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1 TUESDAY, MAY 9, 2017,
2 UPON COVMENCI NG AT 9:30 A M
3 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Good norni ng everyone,
4 and wel cone to our second day of hearings into the
5 Mani t oba- M nnesota Transm ssion Project.
6 Bef ore we nove onto the next itemon
7 the agenda, it's ny understandi ng that Mnitoba
8 Hydro has sone follow up to questions from
9 yest er day.
10 M5. MAYOR. Good norning M. Chairnman,
11 t hank you.
12 The | ast question | believe that was
13 asked yesterday by M. Blacksmth was in relation
14 to agreenents between Manitoba Hydro and M nnesota
15 Power, and we wanted to -- that was left with us
16 to answer. So we wanted to advise that there is a
17 transmission to transm ssion interconnection
18 agreenent for the Dorsey to Iron Range
19 I nternati onal Power Line between Mnitoba Hydro
20 and M nnesota Power. It was filed in Manitoba
21 Hydro's application to the National Energy Board,
22 which was filed on Decenber 16, 2016. And it's
23 found as appendi x 26 -- pardon ne, appendix 24 to
24 that agreenent. So that is publicly avail able.
25 There are other agreenents that have been fil ed
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1 wth FERC, which is the Federal Energy Regul atory
2 Comm ssion, but those are only in relation to the
3 Geat Northern Transm ssion Line in M nnesot a.

4 But those can also be found on their website. So
5 we wanted to clarify that and answer that.

6 As well, during M. MII's

7 questioning, he had indicated that he wanted to

8 di scuss sone issues in relation to the width of

9 right-of-ways, as well as other U. S.

10 i nt erconnections, and the right-of-ways, tower

11 hei ghts and tower spaci ngs of those

12 i nterconnections. He didn't particularly ask any
13 guestions but he did indicate that those issues

14 would be raised with a |ater construction panel.
15 | have indicated this norning to

16 M. MIls and to Ms. Johnson that those questions
17 are appropriately for this panel. So before we

18 dism ss this panel, we wanted to indicate that to
19 M. MIls and afford himthe opportunity to
20 question this panel before it's dism ssed on those
21 specific itens. Thank you.
22 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. Thank you very
23 much. "Il start then with M. Blacksmth. Do
24 you have any followup to that response?
25 MR. BLACKSM TH: Coul d she give that
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i nformati on agai n?

THE CHAI RVAN:  Yes, | wonder if you
could repeat the information a second tinme? Sorry
about that. Thanks.

M5. MAYOR: Yes, there is an agreenent
in place, it's entitled the Transm ssion to
Transm ssi on | nterconnection Agreenent for the
Dorsey/lron Range International Power Line. It is
an agreenent between Manitoba Hydro and M nnesota
Power. It is filed with Manitoba Hydro's
application to the National Energy Board. That
was filed on Decenber 16th, 2016. It is on the
Nat i onal Energy Board website and is found as
appendi x 24 to Manitoba Hydro's filing.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thanks.

M. Blacksmth, does that answer your question?

MR. BLACKSM TH: Thank you

THE CHAIRVAN. M. MIls, any
followup to that issue of the right-of-ways? It
appears the correct place for that is from
yesterday's panel and, well, today's panel, as
opposed to a |later one.

MR. MLLS: Thank you, M. Chairnan.
"Il try and cooperate. This does take ne as a

bit of a surprise and I wasn't prepared for this,
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and | would have appreciated that. | wll attenpt

to hack through it, but if I mss points | will be
com ng back to it during construction, if that's
all right with you? | will attenpt to cover it
now, but what |I'msaying is, not having had any
advance notice or prep tine for this, if there are
points that | recognize that | have mssed, |'m
going to ask that | be able to bring those forward
in the future and not be cut off that this issue
has been cover ed.

THE CHAI RVAN: Let ne just take a
m nute here then to ask Hydro, will there be
anyone able to answer any questions that m ght
arise later on this issue? |Is that a possibility,
if there's advance notification?

M5. MAYOR. Well, certainly if the
construction panel isn't able to answer the
qguestions, and of course it wll depend on what
t he questions are, Manitoba Hydro can al ways
provi de the answers by way of undert aki ng.

THE CHAI RVMAN:.  Ckay, thanks.

MR MLLS: Geat. Then let's do it.

Good norning, M. Chairman, thank you
again. Good norning, panel. | may hop around a

bit, as | just indicated, | wasn't really prepared
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1 for this.
2 Dakota Plains is concerned for Mdther
3 Earth, and we've been asked to | ook at what you
4 are doing and how you are doing it. And we've
5 been asked to chal |l enge your process and technique
6 and see if there are any |less intrusive, |ess
7 significant approaches to this work. So we | ook
8 at your desire for an 80 and 100 netre
9 right-of-way. And |I'm neither an engi neer nor a
10 scientist, I'lIl use plain |language. W just don't
11 get it. W look at the fact that this 80 and 100
12 netre wide right-of-way will connect at the border
13 to, | believe, a 50 or 60 netre right-of-way,
14 i dentical construction, identical |oad, identical
15 current flow, identical use, probably close to
16 i dentical construction technique, certainly a
17 North Anerican standard safety style. Yet you
18 folks seemto need a 40 per cent greater cut
19 t hrough Manitoba than you' re connecting to.
20 We go on and | ook around. W | ook at the Labrador
21 Muskrat Dam project. W went |ooking for a |arger
22 nore significant |load, and we find | believe a 75
23 or 100 kVa line running through a simlar m xed
24 use that seens to be able to do this in the 33 per
25 cent less right-of-way width than you seemto
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1 require.
2 Then we look at Bipole Ill, all be it a DCIine,
3 and we acknowl edge that, but simlar |oad,
4 probably near identical tower structures. And
5 that work apparently is successfully proceedi ng
6 wth a 66 netre wide right-of-way.
7 Then we go to British Colunbia and we ask them
8 what their 500 kVa right-of-way typical width it
9 is, and they tell us it's 50 netres.
10 W | ook into Saskatchewan at kVa right- of -ways,
11  and we find 50 netres.
12 And | ask you, Manitoba Hydro has an existing 500
13 kVa connection to the United States. Wat is the
14 wdth of that right-of-way?
15 MR. SWATEK: Thank you very nuch for
16 your question, M. MIIs.
17 MR MLLS: It's a very sinple answer.
18 \What is the width of the existing?
19 MR. SWATEK: The width of the existing
20 right-of-way is 76.2 netres.
21 MR MLLS: | see. So | would
22 anticipate that there are great reasons that you
23 can provide us with why you need such a w dth.
24 But at a tinme when we have farners upset, we have
25 such angst surrounding the capital cost of
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1 Mani t oba Hydro projects, for so many reasons, the
2 environment, | understand that project cost is
3 probably off scope having been reviewed by PUB
4 but is it at all possible that this width is
5 really just too nmany engineers in the room
6 mul ti plying too many safety factors and arriving
7 at an arguably absurd conclusion that does not
8 respect the reality of constituencies north,
9 south, east and west of Manitoba?
10 MR. SWATEK: | can speak to the
11 right-of-way width for our existing 500 kV |line
12 and the proposed MMIP
13 The right-of-way width is governed by
14  the conductor blowout. W need to contain the
15 conductor within the right-of-way. The conductor
16 bl owout is determ ned by the span | ength and
17 conductor height, as well as conductor properties.
18 Now, the existing right-of-way is 76.2 netres
19 wi de. The proposed MMIP right-of-way will be four
20 metres nore. This additional width is to all ow
21 for a wder -- is to allowfor a wider crossarm
22 width within the tower. Here, just to give you
23  sone nunbers, the crossarmw dth for the existing
24 M602] is 13.4 netres. The crossarmw dth for MMIP
25 wll be 16.7 netres. The reason for the increase
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is to allow additional safe working cl earances

within the tower head. W do require to perform
live |line maintenance on these lines. Currently
on the existing M602l tower we are able to perform
live |ine maintenance on the two exterior phases.
These are the conductors that are suspended from
the ends of the crossarm But we are prohibited
fromperformng live line work within the tower
wi ndow. There is just not enough roomto perform
that work safely. So we have all owed additiona
width to performsafe live line work within the
tower wi ndow. And the additional four netres that
we have added translates directly to the
additional width of the right-of-way.

MR. MLLS: Thank you.

| understand what you said, but it
seens to nme that still the width is driven by your
decisions. And we have existing -- the existing
500 kVa line that you refer to, have you had any
live line or safety incidents, or have you had any
i ssues or concerns over the, | believe, over 40
years of its operation?

MR SWATEK: Yes.

MR. MLLS: You have?

MR SWATEK: We have had two live |ine
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1 accidents while performng live line work. Both

2 accidents occurred within the tower w ndow. One

3 was in 1997 and the other in 2002. Now, follow ng
4 those accidents, live line work was suspended

5 while we carried out exhaustive investigations.

6 W eventual ly went back to work, went back to

7 performng live line work on the exterior phases,
8 but it was determ ned we sinply do not have safe

9 cl earance to work safely within the tower w ndow.
10 And when |' m speaki ng about the tower
11 window, it's very convenient that we have this

12 slide on the screen. By the tower wi ndow, that's
13 well -- this is what | refer to by the tower

14 window. W can safely -- oh, okay. W are able
15 to safely performlive line work in this space

16 here but we cannot work in this space. So for the
17 new MMIP |ine, we have allowed additi onal

18 cl earance, additional safe working cl earance

19 Wi thin the tower w ndow.
20 MR. MLLS: Thank you. | understand
21 what you say, but | still have illogical issues
22 comng to ne.
23 First of all, if there have been
24 accidents, | pray that no one was hurt and | am
25 sincerely sorry to hear that. | noted that as
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Janmes gave us the fly-over, there's an area of the
proj ect where you're swapping an existing --
you're going to take this on to an existing
right-of-way for quite sone period of tine. Are
you going to be widening that right-of-way to

i nclude and allow for the concerns that you seem
to have that require this 80 or 100 netre w dth?

MR, SWATEK: W are using the existing
right-of-way --

MR, MLLS: Yes.

MR. SWATEK: -- in the R el/Vivian
corridor, and that right-of-way is w de enough to
accommodat e t hese concerns.

MR MLLS: | see. Do you have these
concerns for Bipole Il where you' re 500 kVa DC
but on a 66 netre w de right-of-way?

MR. SWATEK: The right-of-way does not
factor into the H/DC live line work. That work is
done fromthe tower to the conductors on the
suspended crossarns. W have not had -- we have
not had a live line accident on the HVDC |ine, but
of course as a result of our experience on 500 kV
AC, we have al so spent a lot of effort |ooking at
the safe work procedures for live Iine work on

HVDC.
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MR. MLLS: Thank you, David.

If it was a condition of the |icence
that you may ultimately receive for this project
that you re-examne the width of the right-of-way,
in light of what have ot her surrounding
constituencies seemto be able to do this work in,
woul d you ever see a possibility of Hydro finding
a crossarmwi dth or a safe operating procedure
that would allow the cut through Manitoba to be
reduced by 10 or 20 or 30 per cent?

MR SWATEK: | don't see that, no.

MR. MLLS: So what everyone el se does
at 50 and 60, Manitoba Hydro nust have 80 and 1007
That's your position?

MR. SWATEK: |I'mnot sure if that's
a -- is that a question?

MR MLLS: That's fine.

MR. SWATEK: Are you asking about the
G eat Northern Transm ssion Line in the U S ?

MR MLLS: Yes. You connect to, |
believe, a 56 netre right-of-way at the 49th
parall el .

MR. SWATEK: W connect to a 60 netre
right-of-way. 1In fact, it is -- the Geat

Northern Transm ssion Line, the right-of-way is 61
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1 nmetres wide within the right-of-way, and they

2 allow for 91.5 netres around their towers.

3 MR. MLLS: GCkay. Could you work to

4 that?

5 MR SWATEK: The 91.5 netres around

6 the towers is remarkably simlar. |In fact,

7 thought it was closer to -- it is very simlar to
8 the right-of-way w dths that we have. There were
9 di fferent design approaches taken. It is ny

10 understanding that for the Geat Northern

11 Transm ssion Line, they used a probabilistic

12 approach to the right-of-way w dth, which neans

13 they allow for the potential that they m ght be

14 violating criteria on the edge of the

15 right-of-way. And when that is found to be the

16 case, they would go back out and acquire nore

17 ri ght - of - way.

18 Mani t oba Hydro uses a nore robust

19 approach, where we go for what we consider to be
20 the right-of-way required, so that we avoid having
21 to go back out and take nore.
22 MR. MLLS: David, |I'mhearing you
23 telling nme that 80 and 100 is remarkably siml ar
24 to 60 and 807
25 MR. SWATEK: |'m saying that --
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1 MR MLLS: | would disagree.
2 MR. SWATEK: -- 91.5 is renmarkably
3 simlar to the 100 that we have around our guyed
4 towers. |It's certainly much nore than the nunbers
5 you began with.
6 MR. MLLS: You have two right-of -way
7 wi dt hs, 80 and 100. Wsat percentage of the line
8 is built to 80 and what percentage of the line is
9 built to 1007
10 MR. SWATEK: About 25 per cent of the
11  line would be built to 100.
12 MR. MLLS: You know, sir, with
13 respect, | hear your answers. W're just sinple
14 folk, but we don't understand how this can connect
15 to sonmething of a reasonably narrower
16 right-of-way. And it seens to us to speak to not
17 only the concern to Mother Earth, but the concern
18 for the cost of the project, and the concern for
19 t he physical scar left on the environnent. But |
20 have heard your answers and we can agree to
21 di sagr ee.
22 MR SWATEK: Well, | do have nore --
23 did say at the onset of ny response that the
24 right-of-way width is governed by the conductor
25 bl owout. I n Manitoba, we design for a maxi mum
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1 span length of 500 netres. This allows for the

2 m ni mum nunber of towers on the right-of-way. It
3 is my understanding that a shorter span length is
4 used on the Geat Northern Transm ssion Line

5 portion. This would result in | ess conductor

6 bl owout, but nore towers on the right-of-way.

7 MR. MLLS: Well, that's new

8 i nformati on, and you don't provide that decision

9 matrix in your EI'S anywhere. You give it to us as
10 a decision nade.

11 MR. SWATEK: The EIS refers to the

12 MMIP |ine in Manitoba.

13 MR. MLLS: Yes. And the EIS

14 i ndi cates that 80 and 100 are givens, and we have
15 always had the sense that 80 and 100 are vari abl es
16 that are arrived fromother matters. And |'d

17 suggest you have confirned that, and |I'm not here
18 to debate or get rhetorical with you, but fromthe
19 perspective of Mther Earth, we just want to be
20 clear that we think that there's work that could
21 be done to reduce the width of the right-of-way.
22 W're going to talk about work that could be done
23 to |l eave the right-of-way in a nore natural
24 vegetative state. | take it that that is for the
25 construction panel ?
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1 MR SWATEK: Yes, that is.
2 MR, MLLS: kay, great. Thank you
3 W had some other concerns, is this
4 the panel -- or was just right-of-way widths a
5 matter to be discussed here? | realize we have a
6 schedule and | wasn't expecting to consune this
7 tinme.
8 | guess all we can say then, David, is
9 t hank you for Hydro's opinion as to why you need a
10 | arger right-of-way wi dth than any ot her
11 constituency |I can find in Canada or the northern
12 United States to do this type of work. And if you
13 can find a 100 netre right-of-way on a 500 kVa
14 line through anal ogous | and cover, 1'd |love you to
15 tell ne about it, because we don't think it
16 exists. But I'll leave that to you, and I'll be
17 around, so if you find that right-of-way, let us
18 know.
19 Thank you, M. Chairman.
20 MR, SWATEK: Al right. And thank you
21 for your questions.
22 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you. Thank you
23 both.
24 From Mani t oba Hydro then, does that
25 conclude the additional information you wanted to
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1 present in followup to yesterday?
2 M5. S. JOHNSON: Yes, it does.
3 THE CHAI RMAN:  Ckay. Thank you. That
4 brings us then to part two of the Hydro
5 presentation engagenent, and I'Il turn it over to
6 you.
7 Are you ready to go? Go ahead.
8 M5. JOHNSON. Could you pl ease state
9 your nanes for the record?
10 MR. JOYAL: Trevor Joyal
11 M5. THOWPSON: Lindsay Thonpson.
12 MS. COUGHLI N:  Sarah Coughli n.
13 MS. ZEBROWSKI : Deirdre Zebrowski .
14  (Panel sworn or affirned)
15 MR. JOYAL: Good norni ng everybody.
16 Today we will be speaki ng about public engagenent
17 and the First Nation engagenent process. | am
18 Trevor Joyal with the |licensing and environnent al
19 assessnment group at Manitoba Hydro, and | wll be
20 focused on the public engagenent process. | am
21 sitting here with Ms. Lindsay Thonpson, Ms. Sarah
22 Coughlin and Ms. Deirdre Zebrowski, who will be
23  speaking on behalf of the First Nation and Metis
24 engagenent process.
25 So we have two processes that we
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1 undertake in the environnmental assessnment process,
2 focusing both on public and on First Nation and

3 Meti s.

4 Thr oughout the devel opnent of the

5 engagenent process, these guiding principles

6 listed here were always at the front of our m nds.
7 These principles allowed us to devel op a process

8 that built relationships and gathered information
9 to be incorporated into the project at various

10 stages. As outlined in section 3.2 and 3.3, we

11 ai med to devel op a process that considered

12 regul atory guidelines and industry standards. The
13 guiding principles listed here are reflective of
14 the Canadi an Environnental Assessnent Act

15 GQui del i nes and National Energy Board Electricity
16 Filing Manual. These principles are reflected

17 t hrough the various feedback and engagenent

18 mechani snms utilized throughout the process. W

19 aimto be responsive to concerns, respectful to
20 comuni ties, adaptive in our process and to
21 i ncl ude and make the process available to as many
22 peopl e as possi bl e.
23 The International Association of
24 Public Participation and the International
25 Associ ation of |npact Assessnent have devel oped
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best practices, core values of public
participation, and a code of ethics for engagenent
practitioners. These industry standards,
regul at ory docunents, best practices, and | essons
| earned from previous projects, lead to the

devel opnent of the ongoi ng engagenment process.

As |isted here, we devel op goals for
the process to drive the devel opnent and
utilization of different nechanisns for collecting
and sharing information. W aimto neet these
goal s by involving the public throughout the route
sel ection and environnental assessnent stages,
providing clear, tinmely and rel evant information
and responses, delivering an engagenent process
t hat was both adaptive and inclusive; informng
the public as to how their information and
f eedback was used and to document and report on
t he feedback we received.

The CEC report for the Bipole Il
Transm ssion Project outlined sone key concerns
and criticisns of the engagenment process, and we
aimto address these concerns in the devel opnment
of the process for this project and other projects
within Manitoba Hydro. As this transm ssion |ine

was potentially going to affect the farm ng
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1 comunity, engagenent activities aimto avoid
2 harvest and seeding tines. 1In addition, we
3 understood the difficulty in attendi ng venues,
4 t herefore, we added nore venues, added weekends
5 and added nore tinme to our events to acconmpdate
6 partici pant schedules. W ained to notify and
7 i nvol ve as many individuals as possible, early in
8 the process, by using broad notification and we
9 al ways had information readily accessi bl e.
10 W devel oped nunerous pieces of material in plain
11 | anguage that assisted in |earning not only about
12 the project, but the environnental assessnent and
13 regul atory process. W continue to maintain the
14 project information line and e-mail address, and
15 it wasn't viewed as a conplaint line but as a
16 means for interested individuals to speak with a
17 Mani t oba Hydro representative. W have worked
18 wth potentially affected | andowners one on one
19 t hroughout the preferred route phase and have
20 conti nued our ongoi ng engagenent process.
21 Tied to the CEC report, clause 8 was
22 part of the Environment Act |icence provided to
23 the Bipole Ill Transm ssion Project. This clause
24 was devel oped based on reconmendation 9.3 of the
25 CEC report for the same project. This
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recommendation required us to revisit and discuss
wi th landowners in agricultural areas where a half
mle alignment was not utilized. |1t was presented
through the hearing that the half mle alignnent
was the least intrusive alignment in agricultural
activities. W worked with | andowners anong seven
sites and our results showed that four of the
seven preferred the half mle alignnent, whereas
the other three preferred the towers to be of fset
inthe field. This denonstrated to us that
routing preferences within agricultural areas wl|
vary from | andowner to | andowner. And they wll
view potential inmpacts to their operations
differently.

W aimto devel op a process where we
could work with potentially affected | andowners
earlier in the process to understand each
| andowner and their |and hol ding. W continue to
| earn I essons fromthis process as well from other
Mani t oba Hydro projects, such as providing
participants with nore frequent notification,
provi ding nore online options to gather
information and to provide feedback.

The process devel oped contains

mul ti pl e rounds of engagenent closely tied to

Page 266
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1 m | estones within the route sel ection process.
2 "1l wal k you through each step from our
3 pr e- engagenent strategies through to our ongoing
4 engagenent process that's currently being
5 undert aken.
6 Beginning in July 2013, we prepared to
7 present alternative routes to the project and we
8 began by casting the net wide to the public and
9 st akehol der groups to initiate dial ogue about the
10 project. Over 100 groups from gover nment
11 agenci es, agricultural groups, recreation groups
12 and environnental groups were identified and
13 subsequently contacted. This stage ained to
14 understand the | evel of interest of each group
15 regarding the project and its conponents. A
16 letter, a subsequent phone call and a brief survey
17 assisted in devel oping a process for each group as
18 to how they wished to participate. At this stage
19 we also launched the project website, sent out
20 over 25,000 postcards in southeastern Mnitoba.
21 An e-mai|l sign-up option was provided and the
22 project e-mail and phone line were readily
23 avai | abl e.
24 From Cct ober 2013 to April 2014,
25 t housands of postcards and letters were sent out
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1 to individuals, to informthem of the potential

2 alternative routes and to describe the project in
3 nore detail. W began by identifying primary

4 concerns and preferences fromparticipants, and

5 began devel opi ng route nodifications to be

6 considered in our route evaluation process.

7  Through many di scussions, we |earned nore about

8 how participants wi shed to see the transm ssion

9 i ne devel oped and how they w shed to be notifi ed.
10 Feedback received froma stakehol der group | ead us
11 to begin working directly with a local outfitter
12 in the area. Many participants shared their

13 stories with us and we gai ned an appreciation of
14 various elenents on their | andscape and, in

15 particular, the inportance of the ability of

16 subdi vi di ng | andhol di ngs.

17 From April to August 2014, options

18 were narrowed and we saw nore | ocal involvenent of
19 those along the alternative routes and the
20 preferred border crossing. Throughout this round
21 we continued with broad notification and sent
22 t housands of letters, and we received the |argest
23 anount of feedback and saw t he hi ghest nunber of
24 participants at this time. W received over 400
25 conpl eted fornms and over 650 people signed in at

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 269
1 our public events.
2 The cl oser route options at this stage
3 assisted in getting to know | ocal conmmunity
4 menbers nore personally and assisted in creating
5 rel ationships. The feedback we received
6 t hroughout the process |ead to adjustnents in the
7 engagenent process as we continued into round
8 three and assisted in the devel opnment of various
9 mtigative segnments to address concerns raised by
10 | ocal | andowners.
11 During Cctober and Novenber of 2014,
12 there was a need to relocate the border crossing
13 | ocation due to concerns raised with the Piney
14 Pine Creek Airport. W worked closely with the RM
15 of Piney, and notified stakehol der groups and sent
16 letters to | andowners in the area under
17 consideration. These letters invited individuals
18 to attend an open house, or to contact us to
19 discuss this change. We net with the predom nant
20 | andowner and they outlined on site where their
21 future devel opment woul d be potentially devel oped.
22  This predom nant | andowner al so devel oped an
23 alternative option that was presented and renai ned
24 conpletely on their property. Through these
25 di scussions, the nodification devel oped was

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 270
1 accepted as part of the preferred route.
2 Subsequently in round three, a slight
3 adj ustmrent was made to the alignnent by the
4 primary | andowner to accept the transm ssion |line
5 on their property, to mnimze the potenti al
6 effects on their neighbour's smaller 40-acre
7 par cel .
8 From January 2015 to the filing of the
9 ElIS, we took the learnings fromround two and we
10 adjusted the PEP to include nore frequent e-nai
11 noti ces, nore one-on-one discussions through
12 | andowner information centres and neetings, and
13 the utilization of registered and express post
14 letters to ensure | andowner receipt.
15 For round three we utilized broad
16 notification to notify the route planning area
17 where the preferred route had been determ ned.
18 For this round we sent thousands of letters out to
19 | andowners who were potentially affected and to
20 those who had a netre within one mle of the
21 transm ssion line. These letters invited
22 | andowners to discuss their |andholdings in person
23 with us. To accommpdate schedules in the two
24 | arger communities, being LaBroquerie and
25 Ste. Anne, we held events over four days in each
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1 community. W al so added an additional hour to

2 our public events in the evening, and weekend

3 events to allow nore tine and options for

4 individuals to discuss the project with Mnitoba

5 Hydro. The feedback received assisted in the

6 devel opment of nunmerous mitigative segnents to

7 address the concerns of participants, such as the
8 use of Fire Guard 13.

9 So, what did we do with all this

10 information? As outlined in figure 3-2, our

11 process ainmed to identify interested individuals,
12 notify the best to our ability, engage with as

13 many people as we could, and to collect their

14 feedback. [1'Il walk you through each stage of the
15 process that was undertaken for each round of

16 engagenent .

17 The goal at this stage in any round

18 and at the onset is to identify who may have an

19 interest or potentially have a direct effect from
20 the project. Landowners from across sout heastern
21 Mani t oba were potentially affected and, therefore,
22 we identified themearly and different nmechani sns
23 were used to reach out. Goups identified
24 i ncluded a wi de range of interests on the
25 | andscape.
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1 In this pre-engagenent stage of the
2 project, interested parties were identified and
3 subsequently contacted, to understand their |evel
4 of interest. Sone indicated they had no interest.
5 QO hers wanted to participate in any event we were
6 to hold. Sonme noted other potential interest
7 groups, and others indicated they would like to
8 just be kept infornmed. G oups were able to inform
9 us whether they wi shed to have nore or |ess
10 i nvol venent as the project progressed, and were
11 able to provide us with insight as to who else in
12 the area may have an interest or be able to
13 di ssem nate information to their menbership.
14 For those we were unable to contact
15 t hroughout the process, we continued to keep them
16 informed as we noved forward and encouraged them
17 to beconme nore involved if they w shed.
18 We of fered vari ous engagenent
19 mechani snms for the public to share their concerns
20 and feedback with us. W held 39 open houses and
21 | andowner information centres and held numerous
22 nmeeti ngs. The engagenent mechanisnms aimto
23 provide participants with in person di scussions,
24 the ability for themto share information through
25 not only materials, but mapping, and to have their
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1 guestions answered. These nechani sns al |l owed us
2 to know nore about the | andowner and stakehol der
3 groups, to understand their values and what was
4 i nportant to them
5 The maps shown here shows the 39 open
6 houses and | andowner information centres that were
7 held in 15 different communities from sout hwest of
8 W nni peg, in Headingley, along the Riel to Vivian
9 corridor, in Anola and Dugald, down to the border
10 crossi ng near Piney.
11 Notification was key in informng the
12 public and potential interest groups of the
13 project. Utilizing broad notices early in the
14  process, as well as different formats, allowed us
15 to reach many individuals in southeastern
16 Mani t oba. Thousands of letters were sent out each
17 round, tens of thousands of postcards sent
18 throughout the process, over 13,000 e-mmils sent
19 t hrough e-mail canpaign that now notify over 775
20 i ndividuals who wish to be kept inforned of the
21 proj ect.
22 The PEP ained to provide participants
23 with multiple ways for Manitoba Hydro to coll ect
24 information. These nultiple nmethods were treated
25 and categorized in the sane manner to be
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Page 274
considered in various stages. The forns were

avai l abl e online, as a hard copy, or as an

el ectroni c subm ssion. The project e-mail address
and phone |line served as a valuable tool in

addr essi ng concerns and docunenting information
provi ded by individual s.

We devel oped a project business card
and provided it to each participant to public
events, to serve as a wallet size rem nder of the
website, e-mail address, and phone nunber to
contact us, as there's always a question that
cones to m nd once they have left the venue.

