up in words such as
15 sel f-governnment or self-determ nation, as those
16 have a | ot of other neanings that academ cs and
17 politicians attach to them Rather what we are
18 caught up in is taking control over our lives, and
19 Fox Lake has and will use the opportunity

20 associated with partnership to devel op and

21 i npl enent a strategy to again live

22 m no- pi mati siw n, consistent with our own val ues,
23 responsibilities, and relationships to Aski.

24 It is a strategy that we hope w |

25 once again see nmenbers as healthy and prosperous
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people. The desire to take control of our future

was the key reason that so many nenbers decided to
support the project.

The traditional way in which we were
able to live mno-pimatisiwin is gone, and we need
to find a newway to live in balance, and in a way
that still respects our values for the |and, for
our children, famlies, comunity, and for
our sel ves, individual nenbers of these various
units of our being.

While we are not foolish enough to
bel i eve that one hydroel ectric project wll
provide that for us, we do view this as one of a
nunber of ways in which we can exercise contro
over our lives and restore bal ance.

W will take advantage of these new
tools that are before us. And while they wll
need to be refined and adjusted, they can assi st
in our plan.

For exanple, we are plainly aware of
the | oss of our |anguage which has occurred for
many reasons. As part of our strategy to again
live, to live mno-pimtisiwin, our Adverse
Ef fects Agreenent includes funding for a Cree

| anguage programto restitch the threads of
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1 comuni cation and | earni ng bet ween younger and

2 ol der peopl e.

3 The wel | ness prograns in our agreenent
4 wll also formof basis of our focus of healing

5 our community. Qur youth wilderness programw ||
6 help in bridging the gap between our resource

7 users and our youth, so that we can continue to

8 transfer and maintain the know edge that our

9 el ders and resource users possess.

10 W are fully aware that no one can do
11 this for us. Whiile external sources did cause

12 much damage and hurt to our comunity, it is up to
13 us to use and devel op these and ot her prograns to
14  provide our nmenbers with the neans to start

15 bal anci ng the residual harnms with opportunities.
16 The environnment and the land w |

17 continue to be an essential part of this bal ance,
18 and we will develop and inplenment a conmunity

19 based Aski Keskentanmowin nonitoring plan to be

20 fully funded by the Partnership. The comm tnent
21 has been nade to give our traditional know edge
22 equal weight, so that western science and the

23 envi ronnment al protection during Keeyask's

24 construction and operation, especially in cases

25 where Fox Lake know edge has predicted different
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1 results than those reported in the EIS.

2 | will have nore to say about

3 nonitoring when we conme to the noving forward

4 panel .

5 As we nove forward in our relationship
6 wth Manitoba Hydro, we are no doubt aware that

7 | essons have been | earned on both sides, and

8 respect for our respective interests and desires
9 have al so grown. Wile we do not expect to agree
10 on every aspect of this process, we are confident
11 t hat Mani toba Hydro has cone to have a better

12 under standi ng of us and who we are as a peopl e.
13 W, as a people, have also conme to understand our
14 strength and our ability to advocate for what we
15 feel would be nost respectful of Aski and

16 our sel ves.

17 We are confident, based upon our

18 experiences with the EI'S process, that Manitoba
19 Hydro wil|l satisfactorily respect, incorporate and
20 act upon Fox Lake Aski Keskentanmowi n in the

21 future.

22 For exanple, in 2011, Fox Lake's core
23 el der and harvester reiterated the need to have
24 nore direct input into the environnmental studies

25 carried out its the traditional resource use area
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1 for the Keeyask environnental assessnent. The

2 knowl edge of our people, both historical and

3 contenporary, was relevant and vital to the

4 assessnment. The core group expressed a desire to
5 work nore collaboratively with Manitoba Hydro

6 consul tants, and requested that these consultants
7 neet with themprior to, during, and after any

8 | ocal field work had taken place. This has now
9 becone practice.

10 Anot her exanpl e was the Partnership's
11 consi deration of the core group's reconmendati on
12 to rehabilitate the south side of the Keeyask dam
13 as wetland, to avoid it being permanently

14 dewatered, as is the case with the Linestone

15 Generating Station. Fox Lake and its Partner,

16 Mani t oba Hydro, are working to build a nore

17 col | aborative working relationship, although nuch
18 work is still to be done in this respect in order
19 for true partnership to be realized fully.

20 Fox Lake Cree Nation and the

21 Part nershi p both recognize that not all of the

22 measures will have the result they hope for. And
23 we also understand that there is still nuch work
24 to be done to neet the desires of all nenbers of

25 this Partnership. Therefore, we are pleased to
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1 see approaches such as adaptive managenent which

2 is utilized by the Partnership in devel oping the

3 Keeyask Generation Project. In addition, the

4 flexibility wwthin the Adverse Effects Agreenent,

5 which allows funding to be noved between

6 progranmm ng to nmeet community needs and

7 aspirations further exenplifies this adaptive

8 managenent approach.

9 The chal l enge for the Partnership is
10 to ensure that it realizes the opportunities that
11 are presented while simultaneously ensuring that
12 we care for and are responsible for Aski.

13 VWi | e our approach in our

14 envi ronment al eval uation report did not always

15 agree with the approach taken by western science,
16 nor did it always result in the sanme concl usions
17 about the extent of the inpacts of the Keeyask

18 project on the environnment and our people, we are
19 satisfied overall that the inpacts of the Keeyask
20 proj ect have been fully canvassed, if not fully
21 addressed in the response to EI'S guidelines, and
22 that the mtigating neasures proposed therein are
23 accept abl e.

24 W are also confortable that the

25 comm tment of the Partnership to meani ngful
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1 ongoi ng nonitoring of the actual inpacts,
2 i ncluding community specific Aski Keskent anow n
3 nonitoring will ensure that to the degree the

4 actual inpact may turn out to be different than

5 predicted, they will either be mtigated through

6 addi ti onal project neasures or conpensated through
7 mechani sms in our Adverse Effects Agreenent.

8 Egosi .

9 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you, M. Neepin

10 M. Bland, are you next?

11 MR. BLAND: Yes, | am
12 Thank you, George.
13 Hello, ny nanme is Ted Bland, |'mthe

14 negotiator for York Factory First Nation. As you
15 have heard, ny coll eague Martina Saunders has

16 returned to York Landing for the funeral of her
17 grandnot her. She hopes to join us in the days

18  ahead.

19 |"'m here to speak about York Factory's
20 process and approach to eval uating the Keeyask

21 project and York's involvenment in the preparation
22 and review of the Keeyask EIS.

23 | will also speak about

24 Ki peki skwayw nan, York Factory's report submtted

25 as part of the Keeyask environnental inpact
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statenent. In Cree Kipeki skwayw nan nmeans our

2 voices. This is our docunent here, | encourage
3 you to read it.

4 We are people with an oral tradition.
5 W did not traditionally wite about how we live
6 and learn, or how we share know edge and

7 experience our culture. W did not wite about

8 how we nmake decisions and act out our |ives.

9 Rat her we have | earned through observation and
10 stories told by our parents, grandparents and

11 comunity el ders.

12 In nost of the Keeyask Environnenta
13 | npact Statement, there is a great deal of

14 technical information and content witten by

15 western trained engi neers, biologists, social

16 scientists and consultants. So when we deci ded as
17 a co-proponent to put together a York Factory

18 report to include in the Keeyask EI'S, our team
19 | ooked for a way to tell the story about our

20 journey to this point in our history and to

21 expl ain how we feel about Keeyask.

22 We created a steering group of

23 comunity nenbers and future devel opnent staff to
24  guide the process, which invol ved workshops,

25 comunity neetings, and nmeetings of the steering
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commttee and future devel opnment teamto revi ew

2 and refine our docunent.