Once we received information and
f eedback, it was docunented and then was
categorized to assist and render the feedback
accessible for various team nenbers to utilize.

Cat egori zation -- and then the public
concerns database as outlined in section 3.4.7
began as indicating whether the coment was, say a
concern, sonething site specific, a preference, a
route nodification request. Following this
initial categorization, there were 22
subcat egories for feedback to be coded, and
i ncluded things such as wildlife, infrastructure

and services, public engagenent process, access
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1 concerns. This categorization allowed EA
2 specialists on the project, and the PEP team in
3 easily maneuvering through the data to address or
4 to consider the coments received through the
5 vari ous engagenent nechani sns.
6 Once categorized, information could be
7 sorted for use by team nenbers. This included the
8 envi ronment al assessnent information, such as
9 wldlife locations or cultural practices,
10 including routing considerations for nultiple
11 mtigative segnents to address | ocal concerns, or
12 all owed the PEP teamto consider positive and
13 negative conments of the process to adapt as we
14 noved forward.
15 Concerns and questions we heard that
16 we woul d consi der out of scope, such as concerns
17 with distribution, were provided to our |ocal
18 service centres or the appropriate departnments to
19 assist in getting responses or having action taken
20 for the | andowner.
21 In addition, tower placenent was
22 di scussed with | andowners throughout round three
23 of the process. The locations of tower preference
24 | ocations were provided to the design teamto
25 consi der when spawni ng each structure.
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1 I nformati on about their property, the contact

2 i nformation, access concerns or bio-security

3 i ssues were al so docunented and shared with | and

4 agents and will be shared with construction crews
5 as we progress through various stages of the

6 process. W aimto be responsive to questions

7 provi ded by the public, and categorize questions

8 found in coment sheets or |andowner forns.

9 Responses were sought fromthe appropriate

10 departnments or specialists in response, and

11 responses were sent by the preferred nmethod of the
12 participant, whether being by phone, e-nmail or by
13 letter.

14 In order to understand various aspects
15 of the project, over 60 informational pieces were
16 used. This included posters, newsletters, story
17 boards and handouts, and were also offered in

18 French if they were requested. The material ained
19 to be conprehensive and in plain |anguage to
20 assi st in the understanding of not just the
21 project, but of the routing, the environnental
22 assessnment, and the regul atory processes.
23 During round two the | evel of concern
24 was asked of participants on various aspects of
25 the environment. Fromthis we devel oped the
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1 val ued conponent handouts. These single sheet
2 handout s provi ded background of the inportance of
3 t he val ued conponent that we anticipated, what
4 concerns or inpacts may occur, and what potenti al
5 mtigation neasures could be put forward. These
6 were devel oped to help individual s understand the
7 term nol ogy and process of an environnental
8 assessnent, to assist in their review of the
9 Envi ronnental | npact Statenent.
10 Fol | owi ng subm ssion, a plain | anguage
11  summary of the EI'S was provided to | andowners and
12 pl aced on the website to assist in the navigation
13 of the EIS.
14 In addition, material was devel oped
15 directly fromthe concerns heard from
16 participants. A website called Safe Space, a
17 website that was providing us information
18 regardi ng el ectromagnetic fields, was w dely
19 shared with conmmunity nmenbers. W requested that
20 Exponent Inc. provide a review and a response,
21 t hat was subsequently provided to participants and
22 pl aced on the project website.
23 The project website continues to house
24 each piece of material, including regulatory
25 filings, to make the project accessible to any
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1 i ndi vidual at any tine. Updated geo-spati al
2 files, an interactive map viewer and plain
3 | anguage docunments were housed and will continue
4 to be housed in the docunent |ibrary of the
5 proj ect website.
6 We started our processes early to
7 under stand i ndi vi dual s and groups and have them
8 share their priorities and concerns. Each
9 i ndividual is different and everyone has their
10 story. W aimto build trust and devel op
11 personal i zed comuni cati on.
12 The process began in 2013 and wl |l
13 continue for years if the project is approved, and
14 we will continue to build these relationships as
15 we nove through the next stages of the project.
16 This process ains to build trust and under st andi ng
17 on both sides and how to best address the
18 potential effects of this project.
19 Thr oughout the engagenent process,
20 numer ous concerns cone forward and the process
21 ainms to be responsive, adaptive, tinely,
22 accommodating, and respectful. 1'd like to share
23 with you the exanple of Ridgeland Cenetery, where
24 a cultural practice of Provody (ph), the
25 cel ebration of those who have passed, is
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1 celebrated in the RMof Stuartburn. The community
2 rai sed concerns with the |ocation of the

3 transmssion line early in the process, and

4 believed the line was in too close a proximty to
5 the cenetery. The alignnent woul d have renoved

6 the treed boundary, and participants believed it

7 coul d change the way the cenetery was used for

8 this cultural practice. Manitoba Hydro was

9 invited to a nmeeting to present the project in

10 Sundown, Mani toba, where additional concerns were
11 heard and docunented. Additional neetings and

12 di scussions were held wth | andowners and the RM
13 council as the engagenent process progressed.

14 In response to this concern, we

15 devel oped a mtigative segnment to gain separation
16 fromthe cenetery. This segnent garnered nuch

17 di scussi on between other interests on the

18 | andscape, such as Loam Sand Lake, to a nodified
19 mtigative segnent that has becone part of the
20 final preferred route.
21 The separation was only one step. A
22 survey was undertaken outside of the cenetery and
23 it was determ ned there were no additional
24 burials. W worked with our tower design teamin
25 utilizing self-supporting structures in the area
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where guyed structures were to be used, to
mnimze the right-of-way clearing requirenents
around the site. To share this information with
the community, a handout wth site photographs and
the nodification was devel oped.

Due to the inportance of this site,
the site was flagged as a priority location for
the visual inpact assessnment. W continue to work
with the RM of Stuartburn regarding the process,
and our tinelines have indicated to themthat if
Mani t oba Hydro is nmade aware of activities being
undertaken on the site, Manitoba Hydro will not
undertake construction or repairs during these
times unless there is an i medi ate requirenent.

Routi ng feedback was asked for early
in the process, and we asked participants to
i mgi ne a project outside of Manitoba-M nnesot a.
If routing was in your control, what woul d be your
priorities? The feedback here is representative
of the concerns and preferences heard throughout
t he subsequent rounds of the public engagenent
process. Overarching preferences collected
t hrough our engagenent process included avoi ding
honmes in the urban areas, avoiding agricultural

| ands, and to parallel existing infrastructure
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1 where possible.
2 This did not nean that the other
3 considerations were not inmportant in understanding
4 the views of the public in relation to routing and
5 their personal priorities. For exanple, Ridgeland
6 Cenmetery was a significant concern to | ocal
7 resi dents, whereas separation from heritage and
8 cultural sites was not viewed as an inportant
9 criteria in conparison to others. The feedback we
10 recei ved t hrough nmechani sns such as this provided
11 us with overarching thenes with regarding
12 | andscape values. As the process progressed and
13 t he routes becone nore refined, individual sites
14 beconme the focus of the engagenent process.
15 Followng the filing of the EIS we
16 have conti nued to communi cate and engage with
17 | andowners and ot her interested parties. Manitoba
18 Hydro has assi gned each | andowner al ong the new
19 right-of-way a project liaison to be their
20 information hub for the project. Calls, e-mails
21 and di scussions have and will continue to occur
22 with these | andowners. The liaison role ains to
23 be a conduit directly to Manitoba Hydro to provide
24 information, to be accessible, and allows us to
25 share information with them whil e devel opi ng and
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1 strengthening rel ati onshi ps as we progress.

2 A data base of past forns and

3 subm ssions, as well as information collected is

4 being stored to continue sharing information with
5 internal staff. Landowner concerns such as the

6 best tine of day to call, the preferred nethod of
7 contact, the nethod in which to access their

8 property and so forth, is being docunented. As we
9 progress, we will continue to send out project

10 e-mail canpaigns, nonitor the project information
11 line and e-mai|l address. The process wll

12 continue to allow accessible, tinely and rel evant
13 information to be shared between both Manitoba

14 Hydro and interested groups.

15 Wth that | will pass it over to ny

16 col | eague, Sarah Coughlin, who will provide you

17 with an overview of First Nation and Metis

18 engagenent process.

19 M5. COUGHLIN:  Thank you, Trevor.
20 My nane is Sarah Coughlin and |I'mthe
21 senior environnental specialist in the |icensing
22 and environnmental assessnent departnent at
23 Mani t oba Hydro. And |I'm going to be presenting on
24 the First Nations and Metis engagenent process, an
25 overview of that process. Details of that process
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1 can be found in chapter 4 of the Environnental

2 Assessnent .

3 So I"'mgoing to first start with a

4 di scussion on term nol ogy. So Manitoba Hydro uses
5 specific term nol ogy when referring to First

6 Nations or Metis. So while it m ght have been

7 sinpler to use the term Aboriginal or Indigenous,
8 we have heard a preference fromsone of those

9 First Nations engaged in the project to use the

10 termFirst Nation, when describing or sharing

11 concerns of First Nations. And so we did that.

12 So the picture or the image you see on
13 the screen is a group of the ATKS managenent team
14 This is a group that includes Long Plain First

15 Nati on, Swan Lake First Nation and Bl ack R ver

16 First Nation. And sone of those preferences were
17 heard fromthat group.

18 So the First Nation and Metis

19 engagenent process is a phrase that's used to
20 descri be the comruni cation that took place between
21 Mani t oba Hydro and First Nations, Metis and
22  Aboriginal organizations from August of 2013 to
23 present. And that generally includes the neetings
24 or field tours or workshops or community events or
25 e-mails or phone calls that we had between that
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time and now.

So the First Nation and Metis
engagenent process began in August of 2013 and
w il extend to project operation, if approved.

So we al so used the term engagenent
and not consultation, as what we do is different
and separate fromthe Crown | ead consultation
process.

So before the First Nation and Metis
engagenent process was initiated, |essons from
past projects and rel ati onshi ps were consi der ed.
So simlar to what Trevor just described fromhis
| earnings of the Bipole Il and CEC hearing
report, the panel also comrented on
characteristics of an effective engagenent
process, describing themas: Providing
information that's conprehensive but not
overwhel m ng, offering a dependabl e and rational e
met hodol ogy, effectively summari zing technical
details, and fairly synthesizing information from
ot her sources such as ATK, involving stakehol ders
earlier rather than in a reactive way, being
inclusive of all views and communities, and
integrating different kinds of know edge rat her

than fragnmenting information into discipline
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1 defined silos, and having a process that achieves
2 goal s, and having clear norns of respect in al

3 interactions. So | hope this presentation

4 denonstrates how we worked to neet the advice

5 shared in this statenent.

6 So in addition to the goals that

7 Trevor shared about the public engagenent process,
8 the First Nation and Metis engagenent process had
9 their own specific goals. That was to continue to
10 buil d and strengthen working relationships with

11 First Nations and Metis in Manitoba, and provide
12 opportunities for First Nation and Metis to have
13 meani ngful input and contributions to the project.
14 So why have two processes with very

15 simlar goals? W wanted to be respectful of

16 participants, and we wanted to tailor processes to
17 nmeet their needs and their interests. And within
18 the First Nation and Metis engagenent process,

19 different comunities share different preferences,
20 so we tailored our approach within conmunities as
21 well.
22 So the First Nation and Metis
23 engagenent process al so included principles of
24 engagenent to hel p guide our process. So the
25 diversity of First Nations and Metis cultures and
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wor | dvi ews shoul d be understood and appreci at ed.
And Mani toba Hydro should work with First Nations
and Metis to better understand perspectives in
determ ni ng nutual approaches to address concerns
and build relationships. The First Nation and
Metis shoul d be provided opportunities to
comuni cate on an ongoi ng basis and early on in
t he process.

So this project is located within
Treaty 1 territory and the traditional territories
of the Anishinaabe, Cree and Dakota people, and is
Wi thin the honel and of the Metis nation. So the
project is located in an area of the province that
is of historical and current day interest to many
communi ti es and organi zati ons.

So Mani toba Hydro sought broad
i ncl usi ve engagenent. And al t hough we used these
defined criteria for when inviting comunities and
organi zations to participate, we also included
interest in the project as a criteria for
i nvol venent. So those we heard interest fromin
t he begi nning or throughout the process were
invited to partake in the process.

So this is a map of Sout hern Manit oba.

So based on these factors that you saw previously,
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1 Mani t oba Hydro included the follow ng First

2 Nati ons and Aboriginal organizations to the

3 process. So Black River -- | wonder if | should

4 point to thenf? Black River First Nation and

5 Brokenhead G i bway First Nation, and Buffal o Point
6 First Nation, and the Dakota people who were part
7 of the Dakota Pl ains Wahpeton and Dakota Ti pi

8 First Nations, Long Plain First Nation, Peguis

9 First Nation, Roseau River Anishinaabe First

10 Nat i on, and Sagkeeng First Nation, and Sandy Bay
11 g ibway First Nation, and Swan Lake First Nation
12 So as stated at the opening statenents
13 yesterday, it's inportant to recogni ze that many
14 of those engaged in the project conduct

15 traditional activities in territory that extends
16 wel | beyond the boundaries of their communities,
17 or even the area around their communities. So

18 al though sonme communities are hundreds of

19 kil ometres away fromthe project area, their
20 menbers have indicated use of the area and
21 hi storical inportance of the region to their
22 comunity.
23 So Mani toba Hydro al so wel coned
24 comuni ties who may not have initially been
25 i ncluded in the engagenent process, but |ater
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denonstrated interest or changed their m nds.
After hearing that there may have been interest in
the project through Swan Lake First Nation, we
i ncl uded bot h Shoal Lake nunber 40 First Nation,
and | skat ewazaagegan nunber 39 independent First
Nation, as well as the follow ng Abori gi nal
organi zati ons; Aboriginal Chanber of Comrerce, the
Assenbly of Manitoba Chiefs, the Dakota Qi bway
Tribal Council, and Southern Chiefs' Organization.

We al so recogni zed we're working in
the Treaty area, Treaty 1, and sone of those
i ncl uded were nenbers of or signatories to Treaty
1 and sonme were not signatory to Treaty 1. And
some who were invited were outside of the Treaty 1
boundaries, because of the understandi ng of
traditional use in the area.

Early in the engagenent process,
Mani t oba Hydro representatives asked how
comunities wanted to be engaged in the process,
and asked about any preferences that they may
have. So sone of the things we heard included
havi ng a | onger schedule or tineline for the
process. And this is different than what Trevor
heard in the public engagenent process, where

peopl e preferred a shorter schedul e.
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1 They preferred re-initiating early
2 engagenent steps after | eadership changes within
3 the comunity, working collaboratively, involving
4 yout h and el ders and resource users in the
5 process. They asked for nore interesting
6 presentations and nore field trips and events.
7 Yeah, guilty of that.

8 So sonme communities wanted to devel op
9 Aboriginal traditional know edge studies or |and
10 use and occupancy studies, or self-directed study

11 of their own design, and sone did not. So

12 Mani t oba Hydro offered First Nations and the MW
13 t he opportunity to conduct self-directed studies
14 by providing funding for that work, and that

15 includes Black R ver First Nation, Swan Lake First
16 Nation and Long Plain First Nation, who work

17 toget her and call thensel ves the ATKS managemnent
18 team Dakota Plains Wahpeton First Nation and

19 Dakota Tipi First Nation, Peguis First Nation,

20 Sagkeeng First Nation, and Roseau River

21  Ani shinaabe First Nation, and the MW, who we have
22 put a location on the Cty of Wnnipeg, but of

23 course we recognize that Metis people extend

24 across Mani toba and beyond.

25 So out of 11 First Nations initially
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1 participating in the project, Mnitoba Hydro
2 offered nine First Nations funding to hire
3 part-time community coordinators. For the other
4 two First Nations, Peguis and Roseau River
5 Ani shi naabe, community coordi nators were already
6 funded through public projects, so that work was
7 extended for this project. And Manitoba Hydro
8 al so funded a Manitoba Hydro |iaison officer
9 position at the MMF. So the MW and First Nations
10 that indicated an interest in undertaking a study
11 were invited to submt a proposal, and an ATK
12 proposal tenplate was devel oped and shared with
13 t hose who requested assistance with the
14 devel opnent of a proposal for a study. Many of
15 those involved didn't need that assistance but
16 sone did, and so we shared, if requested.
17 So I'll provide a quick overview for
18 the process. Details of this process can be found
19 on appendi x of the chapter. 1'mgoing to share
20 sone pictures, so the pictures on the right don't
21 necessarily exactly match up with the date in the
22 circle on the left. So although, as noted
23 earlier, comunities were not all on a simlar
24 tinmeline and not all steps | nentioned occurred
25 with all conmunities or organi zations. So for
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1 exanple, a contribution to develop a | and use and
2 occupancy study was not signed until January of

3 2016 with the MF. So, yeah, this is just a

4 snapshot of sone of the well over a hundred

5 nmeeti ngs we've had, or lunches or field tours.

6 So we began with pre-engagenent in the
7 summer of 2013, where we introduced the project

8 with | eadership and where we di scussed and asked

9 if there was any preferences. Through the fall of
10 2013 to 2016, we devel oped and signed contribution
11  agreenments for ATK and community coordi nators.

12 And fromfall of 2013 to April 2014, we partake in
13 round one and round two comunity neetings, and we
14 shared i nformation about the project and shared

15 i nformation about the routing process in

16 particular. And we continued to have tours and

17 nmeeti ngs and answer questions and ask questi ons.
18 January of 2015 was round three, and
19 we sought feedback on the preferred route. And in
20 Sept enber of 2015, the EIS was submtted with ATK,
21 provi ded by the ATKS managenent teamthat |
22 described earlier, a draft report from Peguis
23 First Nation, final report from Roseau River
24 Ani shi naabe First Nation, and part one of the
25 report from Sagkeeng First Nation.
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1 And then in January of 2016,

2 envi ronnment al protection planning neetings were

3 initiated and they continue to this day.

4 And then in Novenber of 2016, the

5 first conmunity nonitoring nmeeting was hel d, and

6 then late in March of 2017, a second neeting was

7  held.

8 So going back to that initia

9 statenent about wanting to |earn from past

10 projects and rel ationships, we wanted to provide
11 information that's conprehensi ve but not

12 overwhel mng. So we included sone of the handouts
13 that Trevor had included in his presentation. So
14 sumari es of valued conponents in the process. W
15 created a plain | anguage summary docunent of the
16 process, and we had Google Earth tours that were
17 much sinpler than the big video that you saw

18 yesterday, but just fly-overs of the route, trying
19 to be nore interesting.
20 W wanted to be inclusive of all views
21 and communities, and integrate different Kkinds of
22 know edge, rather than fragnenting information
23 into discipline specific silos.
24 So we did this through -- in the past,
25 | think the Bipole Ill EI'S had sonething |ike 67
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val ued conponents, and this assessnent had 12, and
they were a higher |evel value conponents. W
al so | ooked at higher level netrics that were nore
inline wwth the concerns that we heard fromthose
engaged with, and how feedback was consi der ed.

So the ATK reports provided by
communities prior to filing of the EI'S were
revi ewed by Manitoba Hydro and they infornmed the
Envi ronnental Assessment. And those that were
filed afterwards will informthe Environnental
Protection Plan. So in addition to those reports,
foll ow ng any di scussions with communities where
preferences were shared, or site specific
knowl edge enhanced val ue conponent under st andi ng,
or provided context to the EI'S, Mnitoba Hydro
shared this information wth the assessnent team
and feedback was received in a variety of formats
and manners.

So we |istened during neetings and
field tours and di scussions, and we asked
guestions. W |ooked at naps, we conducted
mappi ng together, and we | ooked at draft TK
reports as well as final TK reports. So each
chapter of the EIS notes the ATK study or other

reference it draws upon when it references that

Page 293
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1 i nformation, and nore detail on the specific
2 f eedback heard will be shared by discipline |eads
3 as they share their presentations.
4 Mani t oba Hydro al so provi ded
5 comunities with the summary of feedback prior to
6 filing the EI'S and asked if we had captured
7 concerns correctly.
8 So sone of the feedback heard; we
9 heard concerns about herbicide use, we heard
10 concerns about the ability to continue to access
11 Crown | ands to conduct rights based activities.
12 We heard a | ot of concern about plants. W heard
13 concerns about hunting and gathering, and wanti ng
14 to continue to conduct activities after the |ine
15 was constructed. W heard concerns about Mt her
16 Earth, much |ike you have heard earlier today and
17 yesterday. And we heard concerns about enpl oynment
18 and training, and jobs for the project, lots of
19 requests for enploynent for the project.
20 So having a process that achieves
21 goal s and having clear nornms of respect in all
22 interactions -- so, in summary, we believe we have
23 a process that continues to work to achi eve these
24 goals, that's ained at strengthening rel ationships
25 and providing opportunities for neaningful input.
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1 And this is a long path for nmany, and we recognize
2 the need to continue to work on relationship

3 bui | di ng.

4 So for the MMIP, we have asked First

5 Nati ons and the MW how and if they want to be

6 engaged in the project early, and asked how t hey

7 wanted to participate. W provided opportunities
8 for multiple re-entry points for those that

9 decided to participate |ater on, or those that

10 participated and then chose to not participate and
11 then wanted to participate again; we invited that.
12 We delivered a First Nation and Metis engagenent
13 process that was tailored and adaptive and

14 inclusive to respective First Nations and the MW
15 and Aborigi nal organizations, inforned

16 participants that shared concerns how their

17 f eedback influenced the project, and we designed a
18 pl an that continues engagenent activities

19 t hroughout the regulatory process, as well as into
20 construction and operation phases of the project,
21 i f approved. Thank you.
22 THE CHAI RVAN:  Does that concl ude
23 Mani t oba Hydro's presentation then? It does?
24 kay. Let's take 10 m nutes now before we start
25 t he questioning, rather than starting.
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1 | do have one announcenent to nmake.

2 There has been a formcreated for news and

3 i nformation about this project, not fromus but

4 l'"'mgoing to give you the hash tag. So it's

5  #CECWIP2017. I'll repeat that, I'lIl do it one

6 nore time #CECVMMIP2017. Al right. See you in

7 ten mnutes. That will be at 10 to 11:00. Thank
8 you.

9 ( PROCEEDI NGS RECESSED AT 10:41 A M

10 AND RECONVENED AT 10:56 A. M)

11 THE CHAI RVAN:  All right, we're ready
12 to go.

13 MR. JOYAL: M apol ogies for the smal
14 text, it was just neant to be a place holder. The
15 i ncorporation of feedback slide is found on 3-10
16 and it's figure 3.2. | do understand it is very
17 small, and | apologize for that, but it is

18 available in chapter 3 as figure 3-2. Thank you.
19 THE CHAIRVAN:  All right. Thank you
20 Al right. The order today for
21 guestioning starts at nunmber 2 on the list, and |
22 would i ke to remind all questioners that we stick
23 to the questions. There will be plenty of tine
24 for stating positions or taking positions on
25 i ssues during your own presentations and, of
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course, later in concluding statements. So with

t hat word of advice, the Southern Chiefs'
Organi zation and M. Beddome w Il be up first.
Thank you.

MR. BEDDOVE: Thank you very rmuch
M. Chair. |If | may just provide one comment, and
| don't know if it's possible for future planning,
perhaps we may be able to get a bigger screen for
sonme of the powerpoint presentations, just for
further to the coment of M. Joyal that at tines
sone of the presentations have been hard to read.
So thank you.

THE CHAI RMAN.  Ckay. We'll have sone
di scussion with the technical people on it.
Thanks.

MR. BEDDOVE: All right. Good
norning. | inmagine a lot of ny questions will be
directed to Ms. Coughlin, but also M. Joyal as
wel | .

| think, | suppose the first one --
once again, if other panelists wish to respond,
then 1'm happy to have themrespond -- but the
first one | think is fairly easy.

Wul d the panel agree, yes or no, that

i ndi genous comuni ti es have extensive know edge
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1 and expertise of the land. And would they accept

2 that?

3 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes.

4 MR. BEDDOVE: These questions are

5 going to be fairly easy, at least to start with.

6 And you were aware of the value of indigenous

7 know edge before the project began?

8 MS. COUGHLI N:  Yes.

9 MR. BEDDOVE: COkay. And you feel that
10 t he i ndi genous know edge you received fromthe key
11 person interviews, the community neetings, and the
12 self-directed studies, it added value to the
13 proj ect ?

14 M5. COUGHLIN: W didn't conduct any
15 key person interviews directly with First Nations
16 or Metis, that was done through consultants that
17 worked for the First Nations.

18 MR BEDDOMVE: Wi ch consul tants was
19 that done by?

20 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Excuse ne, | wonder if
21 | can interrupt for a nonent and ask the Hydro

22 panel if they can nove the mics a little closer to
23 them | know these mcs sonetines are difficult
24 with the papers in front of you to do that. Ckay,
25  thanks.

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 299
1 MR. BEDDOVE: Thank you, M. Chair
2 and if I amtoo |oud you can do the opposite.
3 M5. COUGHLIN: No, that's ny fault.
4 So key person interviews were
5 conducted by the comrunities thenselves. And sone
6 of themchose to hire consultants and sone didn't,
7 So. ..
8 MR. BEDDOMVE: And what woul d be the
9 approximate tine frame the key person interviews
10 woul d have been done?
11 M5. COUGHLIN: That coul d have been
12 done any tine fromwhen a contribution agreenent
13 was signed up to --
14 MR. BEDDOVE: (Ckay. So you don't
15 have -- |like even roughly, would that have been
16 2012, 2013, 2014, 20157
17 M5. COUGHLIN:  Well, between 2013 and
18 2016.
19 MR. BEDDOVE: 2013 and 20167
20 M5. COUGHLIN:. We have an IR on key
21 person interviews if you'd like me to go through
22 that. 1t's PFNO0O3. So Key person interviews or
23 KPI's were conducted with representatives
24 identified fromvarious organi zati ons, agencies
25 and st akehol ders, involved in agriculture,
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1 envi ronnment, recreation, business and industry and
2 resource use, health and energency services to

3 suppl ement secondary baseline information. The

4 records were kept for KPIs. And then I'll skip

5 down to line 10 here. So, no, Manitoba Hydro did
6 not conduct KPIs with First Nations or Metis

7 representatives.

8 "It's Manitoba Hydro's understandi ng

9 that the MW and First Nations

10 generally prefer to conduct interviews
11 with their nenbers directly, rather

12 t han have Manitoba Hydro staff conduct
13 interviews with their nenbers. So as
14 such, key person interviews undertaken
15 wi th nenbers of First Nations or the
16 MVWF wer e undertaken at the discretion
17 of the MW or First Nations through

18 self-directed studies."

19 And it continues.
20 MR. BEDDOVE: kay. Thank you for
21 that, and thank you for the reference to the IR
22 response.
23 So when did the engagenent process
24 start? 2012, 2013, that's when your team was
25 convened to start engagenent?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN:  The First Nation
2 engagenent process began in August of 2013.
3 MR. BEDDOVE: As part of the
4 engagenent team yesterday we heard that this at
5 | east has been conceptually planned since 2007,
6 but engagenent didn't start until 2012, 2013. Do
7 you feel there would be any val ue perhaps in being
8 able to, you know, you nentioned First Nation
9 comunities asked for a longer tineline, so do you
10 think there woul d be value in that engagenent
11 process in future projects starting at an even
12 earlier point?
13 M5. COUGHLIN: Shannon gave a really
14 good answer to that yesterday, so we can pull that
15 from yest erday.
16 MR. BEDDOVE: | was here yesterday.
17 |"mjust trying to renmenber Shannon's really good
18 answer. Perhaps you can paraphrase.
19 M5. THOWPSON: So we wanted to have
20 meani ngful information to share with the
21 communities, and back in 2007 we didn't have that
22 | evel of detail. W wanted to nake sure that our
23 process with communities provided key information.
24 In the past we have heard feedback from
25 comunities that they'd prefer not to share
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1 information that's too broad in scope until we

2 have an identified route on the map, routing

3 options.

4 MR. BEDDOVE: You al ready acknow edged
5 that there was a val ue of what you heard and what
6 the indigenous know edge added.

7 Now, at slide 48, and you don't need

8 to go to it, but you referenced a | ot of feedback
9 that you heard. So |I'mjust |ooking at what |

10 wote down for notes. Herbicide use and

11 harvesting of Crown lands. So |I'mgoing to go

12 t hrough them one by one. And ny question woul d

13 be, fromthat feedback, how was that feedback then
14 incorporated into the EIS? So on herbicide use

15 and harvesting on Crown | and, what changes were

16 made to the EI'S, or how was the EI'S changed to

17 reflect that?

18 M5. COUGHLIN: So, one of the things
19 we asked is if there were specific sites that
20 could be identified where gathering activities
21  occur. And that would create an area where we
22 would create a buffer around those sites, and
23 those sites woul d be protected from herbicide
24 application. And that would be included in the
25 Envi ronnental Protection Plan, and nore details on
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1 that particular process will be covered in the

2 envi ronnmental nonitoring and foll ow up

3 presentati on.

4 MR, BEDDOVE: Okay. |I'Il save further

5 guestions for them and you can w pe the sweat off

6 your forehead there.

7 What about access to the Crown | ands

8 and harvesting rights, et cetera?

9 M5. COUGHLIN: So access will continue
10 on the project once it's constructed, if approved.
11 And so there will be a short period of tinme during
12 construction where access will not be allowed, and
13 al so during naintenance activities. And that was
14 assessed in the traditional |and and resource use
15 chapter.

16 MR. BEDDOVE: And there was concerns
17 about plants. And | take it fromthe IR

18 responses, you're not wlling to relocate

19 traditional or nedicinal plants, despite that

20 bei ng a feedback that you heard?

21 M5. COUGHLIN: If we heard of specific
22 sites that were inportant, they would be

23 identified as an environmentally sensitive site.
24 We al so heard of plants that were quite common in
25 the area, so they would be available in areas in
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1 close proximty to the study area. But sites of

2 gathering inportance will be identified on the

3 right-of-way and coul d be considered an

4 environnental ly sensitive site.

5 MR. BEDDOVE: And they will be

6 identified through the environnental protection

7 pl an process?

8 M5. COUGHLIN: That's right.

9 MR. BEDDOVE: Okay. So that actually
10 just tweaks a side question, if | may just junp

11 off on that, which is: So is this engagenent

12 going to continue not only through the

13 construction of the project, but even beyond

14 through the entire life cycle of the project?

15 M5. COUGHLIN: W have indicated that
16 the First Nation and Metis engagenent process Wl
17 continue through to operation of the project.

18 MR. BEDDOVE: To operation, so to the
19 end of construction, but once it's operating,
20 you' re not going to continue engaging with First
21 Nat i ons?
22 M5. COUGHLIN: Manitoba Hydro is
23 always open to listening and hearing concerns from
24 communities involved in projects, and ot herw se.
25 MR BEDDOMVE: But there's no
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1 formal i zed process for that?
2 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah. It's the First
3 Nati ons and Metis engagenent process, so we do
4 anticipate continuing this project into operation.
5 MR. BEDDOVE: But, |I'msorry, nmaybe
6 m sheard you. Are you saying that your
7 understanding is the engagenent process was goi ng
8 to continue until the end of construction? And ny
9 guestion was, well, then if some concerns cone up
10 in operation, saying there's sone traditional
11 harvesting or sone plant concerns in an area
12 through the life cycle of the project, what woul d
13 be the process. And you indicated that concerns
14 could be raised, but it didn't sound |ike there
15 was a formalized process for that?
16 M5. COUGHLIN:. Sorry, did | say
17 construction? It would extend into operation of
18 the project.
19 MR. BEDDOMVE: It would extend into
20 operation. So going out a hundred years into the
21 future, presuming it's still putting power into
22 the States a hundred years from now?
23 M5. COUGHLIN: | presune so, yes.
24 MR. BEDDOVE: (Ckay. Thank you.
25 Movi ng back to 48, there was | nean
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it's a general one but certainly | think

i ncorporates with indigenous values, which is a
concern about Modther Earth, how do you feel that
that was reflected in the EI S?

M5. COUGHLIN: What we did is when we
heard concerns about the environnment, either
specific or general, and we wanted to include them
in the environnmental assessnent, they were
i ncl uded al ongsi de text in the assessnent that
di scussed that topic. So sonme of themwere
broader comments, |ike about the concern for
Mot her Earth, and cunul ative effects were included
in narrative discussions in, some of it was in the
vegetation chapter, the vegetation wetl ands
chapter, sone in the conclusion chapter, sonme in
the traditional |and and resource use chapter, so
broader coments about connectivity of the |and.

It was al so included, of course, in the ATK
reports and those are included as part of the
envi ronment al .

MR. BEDDOVE: Yeah, chapter 20,
appendi x A or sonething like that. | have it with
me tagged for you. M citation may be off. If |
am please forgive ne and correct ne.

Enpl oynment and training; how are those
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1 concerns that you heard incorporated into the ElI S?
2 M5. COUGHLIN: So we have a chapter on
3 that -- what was the chapter title for enploynent
4 and training?

5 MR BEDDOMVE: Directed at the soci al

6 and econom c panel, is that --

7 M5. COUGHLIN: Call it enploynent and
8 econony, | forget the chapter nunber, though,

9 enpl oynment and econony.

10 MR BEDDOVE: So I'll have future

11 opportunities to question that panel, but I'm

12 wonderi ng how you raise those concerns, you know,
13 from your engagenment end, and then obviously you
14  have to send themoff to soneone else to be

15 incorporated into the EIS.

16 M5. COUGHLIN: So in the sane fashion,
17 so if we heard concerns on those topics, they

18 would be included. And they are al so conveyed

19 anongst Hydro enpl oyees, of that concern. And
20 you're going to hear a little bit nore of that as
21 well in the construction presentation as well.
22 VMR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. Thank you.
23 " mjust wondering if anyone on the
24 panel, and | would note MV IR 007, |I'm not saying
25 it needs to be reread in entirety, right now
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1 anyway, but | think it's helpful if any of the
2 panelists were able to coment on how they feel, a
3 specific exanple, how they feel that they I|earned,
4 how they feel that First Nation know edge really
5 added to the project? | think it's just inportant
6 to get on the record here and woul d appreciate if
7 you'd be able to enlighten us with sone of those
8 exanpl es.
9 M5. THOWPSON: Sorry, this is what I'm
10 hearing your question was; you wanted us to
11  explain what we | earned fromthe know edge t hat
12 was shared wth us?
13 MR. BEDDOMVE: Yeah. You know, it's a
14 fairly open-ended easy question. |If the answer is
15 you don't have any exanples, | suppose I'll take
16 that. But ny hope would be that each of you, as
17 part of the project team m ght have an
18 i nteresting exanple of what you |l earned fromthe
19 First Nations people that you engaged wth.
20 M5. THOWPSON: | think we can answer
21 that. One of the things that | |earned was really
22 the inmportance and the value of eastern Manitoba
23 to alot of the coomunities, and the inportance
24 and the nunber of sensitive sites in the area.
25 That's one of the key things that | | earned.
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M5. COUGHLIN: One of the key things I

|l earned is that the process is just as inportant
as the outconme. And so involving youth and el ders
and resource users, and engaging broadly, was as
inportant as the witten docunents that we
produced. So the way or the manner in which we
engage is very inportant.

M5. ZEBROWBKI: |If | could add to
that? | think one of the things that we | earned
was sone of the new ways in which comunities w sh
to be involved in the environnental assessnent
process itself. For exanple, when we worked with
t he Manitoba Metis Federation, they had a new
concept for how they wanted to undertake their
study, and that was certainly a |earning
experi ence for Manitoba Hydro.

MR. BEDDOVE: Thank you. | really do
appreciate all those answers.

Now, you've indicated in your
presentation that you wanted to | earn from past
projects, so you reviewed past projects. That
woul d be correct?

M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.

MR, BEDDOVE: Okay. And those past

projects, |'massuning, include Wiskwati m
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1 Generation Transm ssi on?
2 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, | guess broadly.
3 VMR. BEDDOVE: Broadly, okay. Bipole
4 (N e
5 M5. COUGHLIN: Yes, nore specifically.
6 VR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. Any others?
7 M5. COUGHLI N: Keeyask.
8 MR. BEDDOVE: Keeyask transm ssion, or
9 the entire project itself?
10 M5. COUGHLI N:  Bot h.
11 VMR. BEDDOVE: Any ot hers?
12 M5. COUGHLIN: St. Vital, Lake
13 W nni peg East, Pointe Du Bois transm ssion
14 project, projects in B.C., projects -- | guess
15 also in relationships, we were learning from
16 rel ationshi ps that we had been working on in the
17 past .
18 MR. BEDDOVE: And in particular, did
19 you revi ew the C ean Environnment Comm ssion's 2013
20 report on Bipole I117?
21 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes, we did.
22 MR. BEDDOVE: COkay. So you would be
23 famliar with a couple of the recommendations in
24 there, if | was to reference then?
25 MS. COUGHLI N:  Yes.
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1 MR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. | just wanted to
2 reference a couple of them
3 First 1'll maybe start with the easier
4 one, which is -- and obviously this one was nore
5 in the context of Bipole Ill, but reconmendation
6 13.2 highlights the need for a regional community
7 effects assessnment in the Bipole IIl report?
8 M5. COUGHLIN: Yes, I'mfamliar with
9 t hat .
10 MR. BEDDOVE: Now, wouldn't you argue
11 that there's a simlar need for sone sort of
12 regi onal cunul ative effects assessnent in
13 Mani t oba, when you give the | ongstanding history
14 of substantial industrial devel opnent and per haps
15 t he connection of other Hydro projects to say
16 comunities |ike Sagkeeng? And | would note that
17 it's referenced in their ATK report of not just
18 transm ssion projects, but other Hydro projects.
19 In fact, they are one of the first Hydro inpacted
20 First Nations in this province. So, do you think
21 there's a need for a broader regional comunity
22 effects assessment for Southern Manitoba?
23 M5. ZEBROWSKI: | think there was a
24 cunul ative effects assessnent done as part of this
25 envi ronnment al assessment, which ny col |l eagues can
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1 speak to a bit nore in detail.
2 In terns of a regional effects
3 assessnent for Southern Manitoba, | think that
4 that woul d be sonething that would be nore al ong
5 t he purview of the Provincial Government that
6 would have to look into that and provi de gui dance
7 on whether they felt that was appropriate or not,
8 given that they are the entity, at the end of the
9 day in many cases, that are approving the various
10 projects that are taking place in that area.
11 MR BEDDOMVE: And | understand that.
12 And if Manitoba was to give directions on that
13 type of regional cunulative effects assessnent, do
14 you think it would inprove Manitoba' s processes
15 for future projects?
16 M5. ZEBROWSKI: It's hard to say.
17 Dependi ng wi t hout know ng specifically what
18 information may or may not be included or what the
19 scope of such an assessnent m ght be, and w thout
20 necessarily know ng what the availability of
21 information is related to that right now.
22 MR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. Now, | want to
23 nove to non-licensing reconmendation 6.1 and 6. 2.
24 Are you famliar wth those?
25 And |'"mgoing to start with 6.2, and
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1 "1l read it for the record for the benefit of the
2 rest of the room if that's okay.

3 "The Manitoba Governnent wi th Manitoba
4 Hydro investigate the feasibility of

5 devel opi ng an Aboriginal traditiona

6 know edge dat abase that can be used in
7 t he assessnent of potential inpacts of
8 future projects related to Manitoba's
9 natural resources.”

10 You see that, right?

11 | guess what |I'mgetting at, and

12 know you provided an IR response indicating, and
13 you al ready addressed this, that some comunities
14 want to only, you know, want to work with their

15 own community nmenbers and their own harvesters. |
16 guess what |'mgetting at is a simlar type of

17 guestion, that if Manitoba had an appropriate

18 dat abase, and | think this could be done in

19 partnership and in consultation with First
20 Nations, wouldn't there be value in trying to
21 acquire that broad data set so that it can be
22 properly incorporated into planning?
23 M5. THOWPSON: | can answer that. As
24 you indicated, we answered a simlar question in
25 SCO IR 001. And so when we're considering doing
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1 envi ronnment al assessment engagenent for a

2 transm ssion project, it's inportant for us that

3 the nature, scope, scale, and geographic |ocation
4 of the project is often different. And we

5 recogni ze that communiti es have concerns that

6 m ght be unique to each project. So we have

7 preferred in the past to work with comunities on
8 a project by project basis. W have al so heard

9 concerns in the past about sharing, conmunities

10 sharing ATK information that's over a broad region
11  and m ght be used on nultiple occasions.

12 MR. BEDDOVE: |In response to that

13 response, wouldn't it be possible to have that

14 data set to work with indigenous comunities, to
15 effectively fund the studies so they can create

16 this data set, and each tine on a project by

17 proj ect basis you go back to themto try to

18 collect that data? The reason I'mraising that is
19 it's clear in the ATK reports, and | can pull sone
20 of the qualifications that they said we didn't
21 have enough time, we couldn't collect all the
22 data, it's difficult to find spiritual places. So
23 there needs some work, | would argue, done at
24 collecting that data. And | recognize it's
25 probably a dual responsibility of Mnitoba Hydro
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1 and the governnent. But | guess what |I'mtrying

2 to get at is, don't you think that would help to

3 i nprove your planning?

4 M5. THOWPSON. We woul d prefer if the
5 comunities kept ownership of their TK data, and

6 they are allowed to use it as they wish after,

7 fromproject to project.

8 MR. BEDDOVE: Sure. GCkay. And maybe
9 that will junp me forward before | junp back then
10 | notice, if you ook at SCOIR -- |
11 apol ogi ze here. It's in the second round. So in
12 the second round, SCO IR nunber 28, you give a

13 response. And there's a nunber of A B, C where
14 we try to ask about how many ATK and | and use and
15 occupancy proposals fromFirst Nations were funded
16 and the dollar value of that. And we go on to put
17 it into context of the updated total project cost
18 estimate. And so | just want to know if you agree
19 wth ny math. | was kind of roughly playing
20 around with the math. And | guess you're not the
21 panel of engineers, so maybe |I'm asking the wong
22 people. But by ny math, if you take 1.8 mllion
23 and you divide it by 453.2 mllion, it's about 0.4
24 per cent of the funding. Wuld you agree with ny
25 mat h?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN: You're right, none of

2 us on this panel are that great at math.

3 MR. BEDDOVE: It is fairly easy, but I
4 think ny math is right. But do you understand,

5 t hough, so the anmount spend on ATK was 0.4 per

6 cent of the project funding? That would be fair?
7 M5. COUGHLIN: | guess if that's your
8 nunber, yeah.

9 MR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. | stand to be

10 corrected.

11 Now, junping back -- sorry to keep

12 junping you around -- but going back to 6.1, a

13 recommendation in the Bipole Il CEC Conmmi ssion
14 hearing. It says:

15 "Mani t oba Hydro inproved its

16 consul tati on process by seeking input
17 fromexperts, many available in

18 Manitoba, in the field of

19 participatory consultation processes
20 as well as fromrepresentatives of
21 Abori gi nal organi zations."
22 Do you see that?
23 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes, we do.
24 MR. BEDDOVE: Okay. Nowif we go to
25 the EIS 4.3.1 at 4-7, and you address this in your
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1 presentation, there were three rough factors that
2 you used in seeking out to engage with different
3 First Nations. One was if they are on Treaty 1
4 territory -- 1'll let you get to the section.
5 M5. COUGHLIN: | think we are there.
6 4.3.17
7 MR, BEDDOME: Yes.

8 So you list a nunber of factors. So
9 one is a Treaty 1 signatory. Also addressed is
10 | ocated within Treaty 1 area but not a signatory
11 to the nunbered Treaties. So you were aware that

12 in many cases sonetinmes First Nations' hone

13 reserve is not actually located in their Treaty
14 territory?

15 M5. THOWPSON: That's correct.

16 MR, BEDDOVE: And you were al so aware
17 t hat people can exercise their Treaty rights

18 irrespective of Treaty territory?

19 M5. THOWPSON: That's correct.

20 VMR. BEDDOVE: Now, one of the other
21 factors that you use is proximty to the study
22 area, and you use 40 kilonetres. And | got an
23 i nformati on response on Friday, just before the
24 heari ngs commenced. And there were a coupl e of
25 t hi ngs.
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1 Firstly, in response to the question

2 of whether you consulted with any experts or any

3 i ndi genous peopl e about what woul d be an

4 appropriate proximty factor, the answer was no;

5 that's correct?

6 M5. THOWPSON: That's correct.

7 MR. BEDDOVE: So howis that in line

8 wth the | essons learned fromBipole IIl, and

9 particularly the recomendation 6.1 fromthe C ean
10 Envi ronnent Conmi ssi on?

11 M5. THOWPSON: | think if that had

12 been our only criteria, but we also included

13 broader criteria such as interest in the project,
14 and we wel comed communities that had an interest.
15 W didn't imt participation based on that 40

16 kilonmetre proximty.

17 MR. BEDDOVE: And you wel conmed t hem
18 but if they weren't in Treaty 1 territory and if
19 they weren't within 40 kilonetres fromthe study
20 area, you didn't send theman initial letter then?
21 M5. THOWPSON: W al so engaged broader
22 i ndi genous organi zations as wel|l.
23 MR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. Now, let's just
24 imagine you're froma Treaty 4 First Nation that's
25 | ocated on Treaty 2 lands. You're from
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1 Waywayseecappo or maybe Pine Creek, | don't know

2 if any of our panelists mght be able to relate,

3 and you reside in Wnnipeg. Were do you think

4 you're going to go to exercise your traditiona

5 rights?

6 M5. THOWPSON: | think that would

7 depend on the nmenber, where they chose to exercise

8 their rights.

9 MR. BEDDOVE: Is it fair to say they
10 are likely going to access usable Crown | ands that
11 are close to Wnnipeg; right? They're not going
12 to unnecessarily drive perhaps farther than they
13 need to? |Is that a fair assunption, do you think?
14 M5. THOWPSON: Well, as we recogni zed
15 before, community nenbers travel throughout
16 Mani toba to exercise their rights.

17 MR. BEDDOVE: | ndeed they do, they do.
18 Thank you for that. But you don't think that any
19 of the factors that m ght take a play for people
20 is they mght access what's close to them That's
21  why you would include a proximty factor; right?
22 M5. THOWPSON:.  Yes.

23 VR. BEDDOVE: \While al so recogni zing
24 that traditionally indigenous people travel vast
25 territories based on, you know, numerous patterns,
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1 seasonal , weather, changes in gane and ot her plant
2 species, et cetera. That would be a fair

3 st at ement ?

4 M5. THOWPSON: W al so used broad

5 notifications to make sure that community nenbers
6 are notified of the project, such as the Free

7 Press.

8 MR. BEDDOVE: So broad notifications

9 such as the Free Press. Any others?

10 MR. JOYAL: Yeah. W use the Wnnipeg
11 Sun, we also used The Drum Those are outlined in
12 chapter 3, as well NC radio. There are broad

13 notices. And the sign-up for e-mail canpaigns is
14 avai l abl e to any individual with an e-nai

15 addr ess.

16 MS. ZEBROWSKI: | would also just |ike
17 to point out that Manitoba Hydro does have

18 engagenent with the different comunities

19 t hroughout the province on a variety of topics.
20 So where communities may have a concern or
21 guesti on about sone ot her aspect of Manitoba
22 Hydro's work, certainly those questions and
23 queries and information is shared through those
24 foruns as well.
25 MR. BEDDOVE: M. Joyal, I"'mgoing to
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junp to you because | really don't think I have
too too many questions for you, unless you junped
in. But one was really -- quickly, on slide 23,
you indicated that in material devel opnent, it was
avai lable in French, if requested. Was it
avai | abl e in any indi genous | anguages, if

request ed?

MR, JOYAL: To ny know edge the
request was never nade or asked for.

M5. COUGHLIN:  Neither Lindsay or
heard a request for that.

MR. BEDDOVE: Okay. So you don't
think there woul d have been any val ue in providing
this information in an indi genous | anguage?

M5. COUGHLIN: W hadn't heard a
request and so we didn't nove forward and do a
transl ation.

MR. BEDDOVE: Did you get requests to
have it in French?

MR JOYAL: We did not. W had one
wonman who attended an open house who did request,
and | spoke with her as we progressed.

MR. BEDDOVE: Thank you.

MR, JOYAL: Sorry, just to add to

that, we do have a policy to translate nmaterials
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into French within Manitoba Hydro, if there is a

postal code that is traversed that is considered a
French community. |In this situation we would have
crossed through the community of the RM of

La Broquerie and Ste. Anne, which are

predom nantly a French conmunity.

MR. BEDDOVE: Just forgive ne, | don't
think I have too nmany nore questions. | just need
a nonment to | ook over my notes and meke sure |
don't have any further questions.

M5. COUGHLIN: | just wanted to add
that we offered to pay for translations, if
required. So we didn't disregard that.

MR. BEDDOVE: So just to clarify, if
it had been requested to be translated, you would
have taken care of translating it into
Ani shi naabe, Dakota or Cree, as the case nay be
required?

M5. COUGHLIN:. O Mchif, yes.

MR. BEDDOVE: Now, this nmay be even a
better question for the routing panel, and if it
is, that's fine. But you noticed | was sort of
getting at recommendation 6.2 and the need for a
dat abase. The reason | acknow edge this is that

when it comes to other heritage resources, farns,
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1 et cetera, that's information that you can readily
2 access and that you can incorporate into planning.
3 Wuld that be a fair comment?
4 M5. COUGHLIN: That's a fair comrent.
5 MR. BEDDOVE: And one of the
6 challenges for the First Nations, and |I'mjust
7 going to read from-- | thought it was a good
8 qualification here -- from Sagkeeng' s di scussi on,
9 which you can find at page 9 of their ATK report.
10 And | won't read it all, but I don't even know if
11 you need to consult it, but the point that they
12 made i S:
13 "W were not able to determ ne exact
14 | ocations of sites considered
15 i nportant and what the inpacts may be.
16 W attenpted to define what
17 Ani shi naabe heritage, historical,
18 cul tural and sacred sites are and the
19 val ues we place on them W attenpted
20 to locate areas of concern using the
21 terns and definitions noted above.
22 Then sonme changes were nmade to the
23 route and it was understood that we
24 woul d not be able to nake any
25 determ nations in those new | ands.
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1 Wt hout proper on the ground field
2 work, there can only be a prelimnary
3 identification of interest at this
4 time."
5 And what that quote really shows to nme is, there's
6 a need for indigenous on the ground field work,
7 isn't there?
8 M5. COUGHLIN: It sounds like you're
9 referencing the ATK nmanagenent team and not the
10 Sagkeeng report. |Is that correct?
11 MR. BEDDOVE: Sorry, you're right,
12 that is the one by Black R ver First Nation, Long
13 Plain and Swan Lake First Nation. M m stake, |
14 apol ogi ze for the incorrect reference.
15 MS5. COUGHLIN: Can you restate your
16 question? Sorry?
17 MR. BEDDOVE: Well, fromthe quotation
18 that | read, | sinply said it seens like there's a
19 real need for on the ground indigenous or ATK
20 field work. Wuld you agree?
21 M5. COUGHLIN:  And we have funded t hat
22 field work and all those studies.
23 MR. BEDDOVE: Sure. And you have
24 funded sone field work. Do you think that enough
25 is done, that you've got enough field work,
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1 there's not a need for nore?
2 M5. COUGHLIN: | think if you asked
3 any specialist in any field, they will always say
4 there's not enough done. W have limted
5 resources to work with in general across any
6 proj ect in Canada.
7 VMR. BEDDOVE: But you will agree that
8 Mani t oba Hydro has a role to play in funding these
9 studies?
10 M5. COUGHLIN: Sorry, can you restate
11  that?
12 MR, BEDDOVE: You woul d agree that
13 Mani t oba Hydro has a role to play in funding these
14  on the ground ATK studies?
15 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes, which we did.
16 MR, BEDDOVE: And you woul d agree that
17 having nore information, and | think you have
18 already stated this, would inprove the planning
19 and the routing? Wuld inprove the planning,
20 routing, et cetera, process; right? |If you have
21 nore information, you can do a better job of an
22 Envi ronnental Inpact Statenent? | think that's
23 what I'msaying. Yes or no; would that be fair?
24 M5. ZEBROWSKI: | think the nore
25 i nformati on one has, the better you can al ways do
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in your project. However, | think that the type

of dat abase that you are suggesting is sonething

t hat, depending on how it was going to be used --
there's a lot of, | think, questions that would be
rai sed by comruniti es about how that data nay be
used and who hol ds ownership of it, who has access
toit, and when it may or may not be shared, and
if there's confidential aspects to that data, how
it my be shared. And because of those types of
guestions, | think that database woul d be

sonet hing that would be best worked out on a
nation to nation basis between the province and
bet ween comrunities that are interested in having
that type of database avail abl e.

VMR. BEDDOVE: And | conpletely agree
with you and thank you for referencing the
confidentiality concerns, the project by project
concerns. And | do agree with you, it would have
to be negotiated on a nation by nation basis. But
my point is, that type of information would be
hugel y val uable to Hydro, though?

M5. ZEBROWSKI: | think when Manitoba
Hydro has projects that are happening, then in
those contexts, that information is hel pful for

Mani t oba Hydro in those project contexts, yes.
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1 MR. BEDDOVE: Ckay. Just a quick

2 followup question. |It's fair to say that

3 Mani t oba Hydro has many projects at various |evels
4 of conception. | nean, the reality is over tine

5 we're likely going to build nore and nore power

6 lines, nore international power lines as the

7 net wor k expands. That's been the previous history
8 and is likely going to be the continued history.

9 Wul d you not agree with that?

10 MS. ZEBROWBKI: Well, | think our

11 current capital expenditures are probably not

12 going to be significant in the near future. But
13 to your point, | do think that we have, you know,
14 projects that happen. And as ny coll eagues have
15 already referenced, when we do have those

16 projects, especially when they are smaller

17 projects, that would properly be nore detailed in
18 scope than a broader database, for exanple, m ght
19 cover. W would definitely continue to work with
20 communities that have interests or concerns in
21 relation to those specific projects.
22 MR. BEDDOVE: And | think this will be
23 ny last question, but that's a |l awer's fanous
24 | ast words.
25 None of the Interlake Regional Triba
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1 Council, or none of those First Nations except for

2 Peguis, which is in the room here today, provided

3 any information through the ATK process; correct?

4 M5. THOWPSON: That's correct. W did

5 not hear an interest in the project fromany other

6 Interlake First Nations.

7 MR. BEDDOVE: Did you ask those First

8 Nations directly in any formor fashion?

9 M5. COUGHLIN:  We included Aborigina
10 organi zations that had those groups within their
11 menber shi p.

12 MR, BEDDOVE: And | warned you, | was
13 going to be a lying lawer. 1've got one | ast

14 question, and | think this one's clearly indicated
15 inthe EIS, so it should be easy to answer.

16 O the seven ATK studies that you

17 funded, how many of them were conpleted, or even
18 you received a draft before the EIS was concl uded?
19 M5. COUGHLIN:  Si x.