3 The nore we tal ked anongst our team

4 and with our comunity nenbers, we began to see

5 how t he community nmenbers' voices did not nmake for
6 atidy witten account. To honestly portray our

7 comunity nenbers' voices, we felt we would have
8 to mamintain the contradictions, fear, anger,

9 weariness and resignation of many of our nenbers.
10 But we al so heard voices of hope and optim sm

11 I n Ki peki skwaywi nan, we wanted to

12 describe the inpact of the Keeyask project and

13 partnership on whomwe are as a community and

14  people. This has not been an easy process to

15 wite about how our nenbers feel about the Keeyask
16 project and the partnership.

17 Ki peki skwaywi nan has becone an

18 i nportant docunent to our community. W encourage
19 you to read the entire docunment to understand our
20 hi story and experiences that |ead us to support

21 and becone a partner in the Keeyask project.

22 Today our el ders, nenbers, and

23 resource users are maintaining our traditional

24 knowl edge. One way it is expressed is through

25 Ki peki skwaywi nan. Thi s docunent does not
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represent all of our traditional know edge, but is
2 based on our tradition know edge, cultural val ues
3 and worl dvi ew.

4 However, our know edge is not just

5 information to be recorded and included in the

6 Environnental |npact Statement. As ny chief,

7 Loui sa Constant says, traditional know edge is in
8 our | anguage and our traditions, it is a way of

9 life, it is who we are as |nni nuwk, and who we
10 are is built on our identity as Cree people, on
11 our relationship to land, water and all creation.
12 Tradi ti onal know edge is fundanenta
13 to who we are as a people and a culture. CQur

14 traditional know edge is maintained by our elders
15 and passes fromgeneration to generation. It is
16 an ongoi ng process of |earning and applying

17 knowl edge and teachings. Because traditional

18 know edge lives within our way of life, the

19 process of engagi ng our community el ders, nenbers
20 and resource users is the nost inportant way our
21 traditional know edge, val ues and worl dvi ew enter
22 t he Keeyask Environnmental |npact Statenent. For
23 this reason, it is inportant that our comunity
24  representatives, elders, youth, resource users and

25 knowl edge hol ders continue to participate in the
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1 Keeyask project's next phases, including

2 construction, operation, environnental nonitoring
3 and adaptive managenent.

4 Since in the early planning process we
5 recogni zed the inportance of having neetings

6 bet ween our conmunity nenbers, Manitoba Hydro and
7 Mani t oba Hydro consultants, by sitting down

8 t oget her we have cone to understand sone

9 simlarities and differences in the way we see the
10 proj ect and how Manitoba Hydro sees the project.
11 As Cree people, we have our own way of know ng,

12 our own experts, and our own understanding of a
13 hi ghly conpl ex and i nterconnected worl d.

14 Many of our environnmental changes that
15 we have described in Kipeki skwaywi nan are ongoi ng.
16 They began with changes in the flow of water and
17 are passed al ong through fish, animals, birds,

18 shorelines and our conmmunity. Qur environnment is
19 conti nuously changi ng and adapting in response to
20 nore and nore devel opnents. Keeyask is the next
21 step in the ongoing hydroel ectric devel opment in
22 our territory. W have experienced cunul ative
23 changes caused by numerous past devel opnents, and
24  we know that Keeyask will add to nore damage than

25 is already caused.
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1 In our consultations and negoti ations

2 wi th Manitoba Hydro, we have been told that

3 Keeyask will have a very mnor, if any, effect on
4 Split Lake and the Aiken River. The studies

5 predi ct no flooding upstream of the outlet of

6 Cl ark Lake under open water conditions, and no

7 changes to the ice cover on Split Lake. They

8 predict no further degradation of water quality

9 near York Landing and only mnimal, if any,

10 effects on fish and ani mal s near our comunity.
11 Because of our experience with nore
12 than 55 years of hydro devel opnent, we continue to
13 be skeptical about the predictions of the

14 potential effects of the Keeyask project. To us
15 the water, the |l and, the people and the aninals
16 are highly, tightly interconnected, that we can
17 not confidently predict everything that wll

18 happen as Keeyask is built.

19 However, Manitoba Hydro has cone a
20 | ong way in acknow edging the uncertainty in
21 maki ng predictions. |n nany cases Manitoba Hydro

22 has come to understand our skepticism about the
23 predi cted effects of the Keeyask project. As many
24 of our menbers pointed out, we believe that the

25 effects of the project will go beyond predicted
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1 hydraul i c zone of influence and beyond t he study

2 area as defined in the Environnental |npact

3 St at enent .

4 The Keeyask EI'S acknow edges this. W
5 have agreed that we will nonitor the effects of

6 Keeyask to determ ne whether effects are different
7 than predicted. Wen we explained that every part
8 of nature is connected, we are referring to a web
9 of relationshi ps anongst people, between people
10 and the land, and anobngst various |iving,

11 non-living and spiritual beings. W include

12 ourselves in the web of relationships.

13 The changes that have taken place in
14 the water and the |land over the past 55 years have
15 also occurred in us, as individuals, famlies and
16 comunity. All of us have found oursel ves shaken
17 and gradual ly changing along with the | and.

18 Have we expl ai ned -- as we expl ai ned,
19 our teachers, our elders teach us that every part
20 of the land is living and has a spirit, even

21 rocks, places, ancestors have spirits that are

22 alive on the land. And we are tied to all of the
23 bei ngs around us. W have been taught to show

24 respect for every part of creation and to take

25 care of the land. The termohcinewin refers to
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1 our under standi ng that when peopl e harm Aski or

2 har m anot her being, they face consequences.

3 Si mpl y, ohcinewi n neans that we nust act

4 respectfully towards everything in life, otherw se
5 we will experience consequences such as di sease,

6 soci al di sorder, disappearance of animals, and bad
7 fortune. These consequences can cone back to our
8 children and others around us. Qur elders speak

9 about this and how they are expecting the

10 consequences of past actions.

11 W have been working with our partners
12 to devel op and nanage the projects in accordance
13 wth our Cree values and worldview. As a First

14 Nation and as a Partnership, we need to nake a

15 strong commtnent to stewardshi p and mai nt ai ni ng
16 our relationships with the land. CQur actions,

17 nonitoring and nmanagenment need to incorporate al
18 of the know edge that is available, both western
19 and traditional, and nmust be rooted in Cree

20 concepts of respectful relationships with the

21 land. It will not be enough to incorporate Cree
22 knowl edge into scientifically based managenent

23 progranms. W can not sit back and support

24  development in our |land w thout reconciling

25 ourselves with our actions. You must acknow edge
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1 and nonitor the changes to the |land and waters

2 while giving thanks for the gifts that come from
3 Muni t o.

4 From our perspective there will be

5 substanti al adverse environnental inpacts despite
6 good pl anni ng, research, design, assessnent,

7 mtigation and nonitoring.

8 Wth Manitoba Hydro and our Cree

9 partners, we have been involved in considering

10 mtigation neasures for a wide variety of inpacts
11 on the waters, lands, plants, animals, fish and
12 ourselves. But froma Cree perspective, it is

13 i nportant to acknow edge even the small est

14  environnental inpact, even if it has been

15 mtigated. As co-proponents we are responsible to
16 Aski Munito and the future generations for our

17 part in creating these environnental inpacts.

18 W have explained that our culture

19 focuses on respect, respect for ourselves, respect
20 for each other, and respect for Aski. W have

21 been taught that we were placed here by Munito to
22 care for Aski. Destruction is not a part of our
23 culture. W respect the concept of ohcinewin, so
24 it has been very inportant for our community to

25 consi der how to reconcil e oursel ves and our
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1 actions as partners in the Keeyask project.