20 VR. BEDDOVE: Si X.

21 M5. COUGHLIN: So the ATKS managenent
22 team which included Black River and Long Plain

23 and Swan Lake First Nations, so that's three, but
24 we call it one nanme in the report because they

25 worked col |l aboratively together. And then the
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1 Roseau Ri ver Ani shinaabe First Nation report, and
2 the draft from Peguis, and Sagkeeng provided the
3 first part of their report.
4 MR, BEDDOVE: Actually, just a quick
5 point really worth addressing. 1In all the ATK
6 studies, the area east of the Watson Wldlife
7 Managenent Area was identified as a particul ar
8 area of concern for traditional practices. That
9 would be fair?
10 M5. COUGHLIN: That's fair.
11 VMR. BEDDOVE: Thank you. | think
12 that's all the questions | have, and | very nuch
13 appreci ate your patience. | think | said one |ast
14 question three tines.
15 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, M. Beddone.
16 Al right. W'Ill nove on now to
17 Pegui s First Nation.
18 MR. VALDRON. Good norning to the
19 Conmi ssion and good norning to Trevor and Sarah.
20 Excuse ny formality. For the nonitor once again,
21 ny name is Den Val dron representing Peguis. And
22 you will be pleased to know I have only got very
23 few questi ons.
24 So let's see. | want to thank you for
25 your presentation. It was very good, very
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1 informative. There was a lot of information there
2 and | had trouble keeping up, so that's probably a
3 good thing.
4 | guess ny first questions would
5 relate to the public engagenent process. And |
6 was interested in that because, | mean, public
7 engagenent is distinguished fromFirst Nation
8 engagenent, and I'minterested in how they
9 overl apped a bit. So when you were doing public
10 engagenent and havi ng these comrunity neetings,
11 were First Nations people involved in that at all?
12 Did First Nations people, for instance, attend
13 your public engagenment neetings?
14 MR. JOYAL: The public engagenent
15 process is inclusive to any individual who w shes
16 to participate, and interests were bought forward
17 from i ndi genous participants through that process
18 as wel | .
19 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. And how was that
20 dealt with? Ws that just set aside, or was that
21 streaned into First Nation engagenent, or was that
22 just included in your public engagenent?
23 MR. JOYAL: One exanple | can use is a
24 | andowner who brought forward their concerns
25 primarily in the public engagenent process. But
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1 | ater was confirned through the ATKS -- no, it's
2 Aboriginal Traditional Know edge provided by
3 Roseau River. They shared both -- interest was
4 brought forward in both ways and they were treated
5 accordingly.
6 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay. When you were
7 doing this, for instance, 25,000 postcards went
8 out, were postcards sent to First Nations people
9 as well?
10 MR. JOYAL: The postal codes
11 determned to be sent were the route planning
12 area, and | do not believe there is a First Nation
13 | ocated within the route planning area.
14 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay. So it was the
15 postal codes that determ ned the postcards.
16 What about W nni peg? Was there nuch
17 in the way of public consultation centering around
18 W nni peg?
19 MR. JOYAL: Engagenent activities were
20 undertaken here in Wnnipeg, and utilized | ocal
21 advertisenments throughout each round of
22 engagenent .
23 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. Wth respect to
24 the information that was provided during the
25 publ i ¢ engagenent process, was this essentially
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1 the sane information that was provided with First
2 Nat i ons engagenent, or were there differences in
3 presentation?
4 MR, JOYAL: We work together in
5 devel oping materials and they' re avail abl e through
6 bot h processes.
7 M5. COUGHLIN: We tailored our process
8 to neet the community needs, and so we listened to
9 what people requested, and so we did things like
10 had nore field tours, had nore |unches, had nore
11 i n-person conversations, and | eadership and
12 counci | neetings.
13 MR. VALDRON: But in terms of
14 information that you were presenting, was this
15 essentially the sanme description of the project?
16 MR JOYAL: Yes.
17 MR. VALDRON. COkay. Now, with respect
18 to First Nations' engagenent, | noticed that when
19 you were tal king about public engagenent, for
20 i nstance, you were cognizant of farm ng and you
21 didn't want to, you know, engage during harvest or
22 seeding tines because obviously people were
23 ot herwi se engaged. Wre you cogni zant of these
24 sorts of issues for First Nations? Because |
25 t hi nk resource harvesting, for instance, is highly
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1 seasonal .
2 M5. THOWPSON: So, yes, we were al so
3 aware and tried to work wth comunities to find
4 dates that were nost appropriate for each
5 comunity. And we were aware of things that m ght
6 be happeni ng, such as | eadership changes. And we
7 were al so aware, sonme communities requested
8 specific neetings for off-reserve nenbers, so we
9 al so worked to accomodate that.
10 MR. VALDRON:. (Ckay. But what about
11 seasonality of resource use? | can, for instance,
12 say that people going out on the land in the
13 winter are going out for very different purposes
14 and reasons than they are going out in the mddle
15 of summer. There may be seasons, for instance,
16 for wwld mgratory waterfow harvesting, there nmay
17 be particul ar seasons for gathering. Ws any of
18 this incorporated into the First Nation's
19 engagenent ?
20 M5, COUGHLIN:. We were responsive to
21  when the conmunities wanted to neet or
22 organi zations wanted to neet, so we net their
23 needs.
24 MR. VALDRON. All right. And so was
25 this a year round thing or just as requested?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN:. Well, the process began
2 in August of 2013, and we had different phases

3 t hroughout that process. And at each new phase,

4 we'd begin a round of conmunications and a new set
5 of neetings. So it was an evol ving process.

6 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. | get the

7 i npressi on your public engagenent was very

8 grassroots oriented, in ternms of trying to

9 basically hold public neetings, open neetings,

10 sendi ng out postcards. Ws the First Nations'

11  engagenent simlarly public oriented or was it

12 nore | eadership oriented? Wre you reaching out
13 to | eadership?

14 M5. COUGHLIN: W reached out to those
15 who were identified as the key contacts for

16 comunities. So one comunity nmay have preferred
17 comuni cation with | eadership directly, other

18 comunities may have preferred to work through a
19 consul tant, and other comunities, other
20 mechani sns. So we were, again, we tailored our
21 approach to how the community wanted to
22 comuni cate with Manitoba Hydro.
23 MR. VALDRON. Ckay. How did you
24 initiate contact wiwth communities? D d you just
25 send thema letter or phone up the chief? | nean,
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1 was there a standard protocol for that?

2 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, we initially deal

3 wth leadership, talk to | eadership, and then we

4 take their direction and follow suit.

5 MR. VALDRON. All right. Dd you try

6 and reach out to or deal directly with resource

7 users? Did you try to identify where these

8 resource users were?

9 M5. COUGHLIN If that was the will of
10 the community, then we did. | guess Lindsay just
11 mentioned that we had conmunity open houses as
12 well. So at conmmunity open houses, they're of
13 course wel cone to anybody who wanted to attend,

14 and we shared information in those sessions.

15 MR. VALDRON: When you say community
16 open houses, these are Metis and First Nation

17 communi ti es?

18 M5. COUGHLIN: No, just First Nation
19 communities.

20 MR. VALDRON: Just First Nations,

21 okay. How many of these open houses were hel d?
22 M5. COUGHLIN: They're identified in
23 the chapter 4 of the EIS. | don't have the nunber
24 off the top of ny head, but we could search it up
25 for you, if you'd Ilike.
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1 MR. VALDRON. Ch, okay. And were any
2 First Nations based open houses held off reserve?
3 M5. COUGHLIN: Yes, they were. So,

4 for exanple, Roseau River, we had neetings in

5 W nni peg. Peguis, we had neetings off reserve as
6 well.

7 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. You had neetings
8 for Peguis in Wnnipeg?

9 M5. COUGHLIN: I n Selkirk.

10 MR. VALDRON: In Sel kirk, okay. Wth
11 respect to -- here's one thing. You identified, |
12 think Trevor referred to heritage cultural sites,
13 but | didn't hear that being defined. Can you

14 tell us how heritage cultural sites were defined
15 for the public consultation, or public engagenent?
16 MR. JOYAL: The individuals who were
17 identifying the heritage and cultural sites would
18 be the ones to define heritage and cul ture, not

19 nyself or our team
20 MR, VALDRON. Okay. So it was
21 basically grass, or ground based identification of
22 heritage and cul ture?
23 M5. COUGHLIN: One of the ATK studies
24 al so defined a heritage site. So the group of
25 three, Long Plain, Swan and Bl ack Ri ver have a
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1 definition for heritage site. It is described as:
2 "An area of past |land use by..."

3 these are their words,

4 "...Indians for survival purposes such
5 as canps, travel routes, gardens,

6 events, and areas where |Indian people
7 gathered for trade. This is not a

8 conplete list of activities."

9 That's a quote fromthe ATKS managenent report.

10 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay. But that was a

11 definition that was provided to you?

12 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yeah.

13 MR. VALDRON. Al right. So

14 essentially you were fairly passive in terns of

15 receiving heritage and cultural sites. |If

16 sonebody cane to you at a First Nations

17 engagenent, or a public engagenent and said, you
18 know, this is an inportant cultural site, you just
19 took it?
20 M5. COUGHLIN. W also have a heritage
21 expert who is going to talk on the soci o-economc
22 panel , and he has extensive background and
23 under st andi ngs of various definitions of sites.
24 So yeah
25 MR. VALDRON: So then what was
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1 happeni ng was, you were just receiving this
2 information and then it woul d be eval uated by your
3 heritage expert?
4 M5. COUGHLIN:  Wiich information are
5 you referring to specifically?
6 MR. VALDRON: The reference to
7 heritage and cul tural sites?
8 M5. COUGHLIN: I n where?
9 MR VALDRON: That was in Trevor's
10 initial presentation.
11 M5. COUGHLIN: On, okay. Sorry.
12 MR. VALDRON: All right. Wen you
13 were looking at First Nation engagenent, and | can
14 certainly respect that, you know, you | ooked at
15 Treaty nunber 1, and you | ooked at First Nations
16 that had traditional use in the area, and
17 geographi cal boundary. Did you nake any effort to
18 determ ne what First Nation peoples were actually
19 usi ng these areas? For instance, did you contact
20 Nat ural Resources and say, do you have any
21 information on First Nations peoples, or which
22 First Nations' groups are noving in and out of
23 this area for harvesting?
24 M5. COUGHLIN: W contacted those
25 included in the First Nations and Metis engagenent
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process, and asked themdirectly.

MR. VALDRON. So you contacted the
First Nations that you had already identified?

M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes.

MR. VALDRON. Ckay. But there was no
other -- there was no other effort to identify who
was in the area?

M5. COUGHLIN: So the Crown has their
own process, the Crown consultation process, and
they submitted -- they had their own process that
t hey undertook where they invited conmunities to
let themknow if they had interest in the project.

MR. VALDRON:. Ckay. And were you
maki ng use of this Crown consultation process?
Was there information crossover?

M5. ZEBROWSKI: Not as such. But what
| did want to nmention was that, you know, in
talking to the communities that we had al ready
identified, in some cases those comunities were
sharing with us others who were using the area
that they were aware of. And so, for exanple, the
two communities that Sarah had nmentioned in her
presentation, Shoal Lake 40 and the other
i ndependent First Nation were brought into the

process through information that we had received
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1 through the initial communities that we spoke to.
2 Because often those that were out using the |and

3 wll be aware of who else is out there using the

4 | and.

5 MR. VALDRON. COkay. So you got sone

6 information that way, but that was nore or |ess

7 passive, it had to be identified to you?

8 M5. COUGHLIN. Yes, we heard through

9 Swan Lake that other comrunities m ght be

10 interested in participating.

11 MR VALDRON: Al right.

12 MR, JOYAL: To junp back to the

13 heritage question you had, it is defined in

14 chapter 12 on page 12-X. And as well in the

15 presentation that | have, we had requested this

16 just generally on routing preferences fromthe

17 public. There was no real definition of heritage
18 or cultural sites, it was up to the user to define
19 what that neant and what priority it was to them
20 MR. VALDRON: Thank you. All right.
21 | guess one of the things | wonder
22 about, looking at this, is howall of this
23 information or this engagenent is integrated
24 together. So you have public engagenent and you
25 have First Nations' engagenent, and then you have
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1 sonme First Nations' participation in the public
2 engagenent. How was First Nations' engagenent in
3 t he public engagenent treated? | nean, how do
4 you -- was this part of your conclusions with
5 respect to public engagenent, or were you feeding
6 sonme of that information into your First Nations'
7 engagenent ? Were you keeping it separate or was
8 it all just being m xed together?
9 M5. COUGHLIN: Sonetines the nature of
10 the information shared is different. So for
11 exanpl e, we had Aboriginal Traditional Know edge
12 studies or self-directed studies of sone sort
13 shared with First Nations, and those are revi ewed
14 in a certain way.
15 MR. JOYAL: Feedback that we received
16 t hrough the public engagenent process is also
17 supplied and -- provided to our specialists who
18 incorporate it to consider into their
19 envi ronment al assessnents, and both the feedback
20 from public engagenent and First Nation and Metis
21 engagenment process is represented as community in
22 the route sel ection process.
23 MR. VALDRON: Now, focusing a little
24 bit nore on the First Nation engagenent process,
25 one of the things |I wondered about, as | | ooked at
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1 this, was there was a lot of diversity and that

2 can be very good. Different First Nations took

3 different approaches. But when it cones to the

4 end product, it seened to ne there was sone risk

5 of apples and oranges. How did Hydro deal with

6 this? For instance, |ike were you providing any

7 ki nd of basic principles or guidelines? | nean

8 when you were engaged with different First

9 Nat i ons, what information were you providing to

10 then? Ws it the same information each tine?

11  Were you just providing themw th a package and

12 then saying, tell us what you think? How did that
13 work?

14 M5. COUGHLIN:  Well, we tailored

15 engagenent, like we said earlier, to each

16 comunity, and to the step in the process of the
17 envi ronnment al assessnment. So when we first began,
18 the kind of information that we shared was really,
19 we're starting a project, we'd like to know how or
20 if youd like to engage. And then as we nove
21 forward, we'd like to ask questions about what you
22 value and what you consider inportant. And then
23 as information about the routing process continued
24 and we went through different rounds of routing,
25 we shared information about potential routes, and
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we asked for input on those routes. W continued
to ask about concerns and val ues throughout the
process.

And then as the final preferred route
was arrived at, we asked people what they thought
of the final preferred route, and we shared
information on the final preferred route through
various docunents, |ike we showed in the
presentation, |like the video. And then we
summari zed i nformati on of what we heard, and then
we shared what we heard information back with the
comunity and asked if we had captured it
correctly. And then that information was provided
in an Environnmental |npact Statenent. And then we
continued to talk to First Nations and the MV and
Abori gi nal organi zati ons who wanted to hol d
envi ronnment al protection planning neetings, and
wer e continuing discussions potentially through
communi ty nonitoring neetings.

So basically the type of information
shared mat ched the stage of the process that we
were in, and varied throughout, and included
di fferent docunents and paperwork and
conversations, topics, as we nove forward.

MR. VALDRON. COkay. So essentially
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1 you provided themw th information, and fromtine
2 totine that information had to be revised as

3 Hydro was revising and updating and adjusting its
4 pl anning. |s that correct?

5 M5. COUGHLIN: Like we went in and

6 revised the docunent and then resubmtted that.

7 I s that what you nean by revised?

8 MR. VALDRON: Well, no, revised as in
9 you are devel opi ng your routes, you are refining
10 your route choices, you are continuing to engage
11 in planning for the project.

12 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yeah, we continued to
13 engage in planning for the process, and the nature
14 of the material shared matched the stage that we
15 were at. So, you saw handouts on the screen, so
16 t hose are handouts of potential val ued conponents,
17 and they were provided at early neetings when we
18 were trying to figure out which val ued conponents
19 to include in the assessnent.
20 MR, VALDRON. Okay. But in terns of
21 t he actual physics of the project, when that
22 changed, you'd be updating the community; correct?
23 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes.
24 MR. VALDRON. So, for instance, if you
25 were planning to upgrade or update the
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1 converters -- well, if at some point you realized
2 you were planning to update or upgrade the

3 converters, then that woul d be information that

4 woul d change, you'd have to notify the community
5 of that?

6 M5. COUGHLIN: Update the converters,
7 do you nmean |i ke a new part of the project?

8 MR, VALDRON:  Yes.

9 M5. COUGHLIN: W shared the

10 conponents of the project at the beginning, and
11  throughout the process we continued to ask

12 questions about the nature of their concerns with
13 respect to the project presented. And as the

14 route was defined, throughout the process, we

15 continued to seek information and under st andi ng.
16 And we worked together to provide conmunications
17 on a very simlar tinmeline. W nmay have been a
18 day or two out on a few instances, but we work

19 about 8 feet apart fromeach other, so we're
20 general ly hand i n hand.
21 MR. VALDRON:. Right. Al right. So
22 as you were getting feedback from communiti es,
23 this feedback, this engagenent was happening in
24 different ways in different communities; correct?
25 M5. COUGHLIN: Correct.
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1 MR. VALDRON. Ckay. So in terns of

2 dealing with this engagenent, were you providing

3 or using any particular protocols for engagi ng

4 wth communities? Wre you, for instance,

5 enpl oying Tri-Council standards for interviews, or
6 advi sing communities, or advising conmunity

7 representatives of any kind of standards for

8 interviews, or was it just you went out and said,
9 tell us sonething, and then you just took whatever
10 cane back to you?

11 M5. THOWSON: So, as we had

12 previously indicated, we actually didn't do any

13 key person interviews with First Nations. W are
14 aware of Tri-Council standards and we encourage

15 communities to have inforned consent as part of

16 their TK studi es.

17 MR. VALDRON:. But did you discuss with
18 the communities any standards for interviews? D d
19 you try and establish any baselines or ground
20 rules in terns of information? Because otherw se,
21 | don't know how you wei ghed the information from
22 one communi ty agai nst anot her.
23 M5. THOWPSON: No, we didn't ask
24 comunities to follow certain standards.
25 M5. COUGHLIN: And we don't weight
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1 i nformation fromone community agai nst anot her.

2 MR. VALDRON:. Perhaps that's the wong
3 phrase, | think. | keep com ng back to apples and
4 oranges. How do you incorporate information from
5 different communities if this information conmes

6 about in very different ways? Was the information
7 fairly uniformthat you were getting back? Wre

8 t he concerns recurrent?

9 M5. COUGHLIN: In some cases it was.
10 So concern for maintaining access to conduct

11 traditional activities, that's sonething that we
12 heard fairly broadly. 1In other cases it was

13 specific. So, for exanple, Peguis, we heard

14  concerns about water, a | ot of concerns about

15 water. And so we provided a lot of input to the
16 fish and fish habitat chapter about concerns for
17 fish and water in general. W heard specific

18 concerns fromLong Plain about botanicals. So,

19 yeah, we heard both generic kind of topics that
20 were simlar across different cormmunities, and
21 speci fic ones.
22 MR. VALDRON: If a particular
23 comunity flagged information, did you raise that
24 information with any of the other communities, or
25 did you just keep it separate?
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M5. COUGHLIN: We filed all the TK
studies with the environnental assessnent. So
anybody who wanted to read those could review
them And of course, sone of the First Nations
wor ked t oget her.

MR. VALDRON: But there was no overal
pattern of trying to get the nost information by
canvassi ng every issue raised, or canvassing as
many issues raised in different comunities?

M5. COUGHLIN: Sonme information that
shared is sensitive and we want to be respectful
to conmmuniti es who have ownership of that
i nformation.

MR. VALDRON: Right. What about -- |
t hi nk you have touched a little bit in terns of
off reserve. | guess one of ny concerns is that
for Peguis, for instance, 5,000 of our nenbers are
residing in or around Wnni peg, so there's a
substantial interest there in that community. Was
there an attenpt then to reach out to First
Nations, or to in and around Wnnipeg, |like First
Nati on nenbers who were resident in Wnnipeg?
Because | know that there's a |l ot nore than just
Peguis in Wnnipeg. | think Wnni peg has an

Abori gi nal popul ati on of about 50,000 or so.
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1 M5. COUGHLIN: Peguis had indicated

2 sort of a request to have off-reserve neetings,

3 and we held one in Selkirk. And | think we had

4 started di scussions about having sonething in

5 W nni peg. And should there be interest to have an
6 envi ronnmental protection plan neeting in Wnnipeg,
7 we would certainly invite that opportunity. W

8 denonstrated that willingness. W had a neeting

9 in Wnni peg for Roseau River Anishinaabe First

10 Nation. So, we're of course open to that.

11 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. The information
12 that you have received fromthese comunities, you
13 said that it's basically the data is owned by the
14 First Nations thenselves. But | assune that if

15 information is provided to you, are you able to

16 make use of it in other forunms?

17 M5. COUGHLIN: No, not necessarily.

18 MR. VALDRON: Not necessarily. That's
19 kind of a yes and no answer. In terns of the
20 information that's conme to you fromsay Peguis, is
21 there any record kept of where this information is
22 used or how this information is used? |Is there a
23 | og kept?
24 MS. ZEBROWBKI: Are you speaki ng nore
25 generally or specifically inrelation to the
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1 proj ect ?

2 MR. VALDRON: |'m speaking in respect
3 of information fromPeguis with respect to this

4 process.

5 M5. COUGHLIN: We're familiar with the
6 letter that Peguis sent requesting to keep a |og

7 of anytinme the information is used.

8 MR, VALDRON. And is Hydro prepared to
9 keep that log and share that information with

10 Pegui s?

11 M5. COUGHLIN: | don't see why not.

12 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay.

13 M5. ZEBROWBKI: | just wanted to add
14 to that. Most of the comunities where we have

15 agreements with themto undertake studies,

16 generally speaking the information is utilized for
17 t he purpose for which it's collected. However, if
18 the information is nmade public, then we may use it
19 for other processes. |If the information is not
20 made public, we generally don't use it for other
21 processes unl ess we have the perm ssion of the
22 comunity in question.
23 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. And so with
24 respect to the information that Peguis has
25 provi ded you so far, that will cone through in
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1 this hearing, then | assume that that may be used
2 for other purposes, and | believe that Peguis has
3 asked for a record to be kept and to be provided

4 Wi th notice as to where that information is used.

5 M5. COUGHLIN: | believe they asked

6 for nonthly updates.

7 MR. VALDRON: If information is used

8 on a nonthly basis, then | don't think that's

9 unr easonabl e, but |I'm not arguing.

10 All right. Now, one of the things I'm
11 interested in, and ny learned friends al so touched
12 on that, was with respect to current and ongoi ng
13 nonitoring and engagenent. Can you tell us what
14 the current status of engagenent is? Are there

15 meetings being held? | believe you nentioned a

16 nmeeting held in March?

17 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, there are still

18 some comunities with whomwe still haven't had an
19 environmental protection planning neeting wth,
20 and we're open to having those neetings. And we
21 had di scussed earlier a fewinitial nmeetings to
22 di scuss comuni ty nonitoring.
23 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay. And is the
24 comunity nonitoring process essentially simlar
25 to the engagenent process?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN. We're open to what that
2 process mght be. So we have asked conmmunities if
3 they want to participate.
4 MR. VALDRON: So it doesn't sound like
5 it's very advanced at this point in tine?
6 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.
7 MR. VALDRON: Ckay. |Is there any
8 particular plan to go forward? Wat's the -- is
9 there a schedule of neetings? 1|s there proposals
10 for ongoing nonitoring and for ongoi ng engagenent ?
11 M5. COUGHLIN: There is not a schedul e
12 right at this tine, no.
13 MR. VALDRON:. Ckay.
14 M5. COUGHLIN:  Communities have --
15 we're waiting to hear what the comunities m ght
16 want to do.
17 MR. VALDRON:. COkay. And would it be
18 safe to say that it would probably take place in
19 the same manner and with the same sorts of
20 protocols as current First Nation's engagenent, or
21 are we planning to do sonething different?
22 M5. COUGHLIN: | think the current
23 nornms and respect that we pay to conmunities
24 woul d, of course, be carried into the future, yes.
25 MR. VALDRON: |s there another neeting
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that you are attenpting to schedule follow ng from

Mar ch?

M5. ZEBROWSKI: At the March neeting
there was sonme concerns that were rai sed by sone
comunities, and they requested that there be sone
nore senior |evel discussions with respect to the
i ssues raised which were outside of nonitoring
concerns. And they asked that sone of those
neeti ngs take place before the nonitoring
di scussi ons continue. So senior executive at
Mani t oba Hydro have reached, have begun reaching
out to different |eadership to have sone of those
di scussions. And | believe the intent is to al so
follow up at the nost technical staff level with
the different communities to continue on with the
noni toring neetings, or to see when those can
begi n again, as soon as these other issues are
resol ved.

MR. VALDRON: Ckay. But | guess from
what you're describing, it seens to have stalled
out a little?

M5. ZEBROWSKI: Yes -- if stalled out
is the right word, but I would say on hold for the
time being, but there was an IR related to this,

SSCI R 398.
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MR. VALDRON:. Well, thank you

Now, in ternms of this nonitoring going
forward, | understand that there is a process in
Bipole Il which is going on right now Wuld
what we're contenplating for ongoing nonitoring
and engagenent be simlar to what's being done on
Bipole I'll right now?

M5. COUGHLIN: We're not sure. W're
open to suggestions what the group may want to be
involved with or may want to nonitor. So we have
an open mnd at this point.

MR, VALDRON. Okay. |In terns of
ongoi ng engagenent and nonitoring, one of the
things that's been brought to ny attention, of
course, is seasonality. For instance, if you're
using the | and and proposing to nonitor and
engage, it's a highly seasonal thing. So, for
instance, calving for elk is one tine of the year,
m gratory birds, another tinme of the year, running
for elk is at a different tinme, medicines are
gathered at different tinmes of the year. And so
it's highly seasonal. And the perceptions, you
know, that people engage with may be very
di fferent depending on what tine of the year, and

where you are asking them So would this ongoing
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nonitoring and ongoi hg engagenent be seasonal in

nature? Wuld it respond to and reflect that
seasonal reality?

MS. COUGHLI N:  Again, we want the
group to be naki ng deci si ons about the schedul e of
when nonitoring may occur. | think the general
statenent that you have made, we would agree with
There is a seasonality that we want to be
cognizant of. And if | was to predict, | would
think that the group m ght want to nonitor
seasonal | y.

MR, VALDRON. All right. In terns of
this current engagenent, and current engagenent
and future engagenent and nonitoring, what
resources are available for this? | think that's
sonet hing that cones up again and again in any
forum First Nations don't have a | ot of
resources to put into these things on their own,
and so there has to be sone degree of support.

M5. COUGHLIN: W don't even know for
sure if the group wants to conti nue having a
comunity nonitoring group, so we haven't gone to
the next stage of resources yet at this point.

MR. VALDRON. So even sonething as

sinple as funding is up in the air at this point?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN: Yes. W, of course,
2 have a budget for regulatory nonitoring. But,
3 yeah, we're not really sure what the group wants
4 to do yet, so we haven't budgeted it out.
5 MR. VALDRON:. If you'll just give nme a
6 second, | amgoing to go through nmy notes and see
7 i f anything has been m ssed.
8 Al right. Just one last little
9 guestion, it's just a little technical follow up
10 on ny part. There was discussion wth respect to
11 MMIP public open house |ocations. And this was on
12 PFN IR 003, the answer. And there is a cute
13 little map here -- oh, there it is. There's a
14 cute little map there. | take it that all of
15 t hose orange dots are where you held open houses?
16 MR. JOYAL: That's correct.
17 MR. VALDRON. Ckay. | just wanted to
18 confirmthat.
19 Al right. | think that covers it for
20 me. So thank you very nuch. | appreciate you
21 taking the time. And ny thanks to the conmttee.
22 M5. COUGHLIN:  Thank you.
23 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, M. Val dron
24 Al right. W'Ill turn next to the
25 Mani toba Metis Federation. | do want to advi se

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 357
1 everyone that at 12:30, we will take a break no
2 matter where we are in the proceedings, if that's
3 acceptabl e to everyone, thanks.
4 M5. STRACHAN: Good afternoon to the
5 Comm ssion and also to the panel. M nane is
6 Megan Strachan, and |'m counsel to the Manitoba
7 Metis Federation or the MW, as |'I|l be referring
8 to them So | wel cone any nenber on the panel to
9 answer these questions, but | expect they wll
10 nostly be directed to Ms. Coughlin.
11 So ny understanding is that the
12 content in the EIS was guided by the final scoping
13 docunent and was designed to neet the regulatory
14 requi rements, including Manitoba' s Environnent
15 Act; is that right?
16 M5. COUGHLIN: Yes, and the NEB
17 Electricity Filing Manual .
18 M5. STRACHAN: And so | understand
19 that under the Environment Act here in Manitoba,
20 the EIS has to include a description of the
21 potential inpacts of the devel opnment on the
22 environment. |Is that also right?
23 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes.
24 M5. STRACHAN: And Manitoba's
25 Envi ronnent Act includes humans as part of the
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1 environment. |s that correct?

2 M5. COUGHLI N:  Yeah.

3 M5. STRACHAN: So it would follow that
4 the EI'S needs to assess the inpacts of the project
5 on peopl e such as the Manitoba Metis comunity.

6 Wuld that be a fair statenent?

7 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yes.

8 M5. STRACHAN: And further, the final
9 scopi ng docunent provides that the EI' S nust assess
10 traditional and | ocal know edge. That's also

11 correct?

12 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.

13 M5. STRACHAN: And also in the final
14  scoping docunment, it includes a specific

15 requirement for the EIS to address the effects of
16 the project on the Metis and their traditional

17 | and uses?