2 Reconciliation with these effects nust be an

3 i nportant focus of Cree mtigation neasures. Sone
4 of our comunity nenbers will need to reconcile
5 t hensel ves on a personal |evel or through

6 community programm ng. But the Keeyask Partners
7 together will also need to denonstrate efforts to
8 cone toternms with the inevitable inpacts of the
9 proj ect on Aski.

10 We have di scussed how these Cree

11 princi pl es m ght be inplenented through

12 partnership cerenonies as well as environnental
13 protection prograns that will allow the el ders,
14 resource users and youth to engage as stewards or
15 keepers of the land. W want our partners to

16 respect and work with us continuously, reconcile
17 our role as partners as we heal and build

18 trustworthy rel ationships throughout the |ife of
19 t he Keeyask project. W especially want their

20 children, their children and all who followto
21 know t hat we have entered into this partnership
22 with these feelings, insisting on |long-term

23 ongoi ng conmmtnent to healing, reconciliation,

24 mut ual respect and sel f-determ nation.

25 Qur future generations are one of the
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1 mai n reasons we have deci ded to becone partners in

2 t he Keeyask project. W nust |ook to our future
3 generations, their involvenent in the Keeyask

4 project, and the different benefits and

5 opportunities that will becone available to them
6 as we nove forward in the Partnership.

7 I n Ki peki skwaywi nan we have descri bed
8 the socio-economc conditions in our comunity and
9 the threats to Cree culture. Elsewhere in the

10 overall Keeyask Environnental I|npact Statenent

11 there is information that illustrates sonme of the
12 i ssues our community faces, such as high

13 unenpl oynent rates, |ow educational attainnent,

14 low famly incone |evels, and public health issues
15 i ncl udi ng di abetes and tubercul osis.
16 G ven these conditions, our nenbers

17 chose to support chief and council signing the

18 JKDA to pursue the potential benefits for our

19 current and future generations, to sustain and

20 achi eve respect for our Cree culture, and to have
21 a voice in this partnership.

22 However, our decision to becone a

23 co- proponent was not easy and was filled with

24 m xed enotion. Despite the shaky past our

25 comunity has had with Manitoba Hydro and the
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1 hi ghly techni cal nature of negotiations, our

2 comunity voted in good faith and with the desire
3 to be at the table with the other partners in

4  securing benefits for our future generations.

5 W have observed sone of the good

6 signs over the last years that our partners are

7 maki ng an attenpt to i nprove our relationship and
8 mend past wounds. However, we believe that the

9 Keeyask Partnership still requires ongoing

10 attention and nurturing if it is to be sustained
11 and strengthened as the project noves through

12 licensing to inplenentation.

13 I n Ki peki skwaywi nan we have expl ai ned
14 how we cane to be in this position and how we feel
15 at this point in our conmunity history. W have
16 expl ained how t he Hudson Bay Conpany appeared in
17 our territory at the nouths of the Hayes and

18 Nel son Rivers on the Hudson Bay in the 17th

19 century, and how our ancestors becane an essenti al
20 part of the new fur econony. W also explained
21 how we were rel ocated, sent to residential

22 schools, suffered the effects of past hydro

23 projects, lost much of our |anguage and cul tural
24 practices, and struggled through the Keeyask

25 negoti ati ons.
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1 Qur community has been repeatedly

2 destabilized by traumas that have been inposed on
3 us fromthe outside. W have struggled to adapt

4 to the changes, one after another, and some of our
5 menbers are exhausted and believe that the Keeyask
6 wll be just another blow fromthe outside world.
7 At the sanme tinme, many of us see

8 ourselves as a strong Cree community, adaptive and
9 resilient, both physically and spiritually to

10 Aski. Qur nenbers still choose to live in York

11 Landi ng, and cone together for tradition dances,
12 youth canps, and feasts, and return to our

13 territory in York Factory as often as we can. W
14 respect the teachings of our ancestors and | ook

15 for ways to apply themin the nodern worl d.

16 During presentations by other panels
17 in the Keeyask EI'S, you have heard about our
18 i nvol venent in the Keeyask environnent al

19 assessnment and the preparation of the Keeyask EIS.
20  As | have already nentioned, we spent a great deal
21 of time and effort creating Kipeki skwayw nan. W
22 have al so participated in field studies and

23 research, many wor ki ng groups, conmttees and

24  wor kshops, and the review and comment on the EI' S

25 docunent s.
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1 York Factory has participated in

2 hundreds of neetings related to the Keeyask

3 envi ronnment al assessnment. W have participated in
4  over 600 such neetings and workshops since 2002.

5 There were hundreds of other neetings related to

6 the JKDA negotiations, training, enploynment and

7 busi ness opportunities.

8 We conpl eted our own conmunity studies
9 which exam ned the effects of past devel opnent and
10 potential effects of Keeyask. W had nmany, many
11 nmeeti ngs, workshops, and sharing circles with our
12 menbers, our elders, our adults, youth, nen and

13 wonen.

14 Al t hough our nenbers were faced with a
15 difficult decision to beconme a partner in Keeyask,
16 we voted and decided that we will not stand by and
17 wat ch anot her devel opnent project occur in our

18 and without trying to influence it. W have

19 chosen to becone a partner and have a voice in the
20 Keeyask environnental assessnment and the project's
21 governance and managenent .

22 Qur hope is that it will allowus to
23 take control of our destiny and find roles for our
24 menbers as contractors, workers, managers and

25 envi ronnent al st ewar ds.
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The Keeyask project is an inportant

step away from resignation towards
self-determnation. W believe that there are
encour agi ng signs in working together as partners,
but achieving the potential of the Keeyask project
will require a great deal of work, both in our
comunity and with our partners.

The Keeyask partners can together take
the responsibility of reconciling our part as
co- proponents in damagi ng Aski. W need to do
this as a partnership, not just as a single
community. W can build a sense of hope by
i npl enenting our values and traditional know edge
and mai ntaining our cultural, social,
envi ronnmental and econonic goals over the life of
the project.

The Keeyask project can continue to
i ncorporate our values and give equal inportance
to traditional know edge through neani ngf ul
participation by our community el ders,
representatives, youth, and resource users in the
envi ronnmental protection program Through that
process our Cree val ues, teachings and traditional
knowl edge will be incorporated and applied to the

construction and operation of Keeyask.
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Direct involvenment in follow up

nmoni toring and adaptive managenent is inportant to
us to continue to avoid, mtigate, and offset
adverse environnental effects for the life of the
proj ect.

Participation of conmunity el ders,
representatives, youth and resource users in the
environnmental stewardship activities will also
play an inportant role in strengthening
rel ati onships with our partners.

Qur First Nations and ot her Keeyask
Cree Nations have worked to incorporate our
wor | dvi ew, our values, traditional know edge and
| anguage into the Keeyask Environnmental | npact
Statenent. Wth few clear precedents, this
process has been a chal |l enge and | earning
experience for us all. As the Keeyask project
proceeds, we want to continue to work with our
partners building cross cultural understandi ng and
finding new ways to draw on the know edge of our
past and present generations.

Qur Cree language is very inportant to
us, even though it is used nuch less today than it
used to be. By continuing to use the Cree

| anguage in project docunments, by facilitating its
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1 use in neetings and encouraging its use during the

2 construction and operations of the key project, we
3 wll be helping to bring the Cree | anguage back to
4 its rightful place in our lives and in Canada's

5 mul ticultural environnent.

6 Qur experience and relationship with

7 Mani t oba Hydro goes back nore than 55 years. W

8 can not change the past and cannot ignore the

9 col l ective nmenory of our conmunity. However,

10 becom ng partners in the Keeyask project has

11 provi ded an opportunity to work together and build
12 a better relationship with our partners.