18 M5. COUGHLIN: You're reading fromthe
19 scopi ng docunent ?
20 M5. STRACHAN:  Um hum
21 M5. COUGHLIN: Ckay, yes.
22 M5. STRACHAN: And so | understand
23 t hat Manitoba Hydro submtted their EIS to the
24 Comm ssion in Septenber of 20157
25 MS. COUGHLI N:  Yes.
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1 M5. STRACHAN: And | think this was

2 mentioned in your presentation earlier this

3 norning, that it was in January of 2016 that a

4 contribution agreenent was signed with the MVF,

5 and this contribution agreenent related to a work
6 pl an for engagenent on the MMIP with the MVW. Is
7 that right?

8 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, that's right. |
9 think, and ideally we would have preferred to have
10 information earlier and negotiations settled

11 earlier with the MW, prior to filing of the EI S
12 So yeah.

13 M5. STRACHAN: So ny under st andi ng of
14 the work plan objectives is that it was designed
15 to address Metis interests and potential inpacts
16 to those interests that weren't captured in the

17 ElISas it was filed. |Is that a fair statement?
18 M5. COUGHLIN: You are asking if the
19 objectives were to understand activities that the
20 Metis people m ght conduct on the |and should be
21 included in the EIS in general? |Is that what
22 you' re aski ng?
23 M5. STRACHAN: Alnost. So ny reading
24 of the objectives in the engagenent work plan
25 bet ween Hydro and the MW is that it was desi gned
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1 totry to capture Metis interests and potenti al
2 i npacts of the project on those interests that
3 weren't represented or captured by the EIS that
4 was filed in Septenber of 20157
5 M5. COUGHLIN:  Yeah, | don't have the
6 work plan in front of me but that sounds right,
7 yeah.
8 M5. STRACHAN: And so one of the
9 delivers in the work plan was the production of a
10 Metis | and use and occupancy study. |Is that
11 right?
12 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.
13 M5. STRACHAN: And this study was
14 filed with the CEC on April 19, 2017; is that
15 right?
16 M5. COUGHLIN: That's right.
17 M5. STRACHAN: So given this tineline,
18 the information in that |and use and occupancy
19 study could not informthe routing or assessnent
20 of the effects, or mtigation neasures, that was
21 contained in the EIS; is that correct?
22 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct, but it
23 can informthe Environnmental Protection Program
24 and nmuch of the information in the report were
25 sonme of the things that were assessed in the
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assessnent, because there was informati on that we

were able to understand through the process.

M5. STRACHAN: |I'msorry, just to
clarify, your answer was that there was sone
information fromthe MW that you received prior
to the study being filed, that you were able to
i nclude in your assessnent?

MS. COUGHLI N:  Yeah, a general
understanding of a preference to naintain open
Crown |ands for practising traditional |and user
activities.

MS. STRACHAN. So Manitoba Hydro filed
a suppl enental report, also on April 19, 2017,
that stated how in Manitoba Hydro's opinion the
MW s Metis |and use and occupancy study
i nfluenced the project. |Is that right?

M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.

M5. STRACHAN: My understanding from
readi ng that supplenental report is that the MW
study didn't warrant any changes to Manitoba
Hydro's conclusions in the EI'S regardi ng potenti al
effects on traditional |and and resource use. |Is
that a fair readi ng?

M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct. W

presuned use of the area.
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M5. STRACHAN: And simlarly, the
suppl emental report al so concluded that the MW
study did not warrant any change to the assessnent
of potential effects on wildlife and wildlife
habitat. |Is that also correct?

M5. COUGHLI N:  Yes.

M5. STRACHAN: And simlarly, the Mw
study also did not warrant any changes to routing
or the final preferred route. 1Is that correct?

M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.

M5. STRACHAN: | would just like to
return to the MW Hydro engagenent work plan for a
nonent. And so the production of the MW | and use
and occupancy study was not the only deliverable
that was set out in that work plan; is that right?

M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, that's correct.

M5. STRACHAN: So anong ot her things,
the work plan contenpl ated reachi ng appropriate
mtigation nmeasures for identified effects on
Metis specific interests?

M5. COUGHLIN: Yes, correct.

M5. STRACHAN: And to date, ny
understanding is that the work on mtigation
nmeasures is still ongoing?

MS. COUGHLIN: That's correct.

Page 362
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M5. STRACHAN: So engagenent with the

MWF, as set out in that work plan, hasn't been
conpleted to date?

M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct. That's
ny under st andi ng.

M5. STRACHAN: So in reading the EIS,
| note that Treaty Land Entitlenent concerns are
repeatedly noted. And as |'m sure you're aware,
in 2013 the Suprene Court of Canada nade a
decl aration that the honour of the Crown was
breached through Canada's failure in inplenenting
Section 31 of the Manitoba Act, 1870, which had
promsed 1.4 mllion acres of land to Metis
children in Manitoba. So given the treatnent of
Treaty Land Entitlenent in the EIS, | wonder, was
the MV s outstanding clains ever considered or
di scussed in the EI S?

M5. ZEBROWBKI : They were not deal t
with in the EIS in the same manner. Manitoba
Hydro was certainly aware of that inportant
Suprene Court decision, and is understandi ng that
the Manitoba Metis Federation and the Federal
Governnment are under discussions to find a way
forward and to di scuss what the outcones of that

woul d be of their relationship and in |ight of
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t hat Suprene Court deci sion.

M5. STRACHAN: And so did this
understanding -- did Hydro's understanding of this
decl aration and those discussions informtheir
engagenment with the MVF in any way?

V5. ZEBROWBKI : Certainly Manitoba
Hydro has a previous agreenent with the Mnitoba
Metis Federation called Turning the Page
Agreenment. Through that agreenent, the Manitoba
Metis Federation and Manitoba Hydro, as well as
t he Province of Manitoba, have fromtinme to tine
steering commttee neetings where information of
nmut ual interest is shared and di scussed and, you
know, to reach better understandings and to
i nprove relationships and build rel ati onshi ps.

And through that process, we were aware of sone of
t he di scussions that the Manitoba Metis Federation
is having at the federal |evel and sonme of their

t houghts on that.

MS. STRACHAN. Thank you. Those are
all nmy questions.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. Well, given
the time, | think we'll take the break now and so

we wll be back here at 1:25. Thanks.
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1 ( PROCEEDI NGS RECESSED AT 12:23 P. M

2 AND RECONVENED AT 1:25 P.M)

3 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, everybody, it's

4 1: 25, so we are going to start. | did see the

5 representative for Manitoba WIdlands, M. Wel an
6 Enns in the room She seens to have stepped out.
7 W'll give her a mnute or two, and if necessary

8 nove onto the next questioner.

9 I's Manitoba WIdlands in the roonf

10 I"d like to rem nd everyone that we wll be

11 starting every session on tine, and in order to

12 keep the process noving and to ensure that it's

13 efficient, we will not be giving nmuch | eeway

14 around that tinme. Thank you.

15 Ms. Whel an Enns.

16 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you,

17 M. Chair. | was watching ny tinme, and ny phone
18 may be two mnutes late. | was doing nmy best.

19 First question has to do with Slide 4,
20 and it's for M. Joyal. And it's about the
21 principles, then, on that, the guiding principles,
22 then, on that slide. And straightforward,
23 believe, and that is: Does Manitoba Hydro use the
24 sane guiding principles inits engaging with
25 Aboriginal communities as with its engagenent with
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1 st akehol ders and dom nant society conmunities?
2 MR JOYAL: Yes.
3 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
4 In terns of Slide 9, | heard you say sonethi ng
5 didn't quite catch in terns of keeping up
6 note-taking. But you have on Slide 9 a reference
7 to identifying stakeholders. So ny question goes
8 to how Mani toba Hydro handl es self-identification
9 of stakeholders and/or affected conmunities or
10 affected individuals.
11 MR. JOYAL: Just one nonent, please.
12 As outlined in 3.4.2, stakeholder identification,
13 there are sonme criteria that we do | ook at when
14 identifying stakehol ders, such as having feedback
15 to provide, affected by the potential decisions,
16 havi ng a specific interest or nandate in the
17 proj ect planning area, have potential data to
18 share with us, have an ability to dissem nate
19 information or possess a general interest in the
20 proj ect area.
21 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you for that.
22 It wasn't my question, okay? So ny question was
23 what Manitoba Hydro's approach is in terns of
24 self-identification. So it is a serious question.
25 This is a pan-Canadi an value that's built into
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1 many of our institutions; it's built into

2 everything that Stats Canada does. And so let's

3 try again.

4 Your identification here is about

5 Mani t oba Hydro identifying stakeholders, and I am

6 asking a fairly basic question, and that is how

7 Mani t oba Hydro responds to self-identification, a

8 st akehol der in an affected community.

9 MR. JOYAL: As outlined in the guiding
10 principle inclusivity is sonmething that we aimto
11 have in our project. Any group that cones
12 forward -- which they had; coalition groups cane
13 forward and were involved in the process. W also
14  used broad notification, as | outlined in ny
15 presentation, to cast that net w de, to make sure
16 that if there is an interest that we overl ooked,
17 that they could come and participate in that
18 process.

19 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.

20 The next question | have in front of
21 me | ooks like it has a 34 and 35 in front of it.
22 | junped over a group of questions that I'Il cone
23 back to. And | wanted to ask about -- | think the
24 question is the coment Ms. Coughlin made in

25 answer to a question where you were tal king about
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1 engagenent. We'll continue to project operation.
2 Now, | believe in cross-exam nation
3 previous to what |'m asking right now that you
4 have sort of clarified that, that engagenent with
5 communities and stakehol ders will continue after
6 operation begins. Am1| hearing correctly?
7 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct.
8 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Great. And so that
9 would nean perhaps that Mnitoba Hydro may start
10 to enbrace the new standard and expectation that
11 the National Energy Board has with respect to
12 projects they have jurisdiction or responsibility
13 for, where engagenent continues through the life
14 of the project.
15 M5. COUGHLIN: | think we'd have to
16 take a good | ook at that.
17 MR JOYAL: It is outlined in our
18 docunents. Ongoi ng engagenent is sonething that
19 our process does accept, and that woul d incl ude
20 oper ati ons.
21 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Fair enough. Thank
22 you bot h.
23 Now, | may not have a slide nunber on
24 this, but I think it will be straightforward, and
25 it's fromother cross, okay. So | believe it was
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1 Ms. Coughlin again, but correct me, or decide
2 anong yourselves who is best to answer, okay.
3 You were in fact identifying the --
4 let's call themelenents, okay, that cane forward
5 that were nost noteworthy, nost relevant in the
6 ElIS, fromsone of the traditional use and
7 occupancy st udi es.
8 And again, there's been
9 cross-exam nation since; there's been lots nore
10 content on this. But at the tinme, | wanted to ask
11  you whether or not nedicinal plants and | and
12 sel ection, which is in fact a nodern-day exercise
13 of rights, and wetlands were al so exanpl es of what
14 you were hearing fromthese affected communities.
15 M5. COUGHLIN: | think in ny statenent
16 | identified that plants are what we heard were
17 i nportant, and so that includes nedicinal plants.
18 | think it would be fair to characterize the
19 statenment that not all groups recognize the
20 i nportance of wetlands; the communities that we
21 spoke to, they didn't bring up the term wetl ands
22 specifically, but rather the |and, and spoke of
23 Mot her Earth and the integrity of that.
24 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
25 Now, the other participants, | think
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it was | egal counsel for SCO asked about a

regi onal cumul ative effects assessnent, and the
answers were, you know, were adequate for now.

What |'d rather like to do is add to that question
in terms of what Manitoba Hydro identifies as the
region for the MMIP project.

When you have two converter stations
and a lot of transm ssion involved in a very large
region of the province, and then you have the PDA
t he project devel opnent area itself. So when you
were answering the questions about a regional
cunul ative effects assessnent, what region were

you t hi nki ng?

M5. COUGHLIN: | think this kind of
thing -- and | think Deirdre comented on it
earlier -- this kind of study would be sonething

that it would be up to the Province's
jurisdiction, so it would be up to their decision
to figure out what region, if they were to do
such a -- undertake such an endeavour.

If you -- | think that we have a
regional study area defined in the EIS as a pl ace
to start.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: The question from

Mani t oba Wl dl ands has to do with the steps that
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1 had been taken in CEC hearings through
2 recomrendati ons fromthe CEC regarding regional
3 cumul ative effects assessnent, and then al so what
4 is going on nationally right now, when regional
5 curmul ative effects assessnent or regional plans
6 are being reconended, where we all get to wait
7 and see, in ternms of assessnents and projects with
8 this federal responsibility and federal regulatory
9 context. So we'll stop right there, okay. Thank
10 you.
11 There's not as many questions as there
12 are tags, because many of them have been dealt
13 with.
14 Does Manitoba Hydro enter into data
15 agreenments with affected communities? Let's take
16 an exanple that isn't indigenous or Aboriginal.
17 If you are in discussions with a coupl e of
18 muni ci palities that are contiguous, and they want
19 to in fact have fairly thorough conversations with
20 their landowners in terns of options for a
21 pi peline or a transm ssion |line, and so on, and
22 t hen the discussion expands to Manitoba Hydro
23 using that data, does Manitoba Hydro enter into a
24 contract or agreenent at that tine in terns of how
25 you obtain and use and how you woul d and woul d not
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use that data?

M5. COUGHLIN: W enter into
agreenents wth First Nations and the MW, and as
part of those contribution agreenents, there's
typically a section that refers to information
shari ng.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: And information
sharing, then, would include spatial data?

M5. COUGHLIN: It does, yeah, in nost
cases, Yyes.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you

There was an exchange in
cross-exam nati on about standards for interviews,
and then that exchange al so included a question
regarding the tri-council standards. So | thought
that it would be hel pful today to point out that
we're actually tal king back and forth about
Canada's tri-council standards for research. And
of course we've got nore than one tri-council in
Canada, and then specifically about the
tri-council standards for interviews with
Abori gi nal persons in Canada.

And they are, you know, arrived at,
and they have been recently updated after a great

deal of consideration across the country.
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The question | wanted to ask, then, is
whet her or not this panel is aware of the
confirmation during the Keeyask hearings from
Mani t oba Hydro experts that Mnitoba Hydro does in
fact agree with the tri-council standards.

M5. THOWPSON: | can answer that. W
actually had that in an IR PFN IR 037, and so in
that IR we acknow edge that Manitoba Hydro
supports standards that are respectful of the
persons with whominterviews are being sought, and
that during the Keeyask hearing it was a
consul tant for Manitoba Hydro that confirned that
tri-council standards were included as part of
that consultant's methodol ogy for the interview of
Abori gi nal persons for the Keeyask project. The
work was referred to by a consultant was separate
fromthe work undertaken by conmunities on the
Keeyask project.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you
Ms. Thonpson. And we'll take it as no.

I"d like to ask any of the four
i ndi viduals on this panel whether you have read
t he book "Maps and Dreans" by Dr. Hugh Brody?

M5. COUGHLIN:  No, we have not.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you. It's the

Page 373

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Page 374
ori gi nal made-i n-Canada seasonal rounds and

Abori ginal interview standard publication. And it
is 34 years old today, and it's Cree. And | have
recommended it before to sone of the people before
me, so that's why | wanted to ask. Thank you

M5. COUGHLIN: W leave it to
comunities to make deci sions on how t hey woul d
|i ke to conduct their study approach, and style
and standards that they would |like to adopt.

M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Thank you again. |
certainly heard you before.

Take a |l ook at the transcript. | do
have a tendency to check in terns of background
t hat panel nenbers are working from

| heard the -- | think it was one of
the last two people on the panel, it was in that
direction, confirmthat the aimwas for the EIS to
fulfil the requirements of the Mnitoba
Environnment Act. Again, it was a
cross-exam nation question froma different
participant. Did | hear correctly?

M5. COUGHLI N:  Yes.

M5. WHELAN ENNS: Good. Thank you.

| was | ooking at the map for Slide 39.

It doesn't have 39 on it, but it's below 38. And
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1 | was a little bit struck by the geography. So
2 l"d like to -- and | think this was M. Joyal
3 speaking to this sequence of slides, | believe.
4 It's on page 13, bottom of the col um.
5 Did Manitoba Hydro determ ne that the
6 Interlake Tribal Council nenbers were not rel evant
7 wWith respect to the MMIP project?
8 M5. COUGHLIN: No, we didn't nake that
9 determ nation
10 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Did you engage any
11  of these First Nations?
12 MS. COUGHLIN:. We engaged with Peguis
13 First Nation.
14 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: Thank you. And they
15 are one of the five.
16 M5. COUGHLIN: (Wtness nodding).
17 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Did you have any
18 inquiries fromthese First Nations?
19 M5. COUGHLIN:  We had many inquiries
20 fromPeguis First Nation
21 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Right. 1'm not
22 asking a Peguis First Nation question; |'m asking
23 a Manitoba WIdlands question. And | was struck
24 by the map and the hole between the lakes. So it
25 is acuriosity, but it's a straightforward
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1 guestion. So I'mtaking the answer as no.
2 M5. COUGHLIN: So | think we have an
3 IR on this question, so it's SCO 021. So Manitoba
4 Hydro has renai ned open and fl exi bl e throughout
5 the First Nation and Metis engagenent process, and
6 has reached out to other communities where it was
7 subsequent |y understood there m ght be an interest
8 or concern related to the project area. Manitoba
9 Hydro has not, to date, received any information
10 that an additional conmunity fromthe Interlake
11 has had interest in the project area.
12 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Fair enough. And
13 t hank you very nuch for that. |'mgoing to stay
14 with what you said earlier, that you didn't
15 specifically reach out, but you also didn't have
16 i nquiries.
17 M5. COUGHLIN: That's correct. And we
18 also included four indigenous organizations in the
19 process, which included many First Nations within
20 t hei r nmenber shi p.
21 M5. VWHELAN ENNS: But the | RTC Counci
22 wasn't one of those organizations?
23 M5. COUGHLIN:  No, but many of the
24 communities wthin their Council were.
25 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Thank you.
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1 So what | was doing where | sit in the
2 room while this panel was presenting, was trying
3 to hear, and it sounds much better up here. And |
4 was advised -- | had a short conversation al so

5 with the sound staff person, and also to see and

6 read. So there's been a little bit of

7 conversation -- this is just ny phone w ndi ng

8 down. 1'Il put it under here, where it's quieter.
9 Not hi ng el se goi ng on.

10 So | appreciate the cooment fromthe
11 Chair before we broke at |unch.

12 The back pages in your nmaterial are

13 not cross-referenced to which slides they pertain
14 to, okay. And | have a long list of the slides.
15 | was nmoving around the room which is not the

16 best, but I was trying to see, okay, trying to

17 read.

18 So | have a long list here, which

19 there's no point in asking questions about,
20 M. Chair, of the slides that were not readabl e.
21 M5. COUGHLIN: We're sorry if there
22 was any conveni ence.
23 M5. WHELAN ENNS: | appreciate that,
24 and | heard M. Joyal's apol ogy about one slide.
25 There's a ot of content that's inportant in your
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1 presentation, and you had a handi cap, and t hat
2 affects the rest of us also. So that's basically
3 the main thing to say.
4 But | can't renenber -- | think the
5 last tine in a Manitoba Hydro CEC hearing where |
6 had this difficulty was in the Bipole |1l hearing,
7 okay. And | really encourage the CEC to consi der
8 the fact that there's nmuch | arger screens
9 available here in the conference centre, and in
10 use today -- in the Convention Centre, rather. So
11  again, ny synpathies, but it affects us all, and
12 there's a lot of very inportant content in what
13 you are presenting.
14 So, M. Joyal.
15 MR, JOYAL: Ckay.
16 M5. WHELAN ENNS: Ckay. Thank you.
17 Thank you, M. Chair. And | w Il adjust ny phone
18 by two m nutes.
19 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you.
20 MS. COUGHLI N:  Thank you.
21 THE CHAIRVAN: Al right. That brings
22 us to our next participant, the Southeast
23  Stakehol ders Coalition.
24 MR. TOYNE: One mnute, M. Chair.
25 M. Chair, the Coalition and the
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1 Dakota are going to switch for this panel, so ny
2 col | eague will question, and then I will follow
3 THE CHAI RVAN:  That w Il be fine, but
4 | would ask in the future -- | think | did nention
5 this once already -- if you could just advise the
6 secretary beforehand that you are going to do
7 that, just so we know before we get into it.
8 MR. TOYNE: W only decided a couple
9 of m nutes ago, which is why | was running back
10 and forth.
11 THE CHAI RVAN:  All right. Thanks.
12 W'l |l nove on to Dakota Pl ains
13 MR. MLLS: Thank you, M. Chair. W
14 friend M. Toyne didn't want to corner ne as he
15 did yesterday, so he offered ne the ability to be
16 full and conpl ete today.
17 MR. MLLS: Panel, good afternoon
18 Sone old fam liar faces and sone friends. W
19 thank you for the work you have done, and we
20 acknowl edge that we are all |earning, and we
21 appreciate the informati on you provide us wth.
22 We have a few points and concerns, and
23 | don't know who to address themto, so, Trevor,
24 perhaps |I'll address to you, and you can hand off
25 as required.
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1 Trevor, we barely recogni zed you, the

2 new | ook. Congratul ati ons.

3 MR. JOYAL: It comes naturally.

4 MR. MLLS: Well, we're both headed in
5 opposite directions, so | respect what you're

6 doing.

7 | guess Dakota Plains' nost unique

8 characteristic, and I'd like you to explain to us
9 how you manage it, is the fact that unlike their
10 Treaty friends who have ceded, surrendered, and

11 turned over this land to the Crowmn, and unlike the
12 Metis, who are working on other agreenments with

13 the Crown, the Dakota's position is they have

14 never really given up their claimand first right
15 to this |and.

16 Do you, in your process, Vviewthe

17 non-Treaty -- | think they are the only non-Treaty
18 band in this project that's participating. Do you

19 view themin a different nmanner?

20 M5. COUGHLIN: | should -- I'Il take
21  this.

22 MR. MLLS: Dakota Tipi, | guess.

23 MS. COUGHLIN: | was going to correct

24 the record --

25 MR MLLS: GCkay. Thank you
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1 M5. COUGHLIN:. -- yeah, and
2 i nclude ...
3 Bot h Dakota nation were included as
4 other First Nations or the MW were included; they
5 had the same nmaterials provided, the sane
6 guestions asked, and participated in the sane
7 fashi on.
8 MR MLLS: As a result of their never
9 havi ng surrendered these |ands, do you view them
10 as having a prior or greater claimparticipation
11 in this process?
12 M5. ZEBROWSKI : Hi.
13 From Mani t oba Hydro's perspective,
14  when we're working with comunities, we are
15 engaging with communities to understand concerns,
16 understand interests. And | think sone of the
17 topics that you are raising, we certainly
18 recogni ze that those conmunities have not signed a
19 Treaty.
20 What that mght nean in terns of
21 rights or other considerations related to the | and
22 base would be a nation-to-nation discussion with
23 the Cowm. And so from Hydro's perspective, you
24 know, determ ning what may or may not be a right
25 or atitle, or any of those kinds of things, is a
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1 bit beyond Hydro's mandate and expertise. So we

2 woul d certainly |eave that determ nation for the

3 Crown consul tation process.

4 But we would certainly want, as ny

5 col | eague has referenced, to work with both

6 communities at Dakota Tipi and Dakota Plains to

7 ensure that we understand their concerns and work
8 with themfor -- you know, determne mtigation

9 measures to the extent that we are able in our

10 process.

11 MR. MLLS: Thank you

12 So, for instance, you recently

13 circulated a comunity benefits docunent,

14 Shannon's signature on April 21st, in which

15 Mani t oba Hydro says that in addition to the MMIP
16 engagenent process, Hydro is seeking to enter into
17 comuni ty-specific agreenents with the I ndi genous
18 comuni ties who Manitoba Hydro understands have

19 interests in the project area.
20 | guess this is sort of a smaller
21 version of the Bipole CDI fund; is that fair to
22 say?
23 M5. ZEBROWSKI: We're taking a
24 slightly different approach in this project.
25 Certainly we | earned sonme | essons in Bipole Il
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and so for MMIP, we're seeking individual

agreenents with I ndigenous conmunities, and we're
havi ng -- you know, conversations wth each
i ndi vi dual community about those.

MR. MLLS: Thank you, Deirdre.

Is it fair to say that the agreenent
that -- well, | can't speak for other First
Nations, but it appeared to us that the community
benefit agreement that you seened to take sone
great pride in sharing with the Chairman on the
21st of April, isn't it in fact a for-cash, ful
and conplete release of any clains that the First
Nat i ons m ght have agai nst Hydro for this
devel opment ?

M5. ZEBROWBKI: | don't want to get
into too much detail on these specifics of the
agreenent, specifically for the reason that while
we have sent invitations to different conmmunities
to have conversati ons about these agreenents, for
a variety of reasons we haven't yet had the
opportunity to sit down with each conmunity. So |
woul d prefer to have that opportunity to discuss
those with those communities individually before
we start discussing details in a public forum

But | will confirm in reference to
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your question, that the agreenents that Manitoba
Hydro i s proposing do not include a rel ease.

MR MLLS: Wll, you have sat down
with Dakota Plains. | was present for the
di scussion, and the docunent that you presented to
us appeared to be a release. |If you're going to
share with the CEC the sketch of the community
benefits agreenent, and take it as a quality of
the relationship work you are doing with First
Nations, wouldn't it be -- that "transparent” word
t hat we' ve been hearing a lot fromHydro |ately,
Deirdre -- wouldn't it be transparent for you to
publicly share that with La Broqueri e and Dakota
Pl ai ns?

The sense that we often get is that
Mani t oba Hydro doesn't have, in fact, an
establ i shed protocol for this process, and those
of us who were here for Bipole wtnessed nunbers
that staggered us in a wide range. W found the
nunber that was offered to us under comunity
benefits by Manitoba Hydro recently as being --
what | heard at the band office was "m ssing a few
zeros."

Is it not part of this C ean

Envi ronnment Commi ssi on process to openly and

Page 384
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1 transparently review the relationshi ps and how you
2 are solving and worki ng through the conpl etion of
3 this project?

4 MS. ZEBROWBKI: When Mani toba Hydro is
5 | ooking to seek agreenents with communities,

6 general ly speaking, we want to have those

7 conversations directly with communities and not

8 through a public forum So if there are concerns
9 that Dakota Plains has about the initial

10 di scussi on that Manitoba Hydro had, we would

11 certainly be wlling to neet again and have sone
12 further discussions. But in the interest and

13 fairness to the conmunities with whom we have not
14 yet been able to have the conversation, we'd |ike
15 to have the conversation there first.

16 MR MLLS: Gkay. Thank you

17 The ATK study that you graciously

18 funded, and we thank you, was prepared by Col der &
19 Associates. Do you have it handy?
20 MS. COUGHLIN:  Yeah, we've got it
21 here.
22 MR MLLS: Okay. | just have a
23 digital copy. Could you provide that to the CEC
24 as a docunent that's been referenced?
25 M5. COUGHLIN: | thought it was
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ref erenced.

MR MLLS: Is it? W don't need to?
Al'l right, thank you.

5.6, project-specific concerns, which
is really the conclusion of the ATK report,

i ndi cates that the menbers stated a nunber of
concerns related to the project. And

i nterestingly enough, the concerns weren't routing
concerns; they were either process or context
concerns.

And | understand fully -- thank you
for the trenendous routing explanati ons we have
received -- and | understand how you transl ate
routing information into the path you choose. But
as an exanpl e, Dakota Plains raised -- their
summary concern was they are concerned -- they
want environnmental projects to purify the air.

That seened to be their strongest
statenent and greatest concern. Yet we observe
that Manitoba Hydro nmay well burn the sl ash.
Hydro, unli ke other agencies, doesn't have a
no-idling policy. Hydro will burn through the
night, when it's illegal for others to do that.