13 We are thankful for the opportunity to
14 speak with honesty about our history, our

15 worldview, our values, concerns, traditional

16 know edge, hopes, and expectations in

17 Ki peki skwaywi nan. However, we cannot sinply talk
18 and represent these values in words. The Keeyask
19 Part nershi p nust act according to our Cree val ues,
20 teachings and traditional know edge. For this

21 reason t he devel opnent and i npl enmentati on of the
22 environmental protection program and nonitoring

23 pl ans nust be nobst inportant to our conmunity.

24 The Keeyask Partnership will provide

25 | ong-term annual funding for environnental
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nonitoring and adaptive nanagenent. Just as there

have been working groups to prepare the EI'S, such
as aquatics working group, the mammal s wor ki ng
group, and the nmercury and human heal th wor ki ng
groups, there is a need for ongoing nonitoring and
managenent arrangenents with full participation by
all partners. W have started to discuss details
related to the function of the nonitoring advisory
commttee and Aboriginal traditional know edge
nmoni toring program These are intended to
function as nechanisnms to involve our comunity
menbers and apply our worl dvi ew val ues and
traditi onal know edge in ongoi ng nonitoring,
mtigation and adapti ve managenent of the Keeyask
project. W hope the nonitoring advisory
comm ttee and the environnental protection program
wi |l provide nechanisns to build understanding, to
i nprove communi cation, and to devel op a greater
appreciation for each other's know edge. These
are inportant steps in continuing to work
together, build trust and strengthen our
part ner shi p.

In conclusion, | want to read from an
opening letter in Kipekiskwayw nan.

"Qur nenbers have been observing
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1 experienci ng and di scussing the
2 effects the hydroel ectric devel opnent
3 since the 1950s. Wth the Keeyask
4 proj ect, however, we have becone a
5 co- proponent of the hydroelectric
6 project for the first time, and for
7 the first tine have the responsibility
8 of expl ai ning our perspectives on this
9 devel opnent in an environnental inpact
10 statenent. We have taken this
11 responsibility very seriously and have
12 witten Kipeki skwayw nan as an honest
13 account of our understandi ng and our
14 feelings about the Keeyask project,
15 our decision to beconme a partner in
16 Keeyask and our hopes, fears and
17 expectations for the future of the
18 Partnership."

19 Thank you for |istening. Egosi.

20 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, M. Bl and,
21 M. Spence?

22 MR SPENCE: Good afternoon to the
23 conmmi ssioners, participants, and to our partners,
24 Mani t oba Hydro, Fox Lake and York Landi ng.

25 My nanme is Victor Spence, | amthe
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1 future devel opment nmanager for Tataskweyak Cree

2 Nation. |'m speaking on behalf of our partnership

3 which includes Tataskweyak and War Lake First

4 Nat i on.

5 After over 15 years of direct

6 i nvol venent with Keeyask, and many nore years

7 wor ki ng on behal f of my conmunity, | wel conme the

8 opportunity to introduce to the Conm ssion --

9 again, I'msorry, M. Chairnman, but ny eyesight is
10 not the best and so I struggle to read. | welcone
11 t he opportunity to introduce to the Conm ssion the
12 Cree Nation Partners' environnmental evaluation of
13 Keeyask generation project.

14 Today we will present to you an

15 overvi ew of our report, including information
16  about our extensive community consultation

17 process, and the outcones it produced, by

18 provi di ng description of our Cree worl dview and
19 our vital relationships with Mother Earth, Aski.
20 We hope to provide an understandi ng of how we
21 experience the effects of hydroelectric

22 devel opmrent. We will also explain how our

23 assessnment lead to the conclusion that Keeyask
24 w !l provide opportunity to strengthen our

25 cultural identity and begin to restore harnony and
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1 bal ance in our homeland and in our |ives.
2 Before | asked M. Flett to do the
3 presentation, | just want to quote, read a quote

4 fromour Elder WIIiam Beardy.

5 "The | ands and the waters and the

6 resources have provided for us in the
7 past. These waters and their power

8 coul d once again help to provide for
9 our people.™

10 Il will ask M. Flett, Robert Flett,

11 one of our OAL staff, to do the presentation.

12 MR. FLETT: Thank you, M. Spence, for
13 the opportunity to present the Cree Nation

14 Partners' assessnment on the effects of the Keeyask
15 proj ect.

16 | would like to begin by providing an

17 overview of our report and a brief explanation on

18 the various factors which we considered in our

19 overal | assessnent of the project. W have a

20 slide presentation on the screen for you to follow
21 as |'mreading.

22 Qur environnental evaluation was based
23 on our holistic worldview and the ideas and

24  concerns of our nenbers. The Cree Nation Partners

25 desi gned and i npl enmented an inclusive and
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1 conprehensi ve process to engage our nenbers

2 regarding all of the aspects of this Keeyask

3 project. Through this process of engagenent, TCN
4 and War Lake drew upon the know edge base of our
5 menbers to provide our worldview, identify

6 environnment al issues, and explain to Manitoba

7 Hydro how we experienced effects of these issues,
8 and to design mtigation neasures to offset these
9 effects.

10 In this sense our Aborigina

11 traditional know edge, along with that of our

12 partner communities, played a key role in the

13 Keskent amowi n of Keeyask. When we refer to

14  Aboriginal traditional know edge, comonly known
15 as ATK, it is in relation to our worldview and our
16 under st andi ng of our honeland. To us ATK is a

17 knowl edge that respects our experiences, our

18 under st andi ng, wi sdom val ues and beli efs.

19 Tat askweyak/ War Lake ATK has devel oped
20 since living in our honeland since tine

21 imenorial. Qur ATK is found in holistic

22 under standi ng of the world, which is based on

23 sustaining vital relationships with Mdther Earth,
24  the spiritual, historical, educational, social,

25 and life sustaining relationships. In this sense
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1 ATK is our worldview -- sorry, in this sense ATK

2 and our worldview are conplenentary and are the

3 foundati on of our assessnent of the project.

4 In order to assess the predicted

5 ef fects of Keeyask, our worl dview required

6 consi deration of how we have been affected by past
7 hi storical events. The influence in these past

8 events, including the Hudson Bay railway, Indian
9 residential schools, the Natural Resources

10 Transfer Agreenment, the trapline system and nost
11 i mportantly by hydroel ectric devel opnent in the
12 Split Lake resource managenent area since 1957,
13 have contributed to a gradual |oss of control over
14  our future and our honel and.

15 W al so considered the positive

16 i nfluence of the various agreenents we have

17 negotiated with Canada, Manitoba and Manitoba

18 Hydro, beginning with the NFA in 1977, which have
19 hel ped us to reclaimsonme control of our future.
20 In addition, to considering the

21 effects of the significant historical events, our
22 eval uation has also provided the follow ng: A
23 description of our Cree worldview to provide

24  greater insight to non-Aboriginals and how we

25 experience the effects of hydro devel opnent; a
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1 description of our valued relationships with

2 Mot her Earth and all conponents of our own

3 eco-system and an expl anation of how the

4 predi cted effects of Keeyask cane to be descri bed
5 as effects on these relationships; a description
6 of Mdther Earth ecosystem nodeling, and

7 construction of a nodel of that ecosystem which

8 conbi nes our worldview with the scientific concept
9 of ecosystens; how we identified and eval uat ed

10 environnental inpact issues; how we re-interpreted
11 our environnmental issues as infringenents on our
12 ability to exercise our custons, practices and

13 traditions integral to our cultural identity; how
14 we participated and contributed to the

15 identification and mtigation of anticipated

16 adverse effects; how we influenced the Keeyask

17 project in a variety of inportant ways, including
18 the fundanental features of the project; a

19 description of the training, enploynment and

20 busi ness opportunities we have negotiated in the
21 Joi nt Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent; a description
22 of the benefits we have negotiated in the Adverse
23 Ef fects Agreenents; and a description of the

24 ancestral honel and ecosystem nodel, a nodel used

25 to illustrate our assessnent of the project.
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Al t hough not all of these topics wll

be discussed in detail in today's' presentation,
they are all contributing factors in our overal
assessnent of this project.

Next | would |ike to present an
overview of the consultation process CNP desi gned
to engage our nenbership in consideration of the
Keeyask project. During the negotiation on the
JKDA agreenent in principle, the Adverse Effects
Agreenents, and the EIP, we undertook an extensive
consul tation process with our nenbers which
provi ded many opportunities to understand and
contribute to all aspects of the Keeyask project.
This included participation in a variety of
commttees and sharing of information in neetings
t hrough the use of conmmuni cation nedi a.

The CNP created a variety of
commttees to help organize our participation in
this project. These include the council and
el ders OAL planning commttee. TCN fornmed this
commttee in 1998 to nmanage the initial
di scussi ons and negotiations with Hydro regarding
t he Keeyask project. It was for devel oping the
Mot her Earth ecosystem nodel, and for devel oping a

set of reference groups to devel op our negotiating
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position and consult with nmenbers on various

aspects of the project. It also appointed a
separate working group to design the overvi ew of
wat er and | and process, which is what we call OA.

The OAL conmittee, the overview of
water and |and conmttee, better known as OAL, was
designed to allow individual nenbers to cone to
their own concl usi ons about the potenti al
devel opnment of Keeyask.

Tat askweyak hired four staff in the
springs of '01, in 2001, to manage the OA
process. OA staff nmenbers were responsible for
supporting chief and council and the el ders OAL
pl anning comm ttee on the negotiating with Hydro,
keepi ng nmenbers fully infornmed, including by way
of our meetings, participating with environnental
experts in the process of identifying foreseeabl e
adverse effects, and participating in neetings
with Hydro to discuss mtigation and conpensation
measures, to manages the consi derabl e range of
i ssues related to Keeyask which required
consideration. CNP formed a nunber of reference
groups to discuss specific issues.

Eventual ly, the OAL staff evolved into

the ONL reference group and conti nued wor ki ng on
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1 ways to identify and mtigate antici pated adverse

2 effects, in addition to the OAL reference group

3 another -- and in order to address specific

4 subj ect matter, Tataskweyak and War Lake nenbers

5 created and participated in the follow ng

6 reference groups: The Keeyask Enpl oynent and

7 Trai ni ng Agency reference group, the Keeyask

8 external relations conmttee reference group, the
9 Keeyask internal relations commttee reference

10 group, and the business contracting and econom c
11 strategy reference group. W also held roundtable
12 meetings where all five reference groups woul d

13 meet and di scuss matters of conmon interest.

14 The foll ow ng were established as

15 bilateral or nmultilateral conmttees with Mnitoba
16 Hydro and our partner Cree Nations: Partners

17 regul atory licensing conmrttee was one co-chaired
18 by TCN and Manitoba Hydro. This commttee is

19 responsi bl e for governing of the Partnership's

20 environmental activities, especially as they

21 relate to the licensing of the project.

22 The coordinator's team \Wile the PRL
23 oversaw t he environnental assessnent, the

24 coordi nator's team managed the environnent al

25 studi es, including the environnental inpact




Volume 11 Keeyask Hearing November 6, 2013

Page 2402
1 statenent and the environnental protection plan.
2 Key issues working groups, beginning
3 in '07, a series of working groups were

4 established to address key issues and to access a
5 forumto discuss anongst the Keeyask Cree Nations
6 and Mani toba Hydro. |[Issues discussed included

7 Aboriginal traditional know edge, which is ATK,

8 and val ued environnental conponents.

9 Envi roment al studi es working groups;
10 Mani t oba Hydro established working groups with

11 each Keeyask Cree Nation to review issues of

12 i nportance to each community, including a review
13 of annual field plans for environnental studies.
14 The project description conmttee

15 identified ways to reduce, avoid, or prevent

16 Keeyask adverse effects by articulating the

17 fundanmental features of the projects.

18 The expert joint conmttee on adverse
19 effects; this joint CNP/Hydro conmittee was

20 established to review all information relating to
21 potenti al Keeyask adverse effects as determ ned
22 through the OAL process and the environnental

23 assessnment process, and identify, evaluate, and
24 recommend potential mtigation neasures. This

25 commttee was responsi ble for the devel opnent of
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1 our offsetting prograns, which is part of our

2 Adverse Effects Agreenent.

3 Consul ting our nmenbers, in addition to
4 commttees and reference group neetings, the

5 foll owi ng types of neetings were utilized to

6 consultant our menbers. GCeneral nenbership

7 neetings, these neetings were open to all CNP

8 menbers and provided an opportunity for al

9 menbers to discuss this project and to ask

10 guestions and to voice their issues and concerns

11 in an open forum
12 I nformati on and pl anni ng neeti ngs;
13 i nformati on and pl anni ng neetings provided an

14  opportunity to brief CNP | eadership and nenbers on
15 all aspects of the project and to plan for

16 negotiating neetings wi th Manitoba Hydro.

17 Negoti ati ng neetings; our negotiations
18 with Hydro were directly related to the agreenent

19 in principle, the EIP, the Joint Keeyask

20 Devel opnent Agreenment, and our respective Adverse

21 Ef f ects Agreenents.

22 W al so had sonme youth neetings, youth
23 nmeeti ngs provided an opportunity for CNP youth to

24 | earn and becone involved in Keeyask in the

25 proj ect.
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Consul tation nmeetings; neetings to the

ratification votes, these neetings were an open
forumfor community nmenbers to discuss all aspects
of the proposed Joint Keeyask Devel opnent
Agreenment and the Adverse Effects Agreenents,

| eading up to the ratification votes in each of
our conmunities.

To give an idea of the intensity of
our review of Keeyask, the follow ng nunber and
types of neetings were attended by CNP nenbers in
W nni peg, Thonpson, Split Lake, and War Lake
bet ween 2001 and 2009: 134 reference group
nmeetings, 1,455 information and pl anni ng neeti ngs,
456 negotiating neetings, 30 general nenbership
nmeetings, 7 youth neetings, and 15 consultation
nmeetings leading to a ratification vote.

CNP; we utilized a variety of
comuni cation nedia to keep our nenbers inforned
about the | atest devel opnents related to Keeyask.
These included interviews and questionnaires to
gather information regarding the predicted effects
of Keeyask from our el ders, resource users and
ot her menbers; community newspapers to share
information, including 33 editions of the

Tat askweyak Journal and nine of the War Lake
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Mooseocoot Tines; radi o prograns to announce

meetings on various aspects of the project; and
websites to share information regarding the
proj ect.

Some of the outcomes of our neetings,
our communities articulated our Cree worldvi ew,
You know, they thought about it, and their core
beliefs to make t hem understandabl e to outsiders.
They al so described their vital relationships with
Mot her Earth. These are the foundations of our
assessnment of the Keeyask project.

The Cree worl dview reflects our core
beliefs that have arisen through countl ess
generations of living as part of nother earth's
famly, as a starting point to understandi ng sone
exanpl es of our core beliefs will follow A nore
conpl ete description of our beliefs is contained
in our evaluation report.

Il will list some of our beliefs now
One is we are part of the natural world. Al
things are related. All things are at the sane
time spiritual and physical. W see the earth as
the nother that bears all things as her children.
We have a responsibility as caregivers for nother

earth. There is no separation between |living and
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1 non-living parts of the natural world. Spiritual,

2 physi cal and enotional relationships with |and and
3 water are the essence of our culture. CQur

4 spiritual, enotional and physical needs can only
5 be net when we live in harnmony with nother earth
6 Qur core beliefs can be expressed in terns of

7 rel ationships that are integral to our cultural

8 identity. As a people we are inseparable from our
9 rel ationships with nother earth, relationships

10 that are devel oped over thousands of years. Qur
11 relationship with nother earth on the basis of our
12 | anguage, history spirituality and our culture.