Does your departnment or your division

or your process take the information you receive

Page 386

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 387

1 and attenpt to translate it to your construction
2 peopl e and explain to them-- you know, we heard
3 routi ng concerns around graveyards; we heard
4 routing concerns around historical sites; but we
5 heard process concerns. And can you assure ne
6 that you take that information and you boil it
7 down and give it to M. Penner's team and nmake
8 sure they understand?
9 M5. COUGHLIN: | think you've got a
10 few questions in there.
11 You know, over the three years that we
12 met with Chief Snoke and the rest of the
13 comunity, one of the key things we heard over and
14 over again was the inportance of the extent of the
15 traditional territory of the Dakota people, and
16 how it extended well beyond the boundaries of not
17 just Manitoba, but the country. And we heard of
18 the inportance of how that traditional territory
19 was, and continue to tell that story and that
20 i nportance in the docunents that we prepare.
21 And under st andi ng that they haven't
22 ceded land to the Crown was anot her inportant
23 nmessage that we heard repeatedly from Chi ef Snoke.
24 And we al so heard the inportance of travel routes
25 in the area, and we heard that through neetings
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1 and through | unches and through conversati ons we
2 had over a |long tine.
3 And then of course we have this
4 information that you have sunmari zed, and | think
5 you are identifying the clean air and burning as
6 the top priority issue. 1 don't think this report
7 actually says that, and | don't think it's
8 sonet hing that we heard continually throughout the
9 engagenent process. It has been sumarized as a
10 concern; | don't think it's the top concern,
11 t hough.
12 But needl ess to say, we have conveyed
13 the information that's provided in these reports
14 to others at Manitoba Hydro, including the
15 construction team
16 MR MLLS: |I'mnot sure we're hearing
17 t he sane questions, but | appreciate the answer to
18 whatever the question that was.
19 Tradi tional |and and resource use,
20 5.6.1, concludes by saying:
21 "Dakot a Pl ai ns Wahpeton Nati on menbers
22 recommend that project activities do
23 not conprom se water and soil quality
24 and that mtigation neasures are
25 included to purify the water and the
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1 soil."
2 You are correct, it doesn't say "air."
3 So ny question was -- and I'Il try and
4 ask it nore directly: How does your team
5 translate process concerns to your construction
6 di vi si on?
7 M5. COUGHLIN:  And when you say
8 "process concerns," what do you nean,
9 specifically?
10 MR. MLLS: Whether or not you are
11 going to nmulch or burn the biomass. Wen you hear
12 concerns about air and water quality, do you take
13 that information fromthe First Nation, and do you
14 teamw th construction and say, "W've heard these
15 concerns"?
16 And do they say, "Well, wait a m nute;
17 we' re planning on burning all of that junk"?
18 And do you advise themthat you are
19 encountering resistance on itens like that? To
20 gi ve you a specific exanple.
21 M5. COUGHLIN: Yeah, we have shared
22 information, specifically what you are referring
23 to, with the fol ks who devel oped the integrated
24 veget ati on managenent plan. So that information
25 has been shar ed.
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1 MR MLLS: GCkay. Wen you hear
2 concerns about air quality fromFirst Nations, do
3 you share them-- in this case, did you share them
4 wWith either Stantec or the Penbina Institute in
5 their preparation of reports on air quality and
6 greenhouse gas life cycle anal ysis?
7 M5. COUGHLIN: W didn't share
8 concerns about air quality from Dakota Plains with
9 t he Penbina Institute, because this information
10 that we received in this report cane |ater than
11  when the Penbina Institute report was devel oped.
12 MR. MLLS: Do you share concerns by
13 any First Nation when they raise themwth regards
14 to Mother Earth? Do you share those concerns and
15 add any enphasis to what Penbina Institute or
16 Stantec's reports concl uded?
17 M5. COUGHLIN: Absolutely. W share
18 i nformati on about what we understand our concerns
19 fromneetings that we have with comunities, with
20 the Stantec team so that includes discipline
21 | eads who wote chapters in the EIS and techni cal
22 data reports.
23 MR. MLLS: GCkay. Last point, and
24 perhaps it's an undertaking. Your First Nation
25 and Metis engagenent process, appendi x 4A, sumrary
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1 of engagenent activities, seens to end about two
2 years ago. Wuld it be possible for you to
3 provide us with an updated engagenent sunmary?
4 M5. COUGHLIN: We have an IR that
5 provi ded an update on engagenent since the filing
6 of the EIS. And we'll rustle papers here for a
7 bit tofind it for you
8 MR MLLS: | agree with Shannon
9 there were too many of them | mght have m ssed
10 that one. Can you tell nme which nunber it was?
11 M5. COUGHLIN: Sure. Just a nonent,
12 pl ease.
13 | believe it's CEC 79. D d you want
14 nme toread it?
15 MR. MLLS: No, that's fine. [I'll
16 | ook it up.
17 M5. COUGHLI N: Ckay.
18 MR, MLLS: And just one nonent.
19 It's a nunber that was offered to nme
20 in passing, and it's probably not a question, but
21 I"d like to put it to you at this tinme anyway.
22 In all of the work that you do, do you
23 under stand what the potential is for resource
24 managenent in assisting First Nations in dealing
25 with their very, very significant issues?
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1 M5. COUGHLIN: Could you repeat that

2 agai n? Sorry.

3 MR MLLS: Well 1'lIl start with the

4 statenent. Wien | go to Manitoba Hydro PUB

5 review, and | observe what Hydro has confirnmed is
6 the dollar value of conmtted sales to date,

7 revenue on this project we're tal king about, would
8 your team have any sense of the fact that 1/100 of
9 1 per cent of the sales that Mnitoba Hydro has

10 commtted to date on this project would w pe out
11 all of the housing issues on Dakota Pl ains? Does
12 that statistic raise anything with you?

13 M5. COUGHLIN:  We have been to Dakota
14 Pl ai ns frequently, and we recogni ze the financi al
15 shortages that they have. So if that's what

16 you're getting at.

17 MR. MLLS: Do you understand that

18 those financial shortages are significantly as a
19 result of them not having surrendered these | ands
20 that you are now attenpting to process through for
21  substantive revenue source?
22 M5. COUGHLIN: | think there's many
23 reasons that contribute to their current
24 condition. | think it's very conplicat ed.
25 MR MLLS: Chief Snoke would
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1 di sagree. They don't have any noney.
2 Al right, that's all. Thank you.
3 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, M. MIIs.
4 Al right. Back, then, to the
5 previ ous participant. W'Ill now hear fromthe
6 Sout heast Stakeholders Coalition. M. Toyne.
7 MR. TOYNE: All right. Thank you
8 M. Chair. And just for Madam Reporter, again, ny
9 nane i s Kevin Toyne.
10 Just so everybody knows where I'I| be
11 headed, |I'm planning to start off asking sone
12 questions directed primarily to M. Joyal, and
13 then 1'1l have sone questions directed to other
14 menbers of the panel. Then we'll talk a little
15 bit about your personal involvenent in the Round 2
16 wor kshop to sel ect what eventually becane the
17 final preferred route. And then | will go back to
18 pi cking on M. Joyal at the end.
19 Al right. So if we could pull up
20 Slide 17. It's the public event |ocation slide.
21 Thank you.
22 Now, | notice that there's a nunber of
23 comunities that are not listed on there, and |I'm
24 just going to ask if there was a principal basis
25 for them being excluded, or if there was sone
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1 ot her reason that they weren't incl uded.
2 So, for exanple, just a little bit
3 east of Anola, along H ghway 15, there's a town
4 called Vivian; a little bit southeast of that,
5 there's a town called Ross. |s there a reason why
6 sone sort of an open house or public event didn't
7 take place in one or both of those communities?
8 MR. JOYAL: In determning |ocations
9 for open house, we do |look at nmjor centres that
10 do actually have a community centre, or something
11 that can have a |l arge group attend. W al so | ook
12 at it based on whether or not there's nore of a
13 30-minute driving area to that site. Therefore
14 those are the criteria we use when determ ning
15 | ocations for open houses.
16 MR. TOYNE: So, then, people who
17 reside in, say, Vivian or Ross, they would be able
18 to go to Dugald, Anola, or Richer for one of the
19 meetings there? That's the general idea?
20 MR. JOYAL: |If a | andowner was in
21 Vivian, they could be in Anola within 10 m nutes.
22 MR. TOYNE: Al right.
23 | also note that there were no
24 nmeetings held in the communities of, say,
25 Sandi | ands or Whodridge. Sane reason that those
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1 comunities didn't get neetings?
2 MR JOYAL: As | said, 30 mnutes of
3 driving is sonething that we do | ook at. The
4 communities that we | ook at, |ike Sandil ands or
5 Saint Labre, are smaller comunities. |t does not
6 mean that they do not have the same opportunities
7 to share information with Hydro representatives
8 through the e-nmail or phone I|ine.
9 MR. TOYNE: | was going to ask about
10 Saint Labre next. But what about Hadashvill e,
11 whi ch doesn't even warrant a reference on your
12 slide?
13 MR JOYAL: Based on the route
14  planning area where we were | ooking at,
15 Hadashville is further out. And we did have a
16 neeting wwth the RM of Reynol ds in Hadashvill e.
17 But an open house was not held, no,
18 you're correct.
19 MR. TOYNE: For the next question, if
20 you could pull up two docunents. One of them
21 would be Slide Nunber 26. And then if one of the
22 fol ks behind you woul d be kind enough to pull up
23 Mani t oba Hydro's response to the Coalition IR 76.
24 It's the one that's got the criteria being
25 conpared between St. Vital, Letellier, and MMIP
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Al'l right, so as | understood it,
what's up on Slide 26 is a sanple of some of the
feedback that you had received in either the
pr e- engagenent or Round 1 or Round 2 process. |Is
t hat accurat e?

MR. JOYAL: It was asked on a comment
formthat we had provided in Round 1

MR. TOYNE: And in the routing
criteria concerns category, the top concern, it
| ooks to ne, by far, would be separation from
residences in urban areas. |s that an accurate
st at enent ?

MR. JOYAL: That is accurate.

MR. TOYNE: And as | understand it,
this type of feedback is intended to influence the
routing decisions that are nmade by Mnitoba Hydro
as the process goes on, correct?

MR. JOYAL: This question was asked to
understand the participants' views and what their
priorities were earlier in the process. This did
not make a determ nation of where the route would
go, but to gain an understanding for when those
di scussions were to occur.

We do hear |lots on the | andscape. And

as | outlined in ny presentation, heritage sites
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1 were not as inportant as an overall, but were very
2 inportant at the | ocal |evel.
3 MR. TOYNE: Al right. So maybe if
4 you could turn up the Hydro response to Coalition
5 IR 76.
6 So this is a docunent that's conparing
7 certain criteria between St. Vital and Letellier
8 and Manit oba- M nnesota Transm ssion Project. So
9 the very first criteria that's listed is relocated
10 resi dences.
11 | take it you' ve got that there in
12 front of you, M. Joyal?
13 MR JOYAL: Yes, | do.
14 MR. TOYNE: So for the St. Vital to
15 Letellier project, that particular criteria is
16 wei ghted at 43.4 per cent. And you'd agree with
17 me that that particular criteria would have been
18 set before you received this feedback?
19 MR. JOYAL: Fromthis particular
20 comment formthat we did, correct, whereas we do
21 still receive this type of information in other
22 projects that we do undert ake.
23 MR. TOYNE: Right. Sois it fair to
24 say that this type of feedback here is consistent
25 with feedback you had received at other tines
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1 during this project, and even in other projects,
2 like Bipole I11?
3 MR. JOYAL: Sorry about the del ay.
4 Wth regards to rel ocated residence
5 t hrough other projects, it is one of the main
6 concerns that we hear. But as well, as | outlined
7 in my presentation, the understanding of the
8 i nportance of subdividing parcels in proposed
9 devel opnment was key, and was given a percentage
10 that St. Vital did not have, as that was not a
11 primary concern of that project in particular.
12 We did end up giving it a weight, but
13 still maintaining that rel ocated residence was the
14 nost inportant criteria in the built category.
15 MR. TOYNE: Just so it's clear for
16 t hose who do not have that exact sane chart in
17 front of themat this mnute, what you're
18 referring to is the weighting that's given to that
19 rel ocated residence for the MMIP project, correct?
20 MR. JOYAL: That's correct.
21 MR. TOYNE: For St. Vital-Letellier,
22 Mani t oba Hydro weights that particular criteria,
23 rel ocated residences, at 43.4 per cent. You then
24 recei ve feedback about how inportant it is. And
25 Mani t oba Hydro's response is to reduce the wei ght
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of that criteria to 27.1 per cent, correct?

MR JOYAL: |1'd have to say you are
incorrect. The relocated residences is stil
wei ghted the highest, and the percentage is
rel ocated based on additional feedback that we
receive for MMIP

As | said, there's various different
interests on the | andscape, and the proposed
devel opnment criteria did not exist for St. Vital
and was allocated 15.5 per cent, but is still in
relation to the 27.1 that relocated residences did
receive in the MMIP eval uati on nodel

MR TOYNE: Al right. Let's goto
the next criteria on IR response 76, potenti al
rel ocated residences. So for St. Vital to
Letellier, it's listed at 23.5 per cent, right?

MR, JOYAL: Correct.

MR. TOYNE: And in response to
f eedback received, like the feedback we're | ooking
up at Slide 26 there, Hydro's response is to
reduce the inportance of that particular criteria
down to 17.1 per cent; is that accurate?

MR. JOYAL: The nunber itself is
decreased, but the relationship between the

criteriais still there. W still only have
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1 100 per cent to allocate in this process, and
2 because of additional information and the way
3 agricultural lands were viewed through St. Vital,
4 we did nodify it, but it is still considered a
5 very inportant category in the built. And
6 therefore relocated residences and potentially
7 rel ocated residences still receive 44 per cent of
8 the overall built criteria.
9 MR. TOYNE: And that's roughly what
10 just relocated residences were worth in
11 St. Vital-Letellier, if my math is accurate.
12 MR. JOYAL: As | said, proposed
13 devel opnents were sonething that we now wanted to
14 consider in our route selection process.
15 MR. TOYNE: All right. So let's nove
16 to the next criteria.
17 W have got proximty to residences.
18 So for St. Vital-Letellier, it's listed at
19 7.9 per cent weighting. And again, after
20 recei ving additional feedback for this project,
21 i ncluding the feedback that's referred to up on
22 Slide 26, Hydro cuts that criteria down in
23 inportance to 6.4 per cent. |s that correct?
24 M5. COUGHLIN: | wonder if these
25 guestions are better asked of the routing panel.
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1 They are pretty specific, detailed questions, and

2 it mght nmake nore sense to ask them of the

3 routing panel.

4 MR TOYNE: |If M. Joyal is not

5 confortabl e answering questions about the feedback

6 he received, | can ask them tonorrow

7 M. Joyal ?

8 MR. JOYAL: | do disagree that as --

9 though it is lower in nunber, it is not -- it is
10 still a very inportant criteria in built, just as
11 every other criteria. And the information that we
12 do collect, although sonetines conflicting, and
13 sonetimes there are various perspectives, we aim
14 to incorporate these pieces and these perspectives
15 into our processes. And this activity here that
16 you' re |l ooking at is one that we undertook at
17 early stages and did not define where the route
18 woul d go.

19 MR. TOYNE: Al right. To reflect

20 your col | eague's concerns, why don't | nove on to
21 ny next set of questions.

22 So with respect to the First Nations
23 and Metis engagenent process, ny understanding

24 fromwhat the panel had to say today and what's
25 contained in the EISis that there were tw types
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1 of concerns that you received.
2 "1l call one of them nore general
3 concerns. So, for exanple, a transm ssion |line
4 goi ng over |land nakes it less desirable for a TLE
5 selection. Please avoid Crown lands if you can.
6 Those | woul d characterize as nore
7 general concerns. But then you al so received nore
8 site-specific concerns about a particular area or
9 a particular zone where there m ght be certain
10 activities that are going on, or certain sites of
11 significance. |Is that a fair way to characterize
12 the concerns that you received during your
13 process?
14 M5. THOWPSON: Yes, that's correct.
15 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. Now, it also struck
16 me that the -- I'Il try it a different way.
17 It struck me that a lot of routing
18 deci sions were being nade before the process that
19 you were engaged in had really started to get off
20 the ground. Is that a fair statenent?
21 M5. COUGHLIN:  No, | don't think
22 that's a fair statement. W had initiated
23  engagenent activities in 2013, before rounds of
24 routi ng began.
25 MR. TOYNE: All right. And when did
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1 you start entering into agreenments with different
2 organi zations to fund ATK studies?

3 M5. COUGHLIN: | think I could get the
4 exact date, but | think beginning in 2014,

5 extending to 2016. But of course the First

6 Nati ons and Metis engagenent process includes the
7 outcones of ATK studies as well as the

8 conversations and understandi ngs that we received
9 t hrough neeting and working with First Nations and
10 Metis and MVF.

11 MR. TOYNE: Right, | understand that.
12 But maybe I'll try to ask it a different way.

13 So, for exanple, the outconmes of the
14 ATK studi es were unknown during the first --

15 definitely the first round, but also for nost of
16 the second round of the routing decision. Is that
17 an accurate statenent?

18 M5. THOWPSON: During the first round,
19 we held routing workshops with some of the First
20 Nations, which is detailed in chapter 4.
21 MR. TOYNE: Right. And ny question
22 was, is that the results of the ATK studies were
23 unknown during Round 1 and also for all of
24 Round 27
25 M5. THOWPSON: The results of the ATK
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study were unknown. However, we did have

prelimnary information fromthat tine about
specific site concerns fromFirst Nations.

MR, TOYNE: |Is there a reason why so
many routing decisions woul d be made before the
ATK process was conpl ete?

M5. COUGHLIN: | think your premse is
that we're naki ng deci sions before having any
information, and that's sinply not the case. W
had information, concerns fromFirst Nation shared
t hroughout the process as well as through the ATK
st udi es.

MR, TOYNE: | think the point I'm
trying to nake is not that you didn't have any
information; it's just that you had inconplete
information. Wuld you agree with that?

M5. COUGHLIN:  No, | don't think
woul d agree with that.

MR. TOYNE: Ckay. So then let's talk
about the information that you had. Let's talk
about Round 1.

So during the Round 1 process, that's
when the border crossing was being sel ected,
right?

MR, JOYAL: Correct.
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MR. TOYNE: And to go back to ny

general and specific dichotony, you were receiving
bot h general and specific concerns fromthe First
Nations that you were engaged with and al so from
the MW at that time?

M5. THOWPSON: At that tinme we were
recei ving general and specific concerns primarily
fromFirst Nations.

MR TOYNE: Al right. So if we can
go back -- you know what, we can't go back
because it's not on the particular set of slides
from today.

So there were a nunber of routes that
were elimnated during the first round. A nunber
of themtravelled further east fromthe current
final preferred route: Routes FWZ, DKT, and DZG
Are you guys famliar with those routes?

MR. JOYAL: Yes, we are.

MR. TOYNE: So could you tell me what
the general and the nore specific concerns that
you m ght have heard about those three routes as
they travelled east from Anola down towards the
Ross area?

M5. THOWPSON:. Yes, if you can -- if

you have Map 11.3 in the EIS, it details a |ot of
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1 the site-specific information that hel ped i nform

2 our deci si on- maki ng.

3 MR. TOYNE: \Wich map?

4 M5. THOWSON: 11.3 in the EIS

5 MR TOYNE: All right. Let ne grab

6 it; one sec.

7 So Map 11-3. Al right. Then if I'm
8 understanding this particular map, there is a

9 | arge -- what do you say that is, pink or red,

10 box?

11 M5. THOWPSON:  Ah, nmauve?

12 MR, TOYNE: Ckay, let's go with mauve;
13 "1l take mauve.

14 And it's to the east of MsO2F, and it
15 says "Site of Potential Treaty Land Entitlement"?
16 M5. THOWPSON: Yes, there is that area
17 identified on the map. Wiat was key for us was

18 Area 3, which is in the bottomeast side of the

19 map, which was a key site identified by nultiple
20 First Nations as being an area of interest with
21 potential for hundreds of relevant sites for First
22 Nations in the area.
23 MR. TOYNE: All right. So the
24 question | had asked, though, was up around the
25 Vivian and Ross area. And as far as | can tell,
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there is nothing that's identified on this nmap
west of the MsO2F in that particular area. |Is
that a true statenent?

M5. THOWPSON. That's a true -- Peguis
has a TLE sel ection just south of there that you
can't quite see on the map, just with the scale.

MR. TOYNE: All right. But south of
Ste. Genevieve, or south of Ross?

M5. THOWPSON: Yeah, it's within that
box.

MR TOYNE: Ch, so it's within the
mauve box?

MS. THOWPSON:  Yes.

MR. TOYNE: Ckay. So, then, |eaving
that box aside, and it's to the east of MO2F,
there's nothing on this particular map which you
i ndicated would reflect the site-specific concerns
you heard in the Vivian and Ross area?

M5. THOWPSON: At the time, during
Round 1, the information that we had received from
the communities was at that tine, they had nore
concerns about the southeastern Area 3. However,
as the routing process progressed, we heard nore
concerns as well about overall study area.

MR. TOYNE: Right. But right now

Page 407
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1 we're just in Round 1, so we'll conme back to the

2 next round in a few m nutes.

3 You had al so tal ked about concerns in

4 Area 3, and that looks like it's an area that's

5 primarily to the east of MbO2F. Not entirely, but

6 primarily to the east?

7 M5. THOWPSON: Yeah, it appears to

8 i nclude M602F as wel | .

9 MR. TOYNE: All right. And the part
10 of the line that goes along the west side of the
11 Wat son Davidson W1 dlife Managenent Area, and the
12 subsequently elimnated route that goes to the
13 east of that wldlife managenent area, those fal
14 outside of Area 3, which you had indicated was the
15 area of the nost concern?

16 M5. THOWPSON. It appears that the one
17 box around Marchand, the very corner goes into

18 Area 3.

19 MR. TOYNE: And we're talking about

20 t he mauve box?

21 M5. THOWPSON: Yes -- would you cal

22 it mauve? Hot pink, mauve.

23 That was identified as Heritage Area
24 Nunmber 1.

25 MR. TOYNE: So the hot pink box around
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1 Marchand, that is Heritage Area Nunmber 17

2 M5. THOWPSON: Yes, that's correct.

3 MR. TOYNE: All right. And the fina

4 preferred route travels through that area?

5 M5. THOWPSON: Yes. It travels to the
6 west of that area, in that area.

7 MR. TOYNE: Now, in response to one of
8 the questions that was asked earlier, | think by

9 M. Beddone, there were concerns that were

10 expressed about the area east of that wildlife

11 managenent area?

12 M5. THOWPSON: Yes, that is correct.
13 MR. TOYNE: Now, are we tal king the

14 area to the imedi ate east, or a certain distance
15 east? Like, can you be a little bit nore

16 specific?

17 M5. THOWPSON: We're tal king about the
18 area between Sandil ands -- between Watson P

19 Davi dson and Pocock Lake, as well as further east.
20 MR. TOYNE: And can you see that | ake
21 on the map?
22 M5. THOWPSON:  Yeah. [It's hard to
23 see, just with the scale of the map, but Pocock is
24 ri ght beside Watson P. Davi dson.
25 MR, TOYNE: All right. Howclose is
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1 it tothe railway tracks in that area? Maybe that
2 wll help. Do you know?

3 M5. THOWSON: | can't tell you the

4 di stance, but it appears to be just southeast of

5 the railroad tracks.

6 MR. TOYNE: We are approaching the

7 break. Maybe we can independently wander over to
8 the I arge map behi nd us, and we can cone back to

9 it after the break.

10 All right. So other than the mauve

11 box up in the northeast quadrant, and the Heritage
12 Area Nunmber 1 around Marchand, were there any

13 ot her real zones of intense specific concerns that
14 were rai sed during Round 17?

15 MR. JOYAL: Feedback received through
16 both process, the public engagenent First Nation
17 and Metis engagenent process, did share concerns
18 along that area. Concerns raised by nunicipal

19 council, proximty to residences in the area of
20 Mar chand, the sensitivity of the ridge in the
21 area, were all things that were brought forward
22  through both of these processes and were
23 considered and reflected in route decision-mnmaking.
24 MR TOYNE: Al right. So I'll take
25 that as a qualified no, and nove on.
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1 M5. THOWPSON: Sorry, can you expl ain
2 your coment? You'll take it as a no that there

3 were no concerns, or that there were general

4 concerns?

5 MR. TOYNE: That there were no ot her

6 concerns.

7 M5. THOWPSON: Onh, yes, there were

8 ot her concerns. |If you look, there is half a

9 pent agon near Piney, and that was Heritage Area 2,
10 which was also a significant concern. And there's
11 al so a sacred and traditional practices area just
12 at the bottom of the map.

13 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. So those four

14 areas, those are the four big concerns that were
15 raised? |Is that --

16 MR, JOYAL: In regards to the concerns
17 in the area, there's concerns raised through

18 multiple different people and nultiple different
19 st akehol der groups, and not just the First Nation
20 engagenent process. This map was a tool used in
21 routi ng decisions, whereas information that we
22 col |l ected through the public engagenent process
23 and st akehol der groups was also included in this
24 process. And this map is not the be-all and
25 end-all of our route decision-nmaking process.
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1 MR. TOYNE: All right. The only

2 reason we are on this map i s one of your

3 col | eagues suggested it. Wiy don't we nove on.

4 s there another map in chapter 11

5 that woul d be a useful reference point for Round 2
6 concerns?

7 MR JOYAL: The routes that are on the
8 map that you were just | ooking at are Round 2

9 rout es.

10 M5. THOWPSON: The map al so incl udes
11 f eedback that we heard during Round 1

12 MR. TOYNE: Oh, okay. Sorry. The

13 guestions | had been asking were, | thought, about
14 Round 1, but | guess this map is Round 1 and

15 Round 2.

16 M5. THOWPSON: That's correct.

17 MR TOYNE: All right. So | just want
18 to make sure that | haven't mssed it.

19 So the area along the Riel-St. Vita
20 transm ssion corridor fromAnola to Vivian, and
21 t hen south down towards Ross, were there any other
22 site-specific concerns that were identified,
23 either in Round 1 or Round 2, during the FN MEP
24 process?
25 M5. THOWPSON: The concerns in that
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1 area that were raised were primarily nore genera
2 in that area during Round 2.
3 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. And just so it's
4 clear, and ties back to the position that the
5 Coalition is taking, this is part of the area
6 where elimnated route AY woul d have travelled
7 t hrough? Just so we're all on the sanme page.
8 MR. JOYAL: AY stayed conpletely west
9 of MBO2F, the existing 500 kV. Ross is to the
10 east -- no, sorry. Sorry, ny bad. Ross is to the
11 west .
12 But through that box, we didn't have
13 any routes init. That's where I'"'mgoing with
14  that.
15 MR. TOYNE: Right, okay. So to go
16 back to the AY route, which we'll talk a fair bit
17 nore about |ater this afternoon, based on what you
18 have said so far today and what this map is
19 reflecting, that part of the route that goes east
20 fromAnola to Vivian and then starts to track down
21 south towards Ross, there aren't really any
22 site-specific concerns that were identified during
23 the FN ME process?
24 M5. THOWPSON. So when we had gone out
25 wth Round 2, we hadn't had any routes identified
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1 in the area. And at the point of that routing

2 decision, as referenced in IR -- SSC IR 143, we

3 had just received -- we had just done the border

4 change, and we had heard significant concerns from
5 the group of three First Nations about the change
6 in the route at that tine.

7 So we had considered, if we had

8 presented Route AY, that there would be the sane

9 concer ns.

10 MR TOYNE: Right. So we'll cone back
11 to that point in alittle bit, in painful detail.
12 But maybe just to start -- Route AY,

13 so it was one of the routes that at |east three of
14 the four of you were involved in elimnating

15 during the Round 2 workshop. Do you know when it
16 was first introduced into the process? |Is that a
17 guestion that you know the answer to, or is that
18 sonething I should ask tonorrow?

19 MR. JOYAL: The routing panel wll
20 have nore di scussion on AY, whereas the public
21 engagenment process and our involvenent with the
22 muni ci pality of Tache and | ocal | andowners led to
23 t he devel opnent of this route that was then driven
24 and consi dered and then brought forward into the
25 route eval uation process.

204-782-4664 Reid Reporting Services



Volume 2 Manitoba-Minnesota Transmission May 9, 2017
Page 415

1 MR. TOYNE: So do you know when t hat

2 route was introduced? | don't need the sane |evel

3 of precision as when the video was finalized.

4 MR JOYAL: | wll have to go back and

5 | ook at the date, whereas it was just shortly

6 after it was brought forward by what was then

7 called the Tache Coalition, which is now referred

8 to the Sout heast Stakehol ders Coalition.

9 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. Maybe we can cone
10 back to that in alittle bit. 1 can ask ny fol ks
11 as wel | .

12 So the area of, say, from-- hang on;
13 let's get the direction right.

14 So west of the M502F, near Ross, down
15 towards the Town of Richer, |I'mnot seeing any

16 site-specific concerns that are being flagged on
17 this particular map. And | take your point that
18 this map is not the end-all of the be-all.