13 This is the foundation of our worldview and it is
14 key to our survival.

15 Qur relationship with nother earth can
16 be described as spiritual, enotional and physical.
17 There are many types of relationships that fal

18 within these broad categories, sonme of these

19 relationships include spiritual relationship with
20 nmot her earth, historical relationships with the
21 land, life sustaining relationships wth nother

22 earth, caregiver relationships, hunting, fishing,
23 gathering and travel rel ationships, and

24  educational relationships, physical, enotional

25 rel ati onships, social relationships within the
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1 comunity. W were sustained as a people in our

2 honel and for countl ess generations because we

3 mai nt ai ned sustainable relationships with nother

4 earth. W did not sinply use the bounty of nother
5 earth. Mdther earth provided for us, and in

6 return we practiced stewardship and showed

7 respect.

8 I n eval uati ng any new devel opnents

9 such as the Keeyask project and in determ ning the
10 resulting inmpacts, our holistic worldviewrequires
11 that all aspects of the project on our

12 rel ati onships with nother earth nust be

13 consi dered. Tataskweyak and War Lake use a nunber
14 of processes to identify the potential adverse

15 effects of the Keeyask project.

16 Through conmunity questionnaires and
17 extensive interviews with el ders, nenbers and

18 resource users, a list of over 60 issues was

19 created. CQur nenbers drew upon our |ong history
20 with hydroelectric devel opnent to identify these
21 issues. It was anticipated that the list of

22 i ssues would allow a negotiating teamto work with
23 Hydro and ot her KCN bands to address potenti al

24 proj ect inpacts through changes in the project

25 design and sonme mtigation neasures and programns
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1 in the Adverse Effects Agreenments. Wth the major

2 anticipated issues identified, the OM reference
3 group worked on identifying mtigation and

4 offsetting prograns for our Adverse Effects

5 Agreenments. W cane to see the expected inpacts
6 of the projects as effects on our ability to

7 strengthen our Cree identity. That is effects on
8 our ability to nmaintain relationships wth nother
9 earth through our custons, practices and

10 traditions.

11 Project design was the first way in
12 which our environnmental issues were addressed.

13 Through the project description conmttee, the CNP
14 worked with Hydro to devel op the fundanent al

15 features of the project. It is inportant to note
16 that the follow ng features cannot be changed

17 wi t hout the consent of TCN. The north and south
18 access roads will be routed within specific

19 corridors to which we have agreed; the intake and
20 power house conpl ex spillway, main construction

21 canp will all be at |ocations shown in the project
22 description on the JKDA. The construction issues
23 on the project will require -- will not require
24  any changes to the Churchill River D version

25 Iicence, or the Lake Wnni peg Regul ati on Licence.
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1 And the operation of the generating station wll

2 not affect water levels on Split Lake during open
3 water conditions. The forebay will operate within
4 a one netre range, and will only be higher or

5 | oner than this range under specific special or

6 ener gency conditions.

7 To our know edge this is the first

8 time a major utility has worked with a First

9 Nation to define the fundanental features. And
10 has agreed that these features cannot be changed
11  w thout the consent of one of our First Nations.
12 The Cree Nation partners, Fox Lake,

13 York Factory and Hydro has al so worked together to
14 devel op other plans and prograns to address

15 specific issues; these include reservoir clearing,
16 and wat erways managenent. Reservoir depth charts
17 and travel routes, navigation and hazard marking,
18 reservoir water |evel information, safe |anding
19 sites, ice nonitoring and safe trails program
20 hi storical resources protection preservation, and
21 recl ai m ng di sturbed sites.
22 Additionally we and our partners
23 contributed to the follow ng features of the
24  project; |ow head design to reduce floodi ng and

25 change of the nanme from Gll to Keeyask. As you
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al | probably know now t hat Keeyask means Gull in

Cree.

Next the OM reference group and the
expert commttee on adverse effects worked on what
are appropriate replacenents, substitutions and
opportunities to offset unavoi dabl e Keeyask
adverse effects on our cultural identity. This
wor k served as the basis of negotiations for our
respective adverse effects agreenents.

The foll ow ng agreenents, which are
associated with the Keeyask project, are founded
in the principles and arrangenents under the NFA
agreenent, and the 1992 Northern Fl ood Agreenent
i npl ement ati on agreenent.

The Tat askweyak and War Lake adverse
effects agreenents, by defining our Cree worl dvi ew
and hel pi ng ot hers understand how we experience
environnmental effects and through our
reinterpretation of environnental issues as
effects on our ability to maintain our vital
rel ati onshi ps, we began the process of identifying
ways to reduce, mtigate or offset these effects.
By 2009, we had negoti ated separate adverse
effects agreenents for our communities. Wbrking

together with Hydro, we designed a set of
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of fsetting progranms which provided a variety of

opportunities to strengthen our relationships with
not her earth and our Cree identity. These
prograns include the access program which

provi des opportunities for famlies to hunt, fish
and trap in unaffected areas of our resource
managenent area. O her prograns include the Cree
| anguage program the traditional know edge youth
program In this sense we see Keeyask as
providing a significant opportunity to strengthen
our cultural identity.

In addition to the prograns we
negotiated in our Adverse Effects Agreenments, we
negoti ated a busi ness arrangenent wth Mnitoba
Hydro and our partner Cree Nations. The end
result, the Joint Keeyask Devel opnent Agreenent,
JKDA, defines the nature of our participation in
t he Keeyask project, including training,
enpl oyment and busi ness opportunities for our
menbers and busi nesses, and al so descri bes our
i nvest ment options.

Community ratification; in 2009,
foll owi ng nine years of formal consultation and
negoti ati ons regardi ng the Keeyask project, our

communi ties each held referenduns to determ ne
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1 whet her or not our nenmbers woul d aut hori ze our

2 respective chief and councils to ratify the JKD
3 and the Adverse Effects Agreenents. Tataskweyak
4 and War Lake nenbers voted in favour of our chief
5 and councils in signing these agreenents, and

6 approved our participation in this project.

7 Further information can be found about this

8 process in chapter 12 of our report.

9 In conclusion, | would like to

10 conclude this presentation by thanking you for
11 your time. It is nmy hope that this presentation
12 has provi ded greater insight into our unique

13 assessnment, and the effects of the Keeyask project
14 on us. Through an extensive and engagi ng

15 consul tation process and a referendumin each of
16 our comunities, the Cree Nation partners have
17 approved Keeyask. W have determ ned that the
18 benefits associated with the training and

19 enpl oyment and busi ness opportunities, when

20 conbined with the opportunities to exercise the
21 custons, practices and traditions which are

22 essential to our Cree identity are sufficient to
23 begin to restore harnony and bal ance to our hone
24 | ands and to our |ives.

25 Keeyask will be the fifth generating
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1 station on the Nelson River. W can no |onger

2 live off the lands and waters in the way we used
3 to. Wth this project we have a realistic hope

4 that Keeyask can help us strengthen our identity
5 and to inprove the social and econom ¢ hardshi ps
6 that we struggle with daily, while being

7 constructed and operated in an environnental |y

8 sust ai nabl e way, with appropriate mtigation and
9 nonitoring neasures to ensure ongoi ng respect of
10 t he environnent .

11 As our elder WIIliam Beardy once said,
12 whi ch Victor just quoted, the lands, the waters
13 and the resources have provided for us in the

14 past. We can't exercise our traditional pursuits
15 as in the past because the waters have changed.
16 Yet these waters and their power could once again
17 hel p to provide for our people. Thank you.

18 Egosi .

19 THE CHAI RMAN.  Thank you, M. Flett.
20 That concl udes the presentation.

21 MR. BLAND: Yes.

22 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you. W have

23  about 20 minutes left for some cross-exam nation.
24 On our rotating list the first up would be | guess

25 Mani t oba Metis Federation. Do you have any
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1 guestions. No? Consuners Association?

2 Ms. Craft.

3 Just note that we will have to

4 conclude at 4:30, at |east a couple of us on this

5 panel have comm tments this evening, so you have

6 about 20 m nutes today and we wll| carry on

7 t onmor r ow nor ni ng.

8 M5. CRAFT: Thank you, M. Chair.

9 will just get nmy materials organi zed here because
10 | don't have paper presentations for two of the
11 presentations, so | will be referring directly to
12 the environnental evaluation reports. Thank you
13 Comm ssi on nmenbers, and nmenbers of the panel for
14  your presentations, and welconme to the
15 participants and the others that are in attendance
16 today. M nane is Ainee Craft for the record.

17 "' m counsel to the Consuners Associ ation of

18 Canada, Manitoba Branch. | want to start, and we
19 are rem nded about traditional ways of doing

20 things, | want to start out by thanking the First
21 Nations for bringing their environmental

22 perspectives to the process, but also for com ng

23 to present as a panel today on your environnental
24 eval uation reports.

25 Just a precursor to some of the
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1 guestions that I'"mgoing to ask, | would like to

2 share that | thought your reports were thoughtful
3 and rich, and so were your presentations today,
4 and we could really hear the voices of those who
5 contributed to them and thank you for bringing

6 their perspectives forward.

7 So, I'mnot fromyour comunities, and
8 | was very much educated by your approach that's

9 in the witten materials and from your

10 presentations today. | would like to ask you sone

11 guestions on your approach and your eval uation of
12 the project itself. | would also like to say that
13 "' masking these questions in the spirit of

14  respectful inquiry on behalf of our client, CAC
15 Mani t oba. You have dealt with sone tough

16 questions. Sone of themthat you have referred to
17 today in your presentations, and those tough

18 guestions are addressed in your reports.

19 Hopefully mne aren't going to be quite as tough

20 as the ones you have had to deal wth over the

21 | ast years.
22 So let's divein. I'mquite
23 interested in the two track approach that we have

24 already heard a little bit about, and | think you

25 will agree with me that your environnental
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1 eval uation reports flow directly fromthis two

2 track approach. Now, M. Neepin, | amgoing to

3 ask you if you wouldn't mnd correcting for the

4 record, earlier you spoke of a two faced approach.
5 |"mgoing to say that that's probably just a slip
6 of the tongue, and what you neant was the two

7 track approach; is that correct?

8 MR. NEEPI N: Yes.
9 MS. CRAFT: Now t here were two
10 environnental evaluations -- two streans in this

11 two track approach, and these are the Cree Nation
12 eval uation reports and the regul atory

13 envi ronnment al assessnent process which we have

14 heard about fromthe previous panels. And would
15 it be fair to say, and this is a question for al
16 three, and |I'm speaking, when | say all three,

17 M. Neepin, M. Spence and M. Bland; would it be
18 fair to say that these are different in scope, in
19 nmet hod, in values and in concepts, is that

20 correct?

21 MR. NEEPIN:  Yes.

22 MR, BLAND: Yes, | agree.

23 MR. SPENCE: Yes.

24 M5. CRAFT: M. Bland | don't have a

25 copy of your presentation, and I was trying very
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1 hard to wite notes and |isten attentively to what
2 you were saying, but you did nention on a few
3 occasions in your comments about reconciliation
4 and reconciling, going forward, York Factory's
5 position; is that correct?
6 MR. BLAND: That's correct.
7 M5. CRAFT: | was wondering if you
8 could define for me what you nmean by
9 reconciliation? | think generally you will accept
10 that there is a legal definition to
11 reconciliation. |'massum ng that you have
12 sonmet hing particular in mnd froma York Factory
13 per spective?
14 MR. BLAND: Froma traditional
15 knowl edge point of view, I would say it is for us
16 trying to heal our spirits from past inpacts from
17 t he project.
18 M5. CRAFT: Can you tell us alittle
19 bit about the nethodol ogy that you enploy for
20 that?
21 MR. BLAND: One of the things we do as
22  Aboriginal people is to share. There is no real,
23 | guess, practice like as in social work, it is
24  basically comng together in sharing circles. W
25 would have el ders, youth, adults cone together and
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1 tal k about experiences that we have had with the

2 project. And a lot of inpacts that comunity

3 menbers felt were difficult for them and as |

4 nmentioned earlier, a lot of nenbers shed tears

5 when they spoke of sone of the inpacts and how

6 they were affected or their famlies were

7 affected. So one of the ways that we do reconcile
8 this is to talk about the hardshi ps and tal k about
9 t he impacts and share anongst the circle, and then
10 people -- generally it kind of opens things up for
11 ot her people that are, you know, not so used to

12 sharing. But it starts a process of healing and
13 tal ki ng about the hardshi ps.

14 So when we began our process it was

15 right after the JKDA, and it was a difficult tine,
16 you know, there was a little bit of pressure to

17 finish and conpl ete the negotiations and nove

18 forward. So right after we conpleted the JKDA and
19 t he adverse effects agreenents that we signed, we
20 sat down, we got our conmunity nenbers together

21 and just started to talk about it. And early on
22 there was a lot of frustration, there was a | ot of
23 anger and hurt feelings, and that whol e process

24 was able to alleviate, | guess, stress or enotions

25 that were staying inside people's hearts. And
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1 t hrough that process, just letting it out, pouring

2 it out. It was really helpful. And being able to
3 tal k about the positive things, you know, it kind
4 of gives you a little bit of energy to inhale, it
5 feels good to breathe again, because you kind of

6 get stuck while you are sharing.

7 M5. CRAFT: M. Bland, are you aware
8 that the environnmental inpact statenent indicates
9 that the JKDA and the AEA are reflective of the
10 perspectives that are in the environnental

11 eval uation reports of the First Nations?

12 MR. BLAND: G ve ne one second here.
13 The JKDA | guess you woul d have to specify what

14  you nean. Like, the adverse effects agreenent, |
15 could agree with, but the JKDA, could you

16 el aborate on what you are saying?

17 M5. CRAFT: M question is actually
18 related to the timng of the process of the

19 creation of your environnental evaluation reports.
20 | just want to confirmthat what you are telling
21 me, and I'mgoing to try nmy pronunciati on,

22 ki peki skwaywi nan, was created and the process cane
23 after the signing of the JKDA and the AEA?

24 MR. BLAND: That's correct.

25 MS. CRAFT: Thank you. You are
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1 tal ki ng about a process of reconciliation, you

2 just described that quite extensively for us. Can
3 you tell us who was involved froma York Factory

4 perspective in this process?

5 MR. BLAND: Just nme. Just ki dding.

6 We actually had our elders, our youth, our

7 | eadership was there as well. A lot of the people
8 that felt the inpacts of the past project were

9 there. The youth participated as well. W had

10 reconciliation sharing circles in the schools. W
11 were able to bring in sone of the younger

12 generations to share traditional know edge about
13 i npacts, and for themto understand what was goi ng
14 on and for themto understand that what we are

15 doing today is going to involve themheavily in

16 the future.

17 MS. CRAFT: Thank you for that honest
18 answer. You gave ne hope that | had done such a
19 brilliant job of this cross-exam nation that | got
20 you, that you were the only one that participated.
21 | understand your sense of hunour now.
22 Wuld it the fair to say that the
23 process of reconciliation, and what you are
24  describing in terns of the creation, or the

25 process for the devel opnment of your environmnental
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1 eval uation report is a process, and that it is

2 necessarily ongoi ng?

3 MR. BLAND: Yeah, as | nentioned

4 earlier, we are |ooking at different things such
5 as nonitoring, you know, which is a different

6 panel , but we are | ooking at things such as

7 nonitoring and trying to include our younger

8 generations in understandi ng what these processes
9 are, and meking sure that they are prepared as we
10 noved forward.