19 Were there any site-specific concerns
20 that were identified during the First Nation-Mtis
21 engagenment process in that particular area?

22 M5. THOWSON: So as | previously

23 indicated, we actually didn't have a route in that
24 area, so we didn't ask communities to consider and
25 share their concerns in that specific area. Oten
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10 Zone 3.

12 went .
13 ar ea.
14

M5. THOVPSON:

25 t hen, your team contacted al

1 communities are, we have heard in t

3 there's no routing near that area.
4 MR, TOYNE:

5 this is part of the -- and | can't
6

8 little northeast part?

M5. THOWPSON:  Yes, thi

MR. TOYNE: Al right.

15 make sure |'ve got it, the reason t

The ATK

20 area as there was no route through
MR. TOYNE: All right.
22 Mani t oba Hydro began to consider a
23 in that area, at sone tinme in 2014

24 can figure that out over the break

he past,

2 hesitant to share information that's sensitive if

Just so I've got it, so

remenber the

exact acronym but this is part of the potenti al

7 zone where this line is going to go, right, that

s is part of

And we did hear fromcomunities that
11 there were concerns the further east the route

assune that would al so apply for that

And just to

hat at this

16 stage you say you were unaware of site-specific

17 concerns i s because you just didn't ask?

studi es that

19 were ongoing at that tine were not focused on that

t hat area.
And after
potential route
-- and maybe we

-- |1 take it,

of the different
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1 First Nations that were involved in ATK studies to
2 alert themto that fact, so you could obtain their
3 views on that potential route?
4 M5. THOWPSON: No. First we eval uated
5 the route, and it wasn't the preferred route that
6 was selected, so we did not take it out to the
7 First Nations. And we can provide nore detail on
8 that in the routing presentation.
9 MR. TOYNE: | don't doubt it.
10 All right. So | guess for now, we're
11 still early in Round 2, so Hydro's operating blind
12 bet ween Ross and R cher. Wat about down -- from
13 Ri cher down towards Marchand, sort of follow ng
14 that -- what eventually becones elimnated route
15 segment 207. Were you hearing site-specific
16 concerns in that particular area at this point?
17 Assum ng you had actually taken the time to ask at
18 this point.
19 MR. JOYAL: During Round 2, we did
20 have segnent 207, and we did ask individuals in
21 the vicinity of concerns. There were
22 site-specific concerns raised fromindividuals, as
23 well as fromFirst Nation conmmunities, in regards
24 to the area around Marchand and Sandi | ands.
25 MR, TOYNE: All right. But north of
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1 that, say between R cher down to Marchand, were

2 there any site-specific concerns in that

3 particular area, or were they primarily or

4 excl usi vely between Marchand and Sandi | ands?

5 M5. THOWPSON: The ATF comrunity

6 report, which was filed as Appendix A of the EI S,
7 has a map that has Zone 3, which indicates some of
8 t he concerns in the area.

9 MR TOYNE: So that's in the team

10 report?

11 M5. THOWPSON: It is.

12 MR. TOYNE: Yeah.

13 Ckay, so beyond those specific

14 concerns, and where they are marked on that

15 particular map, were there other site-specific

16 concerns that you were aware of in that particul ar
17 area? O is that the sumtotal ?

18 M5. THOWPSON: Both Roseau River

19 Anishinabe First Nation and Peguis First Nation
20 al so indicated areas of interest in the area as
21 well.
22 MR. JOYAL: And froma public
23 engagenent perspective, we did have feedback in
24 the area, but I would have to go back and | ook at
25 mappi ng for site-specifics, as we do receive quite
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1 a bit of information.
2 MR. TOYNE: Al right.
3 Now, a couple of questions about the
4 area around the wildlife nanagenent area. So were
5 t here concerns expressed about the |ine going
6 al ong the west side of the nanagenent area, or
7 just about the east side?
8 M5. THOWPSON: We heard concerns about
9 both. However, there were nmuch nore concerns
10 about going through the east side.
11 MR. TOYNE: And can you provide a bit
12 of detail as to why there were nobre concerns on
13 t he east as opposed to the west side?
14 M5. THOWPSON: So again, if you can
15 refer back to Map 11. 3.
16 MR. TOYNE: Yeah, |'ve got it.
17 M5. THOWSON: Ckay. So we had heard
18 that Area 3 would traverse large tracts of intact
19 forest and wetlands, which woul d require extensive
20 hi storical, archeol ogi cal, and botanical research
21 in the area. W also heard that there was a
22 potential great effect on Aboriginal and Treaty
23 rights in the area, because there are sites that
24 are very sensitive for First Nations. W heard
25 that there was al so potential for gathering places
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1 and burial sites in the area.
2 MR. TOYNE: | may have m sheard you
3 You may have m sspoke, or -- | guess maybe there's
4 ot her options.
5 You are referring to concerns raised
6 about Area 3, or about the area immediately to the
7 east of the wldlife managenent area?
8 M5. THOWSON. Area 3. Onh, sorry,
9 "1l correct that. For the Marchand area, there
10 was also concerns in that area.
11 MR. TOYNE: So in the Marchand area
12 specifically?
13 M5. THOWPSON:. Specifically we heard
14  concerns around Pocock Lake, Watson P. Davi dson
15 WIldlife Managenent Area, and the Sandil ands
16 Provincial Park area. W heard there was a high
17 potential for inpacting heritage, historical,
18 cultural, and sacred sites.
19 MR. TOYNE: And during the process
20 that was engaged in, sone steps were taken to
21 begin to identify sone of those sites, if | recal
22 the contents of the reports correctly.
23 M5. THOWSON: So it's ny
24 under st andi ng that the group of three have a
25 three-step verification process, where they review
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1 and conduct oral interviews, and they al so
2 ground-truth those interviews by |ooking at
3 possi bl e secondary sour ces.
4 MR TOYNE: So if a power line was to
5 travel, say, south from Vivian, down around Ross,
6 past -- east of Marchand and i mmedi ately east of
7 t he Watson Davidson WIdlife Managenent Area, what
8 ot her steps, fromyour perspective, would be
9 required to appropriately identify concerns in
10 those parts of the province?
11 M5. COUGHLIN: W need to conduct
12 additional studies of First Nations, and MV woul d
13 need to conduct additional studies, |'msure.
14 MR. JOYAL: The question would be a
15 hypot hetical; it was not picked, therefore nothing
16 at this point.
17 MR TOYNE: All right. So let's nove
18 on to at | east sonme of your personal involvenent
19 in the Round 2 routing workshop.
20 | take it that three of the four of
21 you on the front of the panel were participants in
22 t hat wor kshop?
23 MR JOYAL: Yes.
24 MR, TOYNE: Al right. And that
25 workshop, at least at the outset, resulted in four
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1 particular routes being identified as noving on to
2 the preference of term nation nodel, routes AY,
3 URV, URQ and SGZ?
4 MR. JOYAL: As well as SIL.
5 MR TOYNE: Well, at the outset, SIL
6 was elimnated, wasn't it?
7 MR JOYAL: No, it was not.
8 MR, TOYNE: If you could pull up
9 appendi x 5D to chapter 5 of the EIS.
10 Unfortunately the neeting notes here
11 aren't page-nunbered, but it would be 10 pages in,
12 the one that starts at the top "Route AY, Best for
13 Built."
14 Have you got that there?
15 MR JOYAL: Yes, we do.
16 MR, TOYNE: Al right. And you'll see
17 that the second-|ast sentence, or second-| ast
18 par agr aph, says "Routes URQ URV, AY, and SGZ w ||
19 nove on to expert judgnent."
20 Do you see that there?
21 MR JOYAL: Yes, | do see it there.
22 MR TOYNE: Al right. And
23 i mredi ately above that, there's a list of the
24 current top four, and those four routes are |listed
25 there?
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1 MR JOYAL: Sorry, can you repeat

2 that?

3 MR. TOYNE: | nmedi ately above that

4 line that says "Decision", all caps, in bold, it

5 says: "CQurrent Top 4, URQ AY, URV, S&." |

6 don't see the route SIL at that point.

7 MR. JOYAL: As you nove to the next

8 page -- | guess it would be page 11, at the top --
9 would state:

10 "A recommendati on was made to add a

11 route within northern paralleling

12 V602F and western, west of the WA

13 conbination. And it was agreed to add
14 route SIL to the final list of routes
15 noving forward to expert judgnent."

16 MR. TOYNE: Right. And the reason

17 that SIL had to be added back in is because it had
18 just been elimnated; aml right?

19 MR. JOYAL: No, | disagree. The
20 screening process for this allows us to bring
21 routes forward, because we consider the statistics
22 that are there and the feedback that we have from
23 partici pants.
24 THE CHAIRVAN:. M. Toyne, it's the
25 Chair here. | understand asking this panel
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1 guestions about the routing where it's related to
2 i nput fromone of the engagenent processes into
3 the routing. | think maybe here we're getting a
4 little beyond that, | think so, unless you are
5 trying to establish that the reason for adding or
6 deleting was related to their work.
7 MR. TOYNE: The next question | was
8 going to ask, M. Chair, regardl ess of how much
9 they fight admtting that that route was
10 el i m nat ed, was who suggested putting it back in.
11  And then, if it was one of them | would ask them
12 sone questions, if they were the ones that did it.
13 And if not, then I'mgoing to nove on to the
14 workshop that they all participated in, where they
15 then started assigning some of those scores that |
16 tal ked about on Monday to these different routes.
17 THE CHAI RMAN:  Yeah, that's fair.
18 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. All right.
19 So now that you know the question |'m
20 going to ask, I'll ask it a second tine: Did any
21 of you suggest reviving elimnated route SIL at
22 this point?
23 MR. JOYAL: As | said, it's part of
24 the screening process, and the team the project
25 team decided to bring SIL into preferred judgnent,
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1 based on considering the feedback and the
2 statistics presented.
3 MR TOYNE: And which nenber of the
4 t eam nade that suggestion?
5 MR JOYAL: You have a list of the
6 participants in one of the IRs in that workshop.
7 MR TOYNE: Right.
8 MR. JOYAL: It was a team decision
9 MR. TOYNE: So everybody in the room
10 at the exact sane tinme, said "Let's introduce
11  SIL"? O was it one individual who raised it?
12 MR. JOYAL: The neeting notes that you
13 are referencing are to docunent the notes of the
14 team Who said what is sonewhat irrelevant. |It's
15 us, as a team bringing it forward and deciding to
16 bring it forward to preference determ nation.
17 MR. TOYNE: Do any of you renenber the
18 name of the person that suggested putting
19 elimnated route SIL back in?
20 MR, JOYAL: We nmay not renenber who
21 brought it back, but we do agree that it should
22 have been brought to preference determ nation.
23 MR. TOYNE: R ght. |Is there any way
24 for you to find out who suggested bringing it back
25 in?
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1 MR JOYAL: The answer will still be
2 the team brought it forward, and we agree it
3 shoul d be in preference determ nation.
4 MR. TOYNE: Wiy is Hydro so rel uctant
5 to identify the individual who suggested bringing
6 it back in?
7 M5. COUGHLIN: W don't know. It's
8 not |ike we are reluctant.
9 THE CHAIRVAN. M. Toyne, it's the
10 Chair here again. | think that's a question for
11 tomorrow. The question is who on the team and
12 you want to get nore into -- or what reasons it
13 was brought back in; | think that's a question for
14 tonorrow, unless there's specific questions to
15 this panel related to the work they did which was
16 on the engagenent side.
17 MR TOYNE: So | think we are
18 approaching the break, so maybe I'Il just ask one
19 nore question, M. Chair, and then we can take our
20 br eak.
21 Did any of the three of you suggest
22 that it should be re-added?
23 MR JOYAL: W don't renenber. As |
24 said, we agreed as a teamat that tinme to bring it
25 in, and we still stand behind that SIL should have
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been brought forward to preference determ nation.

THE CHAIRMAN: That's the end of that
guestion, | take it, so we'll take a break and
reconvene at 3:15. Thanks.

(RECESSED AT 2:57 P.M to 3:16 P.M)

THE CHAI RVAN:  All right, everyone,
we're ready to go again. So | guess we'll turn it
back to M. Toyne to continue his questioning.
Thanks.

MR. TOYNE: All right. Thank you,
M. Chair.

So if we could nowturn to the neeting
notes that reflect the community breakout group
fromthe Round 2 routing workshop. It's another
ei ght or nine pages past where we just were.
Agai n, ny apologies; it's not page-nunbered.

MR. JOYAL: Al right. W have it
her e.

MR. TOYNE: Al right.

And so, broadly stated, these notes
reflect that the community breakout group, which
consi sted of you and your coll eagues plus sone
ot hers, had selected route SIL out of the five
routes that were presented. And you assigned

scores of either 2 or 3 to the other four routes,
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right?

MR JOYAL: That's correct.

MR. TOYNE: Ckay. So if we could talk
about route AY, which is on the third page of this
particul ar subset of the neeting notes. It says
AY belt score, 2, if you ve got that there in
front of you.

JOYAL: Just digging it up
TOYNE: Yep

2 3 3

JOYAL: Ckay. Go ahead.

MR. TOYNE: Al right. So |I've got a
coupl e of questions about the first columm, the
one that begins with "Five First Nations have
identified cultural, spiritual, and resource
i ssues or uses along this route.”

Those woul d be the different First
Nations and the different uses that we tal ked
about earlier; is that an accurate statenent?

M5. THOWPSON: Yes, that's correct.

MR. TOYNE: And then there's use of a
phrase, "pristine wilderness”". Now, | appreciate
that these are notes taken by a note-taker, and
they may summari ze the discussion that's taking
pl ace, but can one or nore of you tell nme what the

reference to this area not being pristine
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1 wilderness is? Are you referring to the fact that
2 alot of it's been clear-cut and regrown, or is

3 there sone other reference there, if you renmenber?
4 M5. THOWPSON:. So just to clarify,

5 you' re asking about the slide, although this area
6 is not pristine wilderness, are you asking where

7 the source is, or -- sorry, can you repeat your

8 question?

9 MR TOYNE: |'mjust trying to figure
10 out what's nmeant by "Although this area is not

11 pristine wilderness.” M personal understanding
12 is that a lot of this area has been clear-cut.

13 But I wasn't at the neeting; | suspect | wouldn't
14 have been allowed into the neeting, even if | was
15 aware of it. So, just wondering if any of you

16 remenber what's being referred to there, whether
17 it's clear-cutting or sonmething else? 1| believe
18 that quote is referring to -- fromthe prelimnary
19 ATS conmunity report, where they say:
20 "An area in the Watson P. Davidson
21 Wl dlife Managenent Area is identified
22 as an area that the elders wish to
23 protect, and that although sone
24 di sturbance has occurred by | oggi ng,
25 they feel should be left as such. The
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1 route is on the east route between

2 Sandi | ands Provincial Park and Wat son
3 P. Davidson WIldlife Managenent Area."
4 MR, TOYNE: All right. So to the best
5 of your recollection, that's where that statenent
6 is comng from or that's what's being referred to
7 t here?

8 M5. THOWPSON:. Yes, to the best of ny
9 recollection, that's what it's referring to.

10 MR. TOYNE: The fifth point down, it
11 says: "This area has not been studied."”

12 | take it that's referring to the

13 di scussion we had earlier about how parts of the
14 route up in the northeast corner, around Anol a,

15 Vivian, Ross, that had not been the subject of

16 particul arly in-depth engagenent on either of the
17 two processes? Is that a fair statenment?

18 M5. THOWPSON: That is fair. However,
19 Mani t oba Hydro was aware of general concerns in
20 the area about use of Crown | ands and potenti al
21 for sacred sites in the area, because it was
22 further east.
23 MR. TOYNE: And then the next point
24 down, that's the reference that you nmade earlier
25 to having received a prelimnary report fromthe
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1 ATKS team | think actually that nmorning; is that
2 true?

3 M5. THOWPSON: Yes, that's correct.

4 MR, TOYNE: Al right. And as

5 understand it, one of the concerns with choosing

6 Route AY on the sane day that you had just

7 received that prelimnary report is that it would
8 be seen as disrespectful to all of the work that

9 you were just being provided with a prelimnary

10 updat e of.

11 M5. THOWPSON: We had felt that since
12 the group of three had just recently expressed

13 frustrations about the change in the border

14 crossing, that they m ght share the sane

15 frustrations with the selection of this route, as
16 their report that they had recently conpleted did
17 not focus on the area traversed by the AY segnent.
18 MR. TOYNE: Now if we can go over the
19 page, to where it says "Schedul e del ays associ at ed
20 with First Nations,"” if you ve got that there in
21 front of you. So there's then in the very first
22 point a reference to an anticipated |ack of
23 further buy-in for the remai nder of the project,
24 del aying future deliverables and EI S review.
25 Are you referring to the three nmenbers
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1 of the teamthere, or are you referring to all of
2 the First Nations that were engaged in this

3 process if Route AY was selected, or to sone other
4 subset of thenf

5 M5. THOWPSON: It's ny understanding

6 that it was fromthe three, but also that other

7 communi ties m ght have concerns in the area as

8 wel | .

9 MR. TOYNE: All right. So just so

10 |"ve got it, the general concern was if Route AY
11 is selected, then that woul d underm ne the First
12 Nat i on- Meti s engagenent process?

13 M5. COUGHLIN: So we're just trying to
14 make sure that our role is characterized properly.
15 We shared our concerns as a group called

16 "Community," so we weren't trying to position

17 forward sonething to the group where we said if we
18 didn't do what we said, it would underm ne our

19 relationship with communities. | don't think
20 that's a fair way to characterize it.
21 | " m supposed to use this mc, because
22 people can't hear ne. So if you could restate
23  that.
24 MR, TOYNE: Well, naybe what 1'll do
25 is "Il give you a chance to just explain what
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1 you'd like to explain there, but just let nme ask a
2 question first.

3 The sense | get from sone of the

4 materials in the EISis that during these

5 breakouts, the comunity criteria which the four

6 engi neers wei ghted at 30 per cent, it sort of

7 split equally between, say, the process that

8 Trevor and his col | eagues were doing and the

9 process that you and your col |l eagues were doi ng;
10 is that a fair way to characterize it or not?

11 MR. JOYAL: W represent comunity,

12 it's not a 15-15 per cent split. W are

13 comunity, to represent all the interests that are
14  brought forward in our processes.

15 M5. COUGHLIN: | think I could share a
16 good exanple of how that 15-15 doesn't work. What
17 we heard from sonme First Nation communities is

18 they have a concern about transm ssion |ines going
19 near hones, so ..
20 MR, TOYNE: All right. And then just
21 to go back to the point that you were maki ng about
22 how -- the lack of further buy-in for the
23 remai nder of the project, and the way | had
24 characterized a concern about underm ning the
25 process. Could you just explain in your own words
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what the concern you and your group were
articulating if Route AY was sel ected the day that
you got that prelimnary report?

M5. COUGHLIN: Just a nonent, please.

MR TOYNE: | could try to ask the
question a little nore clearly, but I don't know
if that's actually possible.

M5. THOVMPSON: So as is indicated in
SSC IR 143, we had thought that based on the
recent frustrations that we had heard by
comunities regarding the border crossing, that
they m ght have simlar frustrations if new routes
were introduced to the process at this stage of
the project planning. This new route segnent
m ght cause a |lack of buy-in and potentially del ay
further engagenent activities for the renai nder of
t he project.

MR. TOYNE: Al right. And just so
|'"ve got it, that was the sumtotal of the concern
that's been reflected in these notes and in that
IR, that if this route was selected, that's what
t he concern was?

MR. JOYAL: Not at all. There is
nunmer ous ot her concerns that we |ook at froma

full route perspective, and not just one area. AY

Page 434
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1 was one of five that we had to consider as
2 community, and we did have a | ot of feedback and
3 information that sonetines is contradictory or
4 different, and we have to try to nmake one voice
5 for community.
6 But that is not just the only problem
7 that M. Toyne is bringing forward.
8 MR. TOYNE: So one of the other issues
9 that's reflected here -- and again, it nust be
10 i nportant, because it's in bold -- are the
11 schedul e del ays associated with First Nations.
12 And | take it that the delays that are being
13 referred to there, those would be what | woul d
14 call pre-licensing delays associated with the
15 Crown consul tation process?
16 M5, THOWSON:. Sorry, can you repeat
17 your question, please?
18 MR. TOYNE: The reference to schedul e
19 delays in this context is to pre-licensing del ays
20 arising fromthe Crown consultation process?
21 M5. THOWPSON: So as indicated in
22 SSC IR 116, the scheduling delays, there is
23 different reasons for scheduling del ays, not
24 necessarily Crown consultation, but there is other
25 approval s that are al so required when using Crown
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| ands.

MR. TOYNE: Right. And the words that
wer e used by whoever the note-taker was -- oh,
that's actually blank here. Maybe it's the sane
person that put SIL back in.

Were schedul ed delays, and that's in
bol d, associated with First Nations. So ny
question wasn't about what sort of delays can
affect the project, although we'll get to that in
a mnute; it was if the schedul ed del ays that
Hydro is attributing to First Nations are rel ated
to the Crown consultation process or sonme other
del ay.

M5. COUGHLIN: There is an IR that
says -- tal ks about all the different schedul e
del ays that are possible. Lindsay referenced part
of it. It's SSC IR 102, and 116.

Do you want us to go through thenf? W
could recite the IRif you want, tal k about the
different facets of schedul e risks.

MR TOYNE: No, I"'msure |I'll get sone
of that tonmorrow. [I'mjust trying to find out
what's being referred to in these notes here. You
know what, rather than just running the clock, why

don't we see if we can agree on this.
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1 The del ay that was of concern if a
2 route |like AY was sel ected was about the increased
3 tinme that mght result in -- or that m ght be
4 required to conplete Crown consultations. WII
5 you agree on that? That's a pretty easy, sinple
6 one.
7 M5. THOWPSON: | think the concern was
8 nore about routing sonewhere where we had heard
9 exi sting concerns in the area, and introducing a
10 new route that comunities hadn't heard of before.
11 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. So there m ght be
12 sone delays arising fromthe fact that that area
13 hadn't really been assessed or studied or engaged
14 in through your two processes. Were there also
15 concerns about delays arising froma Crown
16 consul tati on process?
17 M5. COUGHLIN: That was one of nany.
18 And at the end of the day, we've got to renenber
19 that schedule risk is only 5 per cent of the
20 process. So we'll keep that in m nd.
21 MR. TOYNE: Right, but this particular
22 breakout session is for the community factor, not
23 the schedule risk factor, right?
24 M5. COUGHLIN:. That's correct, but you
25 were asking about schedul e del ays.
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1 MR. TOYNE: Right. [|'m asking about

2 t he schedul e del ays that were discussed in the

3 comunity breakout group held -- the date's wong,
4 but eventually got corrected -- in Novenber 2014.
5 So you're tal king about schedul e

6 delays in the conmunity breakout group. But del ay
7 is also considered in a separate criteria, right?
8 Schedul e risks?

9 MR JOYAL: Yes, schedule risk is one
10 of the criteria.

11 MR. TOYNE: Al right. So why is it
12 that you are also taking delay into account -- |
13 guess for the second tine -- in this criteria?

14 MR. JOYAL: Although it is marked in
15 our neeting notes, community tal ks about

16 comunity; schedule risk is represented by

17 schedul e risk. W represent community, and we

18 di scuss many things. But it is docunented in

19 meeting notes that have been provided.
20 MR. TOYNE: So the potential delays
21 associated with, say, the Crown consultation
22 process, they are actually counted twice in this
23 process: once in the community criteria, and once
24 in the schedule risk criteria?
25 M5. ZEBROWBKI: If | could just add to
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that, as | wasn't at those neetings, but one thing
that | could potentially add to the conversati on,
to help with the understanding, is that as

Ms. Thonpson referenced, you know, these were
areas that had not been assessed by sone of the
communities, and so we knew that there had been
sonme concerns related to introducing a route
related to that.

Qur under standi ng of the Crown
consultation is that they do rely on sone of the
materials or the engagenent process that Manitoba
Hydro does. And so if there are areas that
haven't been assessed through our process, going
t hrough the Crown consultation, that necessarily
adds time and effort and additional work that
needs to happen there, which could further --
require a process that takes nore tine.

MR JOYAL: But | would Iike to say
that schedule risk is considered only once. W do
discuss all of this as a team and the wei ghting
of schedule risk is discussed under schedul e ri sk,
not under conmunity.

MR. TOYNE: So if it wasn't discussed,
why is there such a | arge anount of text about

schedul e del ays in the conmunity breakout group?
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MR JOYAL: It would be notes froma

di scussion that we had eventually, as a |arger
group, of what potential concerns there may be in
relation to schedule risk. But it's not
represented in community, the ranking in

conmmuni ty.

MR. TOYNE: To what extent did the
comuni ty breakout group consider potential del ays
that could arise if |andowners affected by the
proposed route exercised sone of the options that
t hey may have goi ng forward?

MR. JOYAL: Once again, it's
represented in schedule risk. W my have
di scussed the possibility of expropriation or
working with | andowners, but it's represented in
schedul e risk and not under comunity.

MR. TOYNE: All right. So for the
comunity breakout, then, just so there's no
confusion going forward, if there were chall enges
to any attenpt to take away the rights of
| andowners to object to expropriation, you didn't
consider any delay that would arise fromthat
during this particul ar breakout session?

MR. JOYAL: That are docunented and

brought forward in this schedule risk section. W
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1 did discuss it, but it's not represented in this
2 ranki ng that we gave for comunity at this stage.
3 MR. TOYNE: Al right. The |ength of
4 time that it takes to have expropriation inquiries
5 i nvol vi ng obj ecting | andowners, were the del ays
6 that arise fromthat, were they considered during
7 the community breakout group session?
8 MR. JOYAL: Once again, under schedul e
9 ri sk, we do discuss what potential feedback we
10 have. And fromthere, only counted once at any
11  scheduling. It is not represented in the
12 comuni ty ranking.
13 MR TOYNE: |If there is a challenge to
14 any accepted expropriation after one of these
15 inquiries, did the community breakout group take
16 any of those delays into account?
17 MR. JOYAL: As conmmunity, we | ook at
18 all the feedback that we receive, not -- we may
19 have had | andowners that had stated that there
20 woul d be expropriation; we had discussion that
21 there would be a Crown consul tation process.
22 Those are represented in the schedule risk, not
23 under comunity.
24 We' re | ooking at other concerns that
25 are brought forward, such as use of Crown and
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1 private |ands, the feedback and i ndivi dual

2 site-specific. Delay is sonething we discuss; it
3 does not nmean that it's reflected in the community
4 weighting. It's reflected in risk to schedul e.

5 MR. TOYNE: All right. Just two nore
6 things, | just want to nake sure that they weren't
7 considered here, and to get confirmation that they
8 are consi dered el sewhere, so that | can ask

9 guestions about it tonorrow.

10 If a | andowner appeals the Mnister's
11 decision to grant a licence to the Provinci al

12 Cabi net, did the conmmunity breakout group take the
13 del ays that would arise fromthat particul ar

14  process into account?

15 MR JOYAL: No.

16 MR TOYNE: And finally, if a

17 | andowner appeal s the Provincial Cabinet's

18 decision to endorse the Mnister of Sustainable

19 Devel opnent's |icensing decision, did the
20 comuni ty breakout group take into account any of
21 the delay that would arise from Court of Queen's
22 Bench and Court of Appeal proceedi ngs?
23 MR. JOYAL: No delay was captured in
24 ranki ng of community.
25 MR TOYNE: All right. And just so
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1 it's clear, all of that type of delay is something
2 that's taken into account in the schedule risk
3 criteria, and that | should be asking questions
4 about that tonorrow?
5 MR. JOYAL: As |'ve been saying, yes.
6 MR. TOYNE: So |I'mgoing to ask you a
7 hypot hetical. G ven your response to one | asked
8 earlier, it's obvious you' ve been told not to
9 answer it. But at least let me ask it, and then
10 tell me you' re not going to answer.
11 If SIL hadn't been put back in after
12 it was elimnated for the first tinme, which of the
13 four routes, AY, URQ URV, and SG&Z, which of those
14 four would the comunity group have endorsed as
15 their first choice?
16 MR. JOYAL: There was no bringi ng back
17 in of an excluded route. SIL was brought forward
18 in a teamdiscussion, and it's part of the
19 screening process. It is not a zonbie; it did not
20 come back to life.
21 MR TOYNE: Well, we'll get back to
22 the second tine it came back to |life nonentarily.
23 But let's just assunme that it didn't come forward,
24 to use Hydro's new term nol ogy, and that just
25 t hose four routes were being discussed at the
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1 comunity breakout group. Can you tell ne which

2 of those four would have received your endorsenent

3 and the score of 1?