11 M5. CRAFT: And directly in your

12 di scussions relating to the devel opnent of

13 ki peki skwayw nan, did you address how t hat

14  docunent will be used going forward in nonitoring
15 and the process as you've just described it?

16 MR. BLAND: The docunent?

17 M5. CRAFT: M question really is are
18 the comunity nenbers aware of how this docunent
19 and the concepts discussed will be used going

20 forward?

21 MR. BLAND: The community nenbers

22 created the document. |If you have a | ook through
23 t he docunent, we have a | ot of quotes and

24 feelings, as | expressed earlier, of pain and then

25 optimsmat the same tine. And everybody
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1 participated -- well, not everybody, you know what

2 | nmean, but there is a really big popul ation of

3 the community that cane out and participated in

4 the creation of this docunent. And noving forward
5 we hope to have this docunent becone a part of our
6 education system you know, using it as an

7 educational tool. [I'mnot quite sure what if

8 that's what you are looking for in ternms of your

9 answer .

10 M5. CRAFT: That's fine. This is for
11 all three again. Wuld you accept that ATK was

12 integrated into the environnental regul atory

13 process? And by that | nmean the EI'S or the series
14 of binders that you are all famliar with?

15 M5. ANDERSON: We will provide an

16 answer from Fox Lake, and it will be two parts.

17 M5. AGGER: So, Fox Lake had carried
18 out its own Aski Keskentanmow n study, and whenever
19 we saw there was rel evant Aski Keskentanmow n that
20 was added to the environnental -- particularly the
21 terrestrial and the aquatic sections of the

22 supporting volunmes, and | think you will note that
23 Fox Lake is referenced throughout those two --

24  particularly those two vol unes.

25 M5. CRAFT: So is that a yes or a no
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1 to integration of ATK?
2 M5. AGGER: It was integrated, yes.
3 MS. CRAFT: M. Spence?
4 MR. SPENCE: Earlier you spoke about

5 the two track approach, the ATK, the TCN al ong

6 wth War Lake did an evaluation on the project.

7 It was part of the EI'S subm ssion, and that if you
8 are looking for a yes or no directly to your

9 guestion, it was submtted jointly along with the
10 ot her docunents that was done through the western
11 science to neet the regul atory processes required

12 by the Province and the Federal governnent.

13 MR. BLAND: Yes, we participated as
14 wel | .
15 M5. CRAFT: And the reason |I'm asking

16 this question is because we have seen, we have al
17 seen the slides and we have seen it in the EI'S

18 docunent itself about this two track approach,

19 essentially two different streans that are not

20 colliding or neeting, and | accept that, that we
21 have two different environnental evaluations; one
22 in the environnental regulatory process and the
23 other is comng fromyour nations. |'m wonderi ng
24  specifically about Aboriginal traditional

25 knowl edge, and M. Flett, in your presentation
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t oday you di scussed that ATK and worl dvi ew are

integrated, are two inportant pillars of
under st andi ng who you are. And |'mjust wondering
how much of that ATK has been reflected, not in
your own docunents, but the docunents that were
prepared by the Partnership?

MR. FLETT: | can only speak on the
docunents that we have, that we have, and the
docunents that we spoke about today. The reason
why you don't see the two tracks neeting at some
point in the future is because this is an ongoi ng
process that's going to continue for the life of
the project. W will always have the ATK
integrated into our evaluations, and that is what
we are going to base our studies on. And the
western science part of that, that's the Manitoba
Hydro streamtrack. So that's what | have to say
about that.

M5. CRAFT: | have been | ooking
t hrough the materials, and this is not your
reports but in the EIS, and |I'mtrying to
reconcile nmy own mnd around how the two are
supporting each other or not, the environnental
regul atory and your environnental regulatory

processes. |'mlooking at the conmon principles
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1 regardi ng the inclusion of Aboriginal traditional

2 know edge in the Keeyask environnental assessnent.
3 And this is in chapter 2 of the EIS response to

4 guidelines. And this is for, I"mjust going to

5 repeat the title, it is the Common Principl es

6 Regardi ng the Inclusion of Aboriginal Traditional
7 Know edge in the Keeyask Environnmental Assessnent,
8 and I'm presum ng that neans both assessments; is
9 that fair? M. Bland?

10 MR. BLAND: Yes.

11 M5. CRAFT: And from Fox Lake, do you
12 have a response? M. Neepin or Ms. Anderson?

13 MR. NEEPIN. Can you clarify that,

14 that's basically the same question that you

15 asked -- what do you nean?

16 M5. CRAFT: |'mjust asking if you are

17 famliar with this --

18 MR. NEEPIN.  Yes.

19 M5. CRAFT: And M. Spence as well?

20 MR. SPENCE: Yes.

21 M5. CRAFT: And the first principle in

22 those conmmon principles is giving equal weight to
23 ATK and western science. Do you accept that? It
24 is in the docunent. |'msure you are famliar

25 withit. M question to you, and all three of
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1 then is are your environnmental evaluation reports

2 in your view the primary nmechani sm by which equa

3 weight was given to your ATK perspective?

4 MR. BLAND: Yes, | would say that, it
5 is our view

6 M5. CRAFT: M. Spence?

7 MR. SPENCE: Yes, | don't see any

8 other way for our nation to participate

9 meani ngfully on this project. W insisted on it.

10 MS. CRAFT: And for Fox Lake?
11 MR. NEEPI N: Yes.
12 M5. CRAFT: Now, M. Neepin, while |

13 have you near a m crophone, the Fox Lake

14 envi ronnment al eval uation report says that although
15 t he Keeyask EI'S i ncl udes Aski Keskentamow n, and |
16 apol ogi ze for the m spronunciation, in equal

17 wei ght to western science. |In practice this has
18 proved chal |l engi ng. Now today you have

19 indicated -- let nme refer back to ny notes -- that
20 equal wei ght has been given, especially in

21 relation to mtigation and especially when there
22 has been different results between western science
23 and the ATK perspectives. Has there been a shift
24 fromthe tine the environnental evaluation reports

25 were prepared to reflect the nature of your
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1 coment s today?

2 MR. NEEPIN. Maybe we will just give
3 you a bit nore description of our process and we
4 wll ask Leslie to do that.

5 M5. AGGER: Sure. 1In addition to the
6 evaluation or the evaluation report, Fox Lake did
7 its own traditional know edge study, and ground

8 truthing was a maj or conponent of that. W also
9 devel oped processes so that there was direct input
10 to and fromthe |ocal elders and resource users
11  with Manitoba Hydro, and those processes took a
12 long tine to establish. So in our view we have
13 been col l ecting and provi di ng Manitoba Hydro and
14 its consultants with Aski Keskentanmowi n for years.
15 THE CHAIRMAN: It is now 4:30, so |

16 think we will adjourn for the evening, and we w ||

17 reconvene -- One nore question directly rel ated?
18 Yes.

19 M5. CRAFT: M. Neepin, would it be
20 fair to say that the process is still chall enging

21 al t hough there is progress?

22 MR, NEEPI N.  Yes.
23 MS. CRAFT: Thank you.
24 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. Madam

25 secretary, you have docunents to register?
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1 M5. JOHNSON. Just one today. It is

2 KHLP nunber 50, which is this presentation on the

3 Cree Nation partners.

4 (EXH BI T KHLP50: Presentation of the
5 Cree Nation partners)
6 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you. So we are

7 adj ourned until 9:30 tonorrow norning.

8 (Adj ourned at 4:30 p.m)
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OFFI C AL EXAM NER S CERTI FI CATE

Cecelia Reid and Debra Kot, duly appointed

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

t he best of our skill and ability.

Cecelia Reid

Oficial Exam ner, Q B.

Debr a Kot

O ficial Exam ner Q B.
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