4 MR, JOYAL: No.

5 MR. TOYNE: And that's because it's a

6 hypot heti cal ?

7 MR JOYAL: Yes.

8 MR, TOYNE: Ckay. Al right.

9 So now, once we're out of the breakout
10 group and we're all back together, the discussion
11 on schedul e risk, do you renenber the extent to
12 which it took into account all of the potenti al
13 delay that would arise from |l andowners exerci sing
14 their rights?

15 MR. JOYAL: Many of the discussion --
16 many of the topics that had been brought forward,
17 such as expropriation or Crown consultation, were
18 di scussed at length, as a group and a team and
19 represented in risk to schedul e.

20 MR. TOYNE: And ny understanding is
21 t hat when expropriation is taken into account by
22 Hydro, and schedule risk, there is an assunption
23 that the Province will prevent |andowners from
24 exercising their rights to object to

25 expropriation, and then it then gets discounted as
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1 a factor; you don't really take that into account
2 for delay purposes? |Is that your understanding,

3 given your involvenent in the process?

4 MR. JOYAL: Being involved in previous
5 proj ects, expropriation and the tinelines

6 associated with it are considered as a delay to

7 any project.

8 MR. TOYNE: So once you are back from
9 t he breakout, the five routes are all assigned

10 different scores, and SIL comes in third. |Is that
11 consistent wth your recollection and the notes in
12 front of you?

13 MR. JOYAL: Definitely not. AY was

14 placed third in the overall ranking. SIL was

15 first.

16 MR. TOYNE: So splitting the

17 di fference between the place where we |left off, so
18 the first time SIL is elimnated to where the

19 community breakout group notes are, there's a page
20 that says "Expert judgnent for routes URV, URQ
21 SIL, AY, and S&Z. "
22 | think it's about page 13 or 14. Up
23 at the top, it says "Engineering Reliability."
24 MR, JOYAL: W just wanted to nake it
25 clear that the table that's presented as 5-29 in
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1 the EISis the final decision in preference

2 determ nation, where SIL does place first.

3 MR. TOYNE: We'Ill get to the second

4 time you ran the scores, but let's talk for a few
5 m nut es about the first tine you ran the scores.

6 So |l think it's page 15 or 16 of the

7 meeting notes, and again, it says "Engineering

8 Reliability" at the top. Have you got there yet?
9 MR. JOYAL: You'll have to give ne a
10 mnute.

11 Al right, | have it here.

12 MR, TOYNE: All right. So there's a
13 tabl e here, and it says "Expert judgnent for

14 routes URV, URQ AY, and S&Z." And follow ng the
15 criteria and weightings set by the four engineers,
16 we get scores for each of these five routes.

17 So Route URV gets a score of 1.465,

18 Route AY gets a score of 1.55, and Route SIL gets
19 a score of 1.6675. So would you agree with ne
20 t hat based on those three scores in this
21 particular table, SIL canme in third?
22 MR. JOYAL: Sorry about that. This
23 table that you are referring to is a working table
24  that was used, and not reflective of the entire
25 team s perspecti ve.
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1 MR TOYNE: Al right. So we'll cone
2 back to that in a second. Al | asked you to do

3 was confirmthat once the nunbers were run the

4 first tinme, SIL cane third

5 MR. JOYAL: There was no running of

6 the nunbers first time. Thisis, like |l said, a

7 wor ki ng tabl e, and does not represent the final

8 decision as outlined in Table 5-29.

9 MR. TOYNE: All right. So just so

10 it's clear, Manitoba Hydro, as represented by this
11 current panel, is not prepared to concede that the
12 first tinme the scoring was done on these five

13 routes, SIL came third?

14 MR. JOYAL: As indicated, the fina

15 scoring is in 5-29. There was no second run.

16 This is a working table and neeting notes.

17 MR. TOYNE: All right. So underneath
18 the -- as you put it, "working table" -- there's a
19 statenment: "Based on the inputs to the expert
20 judgnent nodel, URV is the preferred route.”
21 And then if you go up to the next
22 page, it |ooks |Iike again sonmeone suggests
23  changing how the scores are cal cul ated, and the
24 scores are run a second tine. And this time SIL
25 comes out on top. |Is that an accurate way to
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1 descri be what the next page of notes is doing?
2 MR. JOYAL: Those are not relevant to
3 the comunity rankings.
4 MR TOYNE: Right. It wasn't the
5 comunity rankings that were rescored; this would
6 be a rescoring of the cost criteria that occurred
7 while you were present in the room
8 MR. JOYAL: But once agai n does not
9 factor into the comunity ranking.
10 MR. TOYNE: Right. Well, you didn't
11 have to rejig that one for SIL to wn; all you had
12 to do was rejig the cost one to get themto wn.
13 Do you know who suggested redoi ng the
14 costs of the routes so that SIL would cone out on
15 top?
16 THE CHAIRVAN:  |1'd like to interrupt
17 here for a second. | think I'mback to the point
18 | made before the break, was once we're
19 wandering -- maybe that's the wong term Once we
20 are directing the questioning beyond the community
21 engagenent, both First Nation and conmunity
22 engagenent, which this group is responsible for, |
23 think we're into an area that would be better |eft
24 for tonorrow s group
25 MR. TOYNE: M. Chair, then maybe what
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"1l dois I'"lIl just ask if it was one of the
three of the four on the front panel, if they were
t he ones who suggested redoing the cost. And if
it'"s not, then I'lIl nove on. 1've only got a few
nore questi ons.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Yeah. If you're
focusing on the community side, that's fine.

MR. TOYNE: Yeah.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Al'l right.

MR. TOYNE: Just on that, were any of
you the ones that suggested that the cost scores
be redone so that SIL would be the w nner?

MR. JOYAL: As conmunity, we only
represent community, and do not influence the
ot her factors.

MS. COUGHLI N: No.

MR JOYAL: So therefore it was none

of us, yeah.

MR. TOYNE: Al right. So I'll take
that as three no's, and I'll conme back to -- |
guess |'Il come back to that tonorrow

Just a couple of final questions to
M. Joyal, and then ny tinme will be up.
So, earlier, you had tal ked about sone

of the nore recent engagenent efforts. There's
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one in particular 1'd like to ask you a coupl e of

guesti ons about.

And M. Chair, | will have additional
questions for another panel about it.

It's nmy understanding, M. Joyal, that
you had been involved in sonme discussions with
| andowners along the final preferred route with
respect to entering into easenent agreenments. |Is
that true?

MR. JOYAL: As outlined in ny
presentation, ongoi ng engagenent is an inportant
part of our process. W are out talking with
| andowners, not just about an easenent, but for
i nformati on about the processes, so that they are
armed with the information to nmake bal anced
deci sions and understand. And for those
| andowners that wish to talk about easenents can
tal k about easenents.

MR. TOYNE: And the | andowners that
you are tal king to about easenents, are those
i ndi vi dual s who have previously indicated an
interest in discussing easenents, or are you --
and | don't nean anything negative with the
phrase, but are you blanketing the route with

i nformati on about easenents, and then havi ng
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1 peopl e contact you about it? O is there sone

2 ot her thing going on?

3 MR. JOYAL: At the beginning of this

4 year, we did release just a general letter

5 assi gni ng each | andowner al ong the new

6 right-of-way a project liaison. The project

7 liaison acts as a conduit into Hydro and buil di ng
8 relationshi ps between us and themto understand

9 their concerns and their interests, we did

10 indicate that if there is a desire to continue

11 di scussi ons on conpensation, there is the want to
12 tal k about an easenent agreenent.

13 At the end when we did not hear from
14 certain | andowners, we wanted to ensure that al

15 | andowners were treated equally and had the

16 information in hand of what that value may be so
17 every individual that crosses new right-of-way had
18 the newinformation in front of themto nake an

19 i nfornmed deci sion on how they'd |like to proceed.
20 MR. TOYNE: And just so | have got it;
21 t he | andowners that you are speaking to about
22 t hese easenent agreenents, the information that
23 you are conveying to themis that if they enter
24 into an easenent agreenent now, they will receive
25 a certain amount of noney. And that at sone
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1 future date, they will receive another sum of
2 noney. |Is that a fair way to describe the
3 information that you are conveying to then?
4 MR. JOYAL: As I'll outline in nore
5 detail in the property presentation later this
6 week, 50 per cent is being paid to the |andowner
7 at signing of an agreenent, and then the remai nder
8 is provided to the | andowner once it's registered
9 wththe Land Titles office.
10 MR. TOYNE: All right. And then
11 | andowners are also being told that if, for
12 what ever reason, the final preferred route is
13 altered, or if say the project doesn't proceed for
14 sone reason, that they will be able to keep the
15 funds. |Is that information that you are conveying
16 to then?
17 MR JOYAL: W have indicated that if
18 signed an easenent agreement with the | andowner
19 they can retain the paynment if there is a change
20 that is brought forward through either the
21 provi ncial or the federal process.
22 MR. TOYNE: |If the easenent agreenent
23 isn't registered with Land Titles and a | andowner
24 has al ready received sone of the funds that had
25 been prom sed to them by Manitoba Hydro, and the
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1 proj ect doesn't proceed or proceeds el sewhere, is
2 the | andowner required to give the funds back or

3 do they get to keep then?

4 MR. JOYAL: Once again as property

5 we'll outline in further detail, the 50 per cent

6 of the land value is provided at tine of signing,
7 it's not at sone future date, it is the day of

8 signature on the agreenent. Once we end up having
9 a surveyor on the property ensuring that it can be
10 registered wwth a plan, at that point when it's

11 registered it is then paid the remai ni ng anount

12 once it's done with Land Titles.

13 MR. TOYNE: |'Ill ask one nore question
14 and I"mnot trying to get to the specifics of the
15 plan, I'mjust trying to get to the information

16 that you are conveying to | andowners. So that

17 first 50 per cent, so is there any circunstance

18 under which a | andowner may have to pay that noney
19 back to Manitoba Hydro?
20 MR. JOYAL: To ny know edge, no. But
21 it would be a question for the property panel.
22 MR. TOYNE: Ckay. And when you are
23 speaking with | andowners or comrunicating with
24 them you are telling themthat once they get
25 those funds they don't have to give them back?
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1 MR. JOYAL: At this point there has
2 been a decision with Hydro that there is no reason
3 to return a 50 per cent down paynent at tinme of
4 si gni ng.
5 MR. TOYNE: | don't have any further
6 guestions for this panel, M. Chair. Thank you
7 all very much.
8 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, M. Toyne.
9 Vell, that brings us to the Consuners Associ ation
10 of Canada next for questioning.
11 M5. PASTORA SALA: Thank you,
12 M. Chair, and good afternoon, nenbers of the
13 panel. Good afternoon to the nmenbers of the Hydro
14 panel as well.
15 The good news is | think I'Il only be
16 approximately half an hour, so | think we'll be
17 able to get out of here by 4:30. [I'll be -- as
18 the panel will already know, | think I'Il probably
19 be referencing sections 3-93, 3-5, 3-1 of the EIS,
20 if the CEC panel wants to follow along as well,
21 and potentially also CEC IR 008 and CEC IR 011
22 My questions will primarily be for
23 M. Joyal, but | also wll have sonme questions
24 |ater for Ms. Zebrowski. [|I'msorry if |I'mnot
25 sayi ng your nane properly.
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Good afternoon, M. Joyal. It's ny

under standi ng that you are an environnent al
specialist wth Hydro, and that you are the public
engagenent |lead for the MMIP project; is that
correct?

MR JOYAL: That is correct.

M5. PASTORA SALA:  And you are
currently also the president for the Prairies
Chapter of the International Association of Public
Partici pation?

MR JOYAL: That's also correct.

MS. PASTORA SALA: And you have been
working in the area of public participation -- or
as the cool kids call it, P2 -- for approxi mtely
seven years now?

MR. JOYAL: Seven years |ast Thursday.

M5. PASTORA SALA: Congratul ati ons.

And so, given your role as public
engagenent | ead, as well as president of the
Prairies Chapter of the IAP2, it's fair to say
that you are famliar with the ongoi ng di al ogue
and key elenents of P2, or public participation,
and public engagenent ?

MR JOYAL: | would say yes. It's a

constantly evolving field of techni qgues and worKk.
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1 M5. PASTORA SALA:  And you woul d be

2 famliar with some of the key literature and

3 | eading practitioners in this area?

4 MR JOYAL: Yes.

5 MS. PASTORA SALA: And one of those

6 individuals would be Manitoba's own Dr. John

7 Sinclair?

8 MR. JOYAL: |'m aware of John

9 Sinclair.

10 M5. PASTORA SALA: Woul d you agree

11 t hat nmeani ngful public participation and public

12 engagenent are key el enents of any environnental
13 assessnent process?

14 MR JOYAL: O course, yes.

15 M5. PASTORA SALA: And effective

16 participation can increase transparency and

17 legitimacy in environnmental assessnent?

18 MR. JOYAL: That sounds great, yes.

19 M5. PASTORA SALA:  And assist in
20 repai ring, maintaining, and buil ding relationships
21 with participants?
22 MR. JOYAL: As outlined through ny
23 presentation, it's a key aspect of our processes.
24 M5. PASTORA SALA: 1'd like to nove a
25 little bit nore specifically to the MMIP, or the
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1 engagenment process in the MMIP, and take you to

2 3-5 of the EIS.

3 So Manitoba Hydro's public engagenent
4 plan, it says, " was devel oped in consideration
5 of the International Association for Public

6 Participation, |1AP2; the Canadi an Environnent al

7 Assessnent Agency, Key El enents of Meani ngful

8 Participation; and the International Association

9 for Inmpact Assessnent, Principles of Best

10 Practices."

11 Do you see that?

12 MR JOYAL: | do.

13 M5. PASTORA SALA: Wuld it be

14 accurate to say that while public participation,
15 or P2, is defined in the EIS, the term"public

16 engagenent” is not?

17 MR JOYAL: Qur process engagenent,

18 participation involvenent, are all simlar words
19 that different practitioners use to represent the
20 processes. Public participation, in ny mnd, is
21 publ i ¢ engagenment as well.
22 M5. PASTORA SALA: kay. So in the
23 El S, public engagenent and public participation
24 were used interchangeably, as synonyns?
25 MR JOYAL: Yes.
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1 M5. PASTORA SALA: kay. Are you
2 famliar with the 1 AP2 spectrum of public
3 participation?
4 MR JOYAL: Yes, | am
5 MS. PASTORA SALA: | woul d assune, as
6 the president of the Prairie Chapter, you would
7 be.
8 MR. JOYAL: | would hope so, yeah
9 MS. PASTORA SALA: And the el enents of
10 the spectrumare inform consult, involve,
11  col | aborate, and enpower?
12 MR. JOYAL: Yes, you are right.
13 M5. PASTORA SALA: And based on your
14 famliarity with these elenents of public
15 participation, would you agree that they are
16 proj ect-specific?
17 MR. JOYAL: At the beginning of any
18 engagenent process fromany practitioner, you do
19 reference the spectrumto understand where the
20 public can have a role in the decision-naking and
21 the process. Different projects require different
22  feedback, have different outcones and different
23 needs, so it is a project-by-project basis, and
24 you determ ne your engagenent process based on
25 where it potentially falls, as one tool in
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1 devel opi ng your process.
2 M5. PASTORA SALA:  You i ndicated
3 earlier that you were famliar with the literature
4 on public engagenent and public participation,
5 correct?
6 MR. JOYAL: There is a significant
7 anount of literature out there, so yes and no.
8 MS. PASTORA SALA: Ckay, that's fair.
9 According to sone recent literature -- and you can
10 tell me if you are aware of it -- inproving and
11 buil ding long-termrel ati onships is an inportant
12 el enrent of public engagenent.
13 MR. JOYAL: That phrase is correct in
14  sonething we strive to do.
15 M5. PASTORA SALA:  And earlier, when
16 asked you if you were famliar with the
17 literature, you said you were famliar with
18 Dr. Sinclair; would you be aware of the paper by
19 Drs. Jennifer Stewart and John Sinclair entitled
20 "Meani ngful public participation in Environnental
21 Assessnent: Perspectives from Canadi an
22 partici pants, proponents, and government”, from
23 20077
24 MR, JOYAL: | would have to go back to
25 ny reference books, but | do know the nane "John
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Sinclair."”™ Wether | have read that specific
pi ece, | cannot say yes or no.

M5. PASTORA SALA: For the purpose of
nmy question, then, | think it will be general
enough that you won't need to go to the paper;
otherwise I would have put it before you.

But it's ny understanding that while
the paper is approxinmately ten years old, it's
still relevant for practitioners. So I'mgoing to
list sone of the key elenents that were identified
in this paper, and |I'masking you to tell us
whet her you agree they are essential el enents.

So I'"'mgoing to start. Are you ready?

MR JOYAL: Yes, | am

M5. PASTORA SALA: Integrity and
accountability.

MR JOYAL: Yes.

M5. PASTORA SALA: Transparency.

MR JOYAL: Yes.

MS. PASTORA SALA: Having clear
process intentions.

MR JOYAL: Yes.

M5. PASTORA SALA: Fair and open
di al ogue.

MR. JOYAL: O course.

Page 460
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1 M5. PASTORA SALA: Miltiple and
2 appropri ate net hods.
3 MR. JOYAL: Ch, yes.
4 M5. PASTORA SALA: I nforned
5 partici pation.
6 MR JOYAL: Yes.
7 M5. PASTORA SALA: Would it be
8 accurate to say that the PEP ained to be
9 i ncl usi ve, adaptive, conprehensive, and responsive
10 to participants?
11 MR JOYAL: As outlined on the screen
12 behind ne, those are part of the guiding
13 princi ples that hel ped us devel op this process.
14 MS. PASTORA SALA:  Yes, and it was
15 also referred to on page 3-1.
16 And that industry guidelines and
17 st andards whi ch Manitoba Hydro relied upon al so
18 refer to the inportance of being proactive with
19 public participation?
20 MR, JOYAL: That was that piece of
21 f eedback that was provided by the CEC for the
22 Bipole I'll project, but it was our goal to go and
23 be proactive to -- searching out potenti al
24 effective individuals.
25 MS. PASTORA SALA:  Sorry, |'m
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referring to just the guiding principle of being

proactive, which is part of the | AP, and not
necessarily in terns of a specific going out to --

MR JOYAL: Yes, you are correct.

M5. PASTORA SALA: kay. Thank you.

So focusing on the proactive and
adaptive nature of PEP, would you agree that part
of a proponent's responsibility is to be famliar
with rel evant expert docunents and reports which
outline industry standards or best practice for
public participation/ engagenent ?

MR. JOYAL: As a practitioner,
utilize many different aspects fromliterature to
ongoi ng di scussi ons through conmunities of past
practice that | ampart of. Wether or not |I have
read every piece of information, | have not, and I
can admt that. \Whereas | do believe that many of
the guiding principles fromthe NEB filing nmanual
to AP2, to the International Association of
| npact Assessnent, are all represented --
represent the good core to devel op an engagenent
process, as there is no cookie-cutter approach, or
| don't believe that there should be, to any
project or any public engagenent process.

M5. PASTORA SALA: That's fair.
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1 Are you aware that there was an expert
2 panel at the federal |evel conducting a review of
3 the environnmental process, of the federal
4 envi ronnent al assessnent process?
5 MR JOYAL: | renenber the Provincia
6 Environnment Act. It was CEAA, yes.
7 MS. PASTORA SALA: So you are aware
8 that there was a recent environnental assessnent
9 review at the federal |evel?
10 MR. JOYAL: Are you talking CEAA 20127
11 MS. PASTORA SALA:  Yes.
12 MR. JOYAL: (Ckay, yes.
13 M5. PASTORA SALA: Have you had the
14 opportunity to read through the expert panel
15 report?
16 MR. JOYAL: It's been a while, but
17 yes, | have read this.
18 M5. PASTORA SALA: Woul d you agree
19 that the information provided in this report
20 relating to engagenent, specifically, is relevant
21 to the public engagenent process for MMIP?
22 MR, JOYAL: Sorry, |'ve got ny
23  docunents confused here.
24 MS. PASTORA SALA: |'ll give you a
25 nonent .
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1 MR. JOYAL: Sorry, what was your
2 guestion?
3 M5. PASTORA SALA:  \Wich one?
4 MR. JOYAL: The nost recent. Sorry.
5 This one here, | haven't seen it in
6 bound copy; | have read it on here. Sorry, |I'm
7 getting ny materials m xed up. | apol ogize.
8 MS. PASTORA SALA:  So have you read
9 it?
10 MR. JOYAL: 1|'d have to go back and
11 | ook through. No, | don't -- | don't know.
12 Sorry. | don't know.
13 M5. PASTORA SALA: That's okay. Maybe
14 "1l give you a little bit of information about
15 the report.
16 MR. JOYAL: Thanks.
17 M5. PASTORA SALA: It was just
18 rel eased on April 5, 2017, if that hel ps.
19 MR. JOYAL: Sorry, then no, | have not
20 read this piece. Sorry, | got ny pieces confused.
21 | apol ogi ze.
22 M5. PASTORA SALA: kay. So given
23 that the expert report was just rel eased on
24 April 5th, and that the EI'S, the engagenent
25 portion that is publicly avail able was conpl et ed
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1 on Septenber -- in Septenber of 2015, is it fair
2 to say that the findings and recomendati ons of

3 the expert panel were not integrated in the EI S
4 for MMIP?

5 MR JOYAL: It's fair

6 M5. PASTORA SALA: And as part of

7 Mani t oba Hydro's responsibility to have an

8 adapt abl e public participation process, would you
9 agree that it is necessary to continuously adapt
10 its engagenent plan, and to ensure that the nost
11 rel evant and up-to-date expectations are

12 integrated in its approach?

13 MR JOYAL: Yes, that would be

14 sonet hing that we can al ways adapt to change our
15 processes to accommodate new i nformation. And

16 this being very new, yes, it could be. | haven't
17 read it, so |I'd have to get back to you

18 M5. PASTORA SALA: kay. 1'd like to
19 take you to Manitoba Hydro's response to
20 CAC I R 008.
21 MR JOYAL: Co ahead.
22 M5. PASTORA SALA:  Manitoba Hydro
23 stated, in response to CAC Manitoba's question,
24 that it will update the website with the | atest
25 version of the environnmental managenent plan.
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1 Do you see that?
2 MR. JOYAL: Yes, | do.
3 M5. PASTORA SALA: The | at est
4 envi ronnent al managenent plan was provided to us
5 in the second round of information requests on
6 April 12, 2017. Correct?
7 MR. JOYAL: Sorry, what was that
8 nunber ?
9 M5. PASTORA SALA: That you provided
10 us the environnental managenent plan in our IR
11 responses on April 12th.
12 MR. JOYAL: |'d have to check the
13 filing date, sorry. | assune yes.
14 M5. PASTORA SALA:  Subject to check?
15 MR. JOYAL: Subject to check, yes.
16 M5. PASTORA SALA: Wuld it be fair to
17 say that menbers of the public cannot access the
18 nost recent version of the nonitoring plan, as it
19 has not been posted on the project website?
20 MR. JOYAL: That may be a better
21 guestion suited for the nonitoring panel that wll
22 be on next week. It was -- I'd have to check if
23 it was a draft docunment or not. We'I|l have to
24 find out if it was final or draft.
25 M5. PASTORA SALA: So as part of your
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1 responsibilities as the engagenent team you
2 indicated earlier that the website was one of the
3 ways that you were getting information to
4 consuners or individuals. And so what |I'm asking
5 you i s about ensuring that up-to-date information,
6 such as the environnental nmnanagenent plan, is on
7 t he website.
8 M5. COUGHLIN: Qur intentionis to
9 include information like that on the website, and
10 if what we filed is not, | think we'll endeavour
11 to make that avail able as soon as possi bl e.
12 So ...
13 V5. PASTORA SALA: Does Manitoba Hydro
14 have sone sort of standard process to ensure that
15 the information is available on its project
16 website as soon as possi bl e?
17 MR JOYAL: As it's finalized and cut
18 into pieces, which is required for our public
19 affairs teamto upload it, as soon as we have the
20 informati on, we do upload it when we can.
21 |"msorry, | don't have the exact date
22 that we may or may not have done that. |If it has
23 been filed with an IR, we do provide links to both
24 provincial and federal regulatory bodies that do
25 have sone of this material.
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1 So as we have been discussing here, we
2 believe it is draft, and it is available on the

3 public registry.

4 M5. PASTORA SALA: A draft is

5 avai l abl e on the public registry, but not the nost
6 updated draft. But | think it's okay; I'Il nove

7 on. | think you have endeavoured to make it

8 available if it is not, so for now, |I'Il nove on.
9 Earlier this norning, there was a

10  discussion about community |iaisons.

11 MR JOYAL: That's correct.

12 M5. PASTORA SALA:  And |'m aware of

13 CAC IR 011. I won't specifically be referring to
14 it, but you can grab it if you'd I|ike.

15 | believe |I heard you say, M. Joyal,
16 that community |iaisons are assigned by region --
17 and |' m paraphrasing -- but that there are

18 community liaisons in different regions. [|I'm

19 hopi ng you can help ne and clarify, so as
20 consuners living in rural communities, how woul d
21 one know who their comrunity |iaison person is?
22 MR. JOYAL: You are getting two types
23 of liaisons confused. The liaison that | would
24 have spoke of is a project |iaison, whichis a
25 Mani t oba Hydro representative, who we have
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1 notified the | andowner and stated, "This
2 i ndividual is your liaison."
3 As for a community |iaison would fal
4 under sonme of the agreenents with First Nation
5 comunities and have been agreed upon since Bipole
6 1l -- or for Bipole IlIl.
7 M5. COUGHLIN: A conmmunity |iaison
8 happens to be the sane termthat we use for a
9 position hired for the Bipole IIl project, so |
10 can see how it would be confusing.
11 M5. PASTORA SALA: | am confused, but
12 I'"'mwondering, if | ama consuner living in a
13 rural area, how do | know who ny -- one of those
14 conmmunity liaisons -- how do | know who to go to,
15 is my question.
16 MR. JOYAL: Yeah. So as of an
17 af fected | andowner on the new right-of-way, or
18 | andowners within -- that have a mle -- a netre
19 within a mle, have been notified by letter,
20 either who their liaison is or who to contact.
21 Qutside of that region, we used broad
22 notification earlier in the process, as well as
23 the e-mail signup that now notifies 775 people.
24 Therefore, those in the rural region
25 may not have a specific liaison, but has access to
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1 the sane information as everyone el se.
2 MS. PASTORA SALA: And those e-mmils
3 and postcards and information that you provide,
4 does that have a contact person or a liaison, an
5 i ndi vi dual that people can get in contact wth?
6 MR JOYAL: It's a 1-877 nunber, or a
7 specific project e-mail address, known as
8 nt p@ydr 0. nb. ca.
9 M5. PASTORA SALA:  And then through --
10 that individual would be referred to a person?
11 MR. JOYAL: They both go to nmy desk
12 The phone line and the e-mail address is checked
13 by ne.
14 M5. PASTORA SALA: So you are the
15 conmmunity |iaison?
16 MR, JOYAL: GCenerally, yes, they go to
17 ny phone.
18 M5. PASTORA SALA: Those are ny
19 gquestions for you, M. Joyal. Thank you.
20 And now | have a few questions for
21 you, Ms. Zebrowski. And please can you correct ne
22 if 1'"mnot saying your nanme properly.
23 M5. ZEBROWSBKI: You're saying it
24 correctly.
25 M5. PASTORA SALA: So good afternoon.
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1 You are the nmanager of Policy and

2 Strategic Initiatives Departnent in the Indigenous
3 Rel ati ons Departnent of Manitoba Hydro; correct?

4 M5. ZEBROWSBKI: That's correct.

5 M5. PASTORA SALA: And you have been

6 in this position now since 20127

7 M5. ZEBROWBKI: That is correct.

8 MS. PASTORA SALA:  And you woul d agree
9 with M. Joyal that public engagenent is an

10 essential elenent of environnmental assessnent?

11 MS. ZEBROWBKI :  Yes.

12 MS. PASTORA SALA: Are you aware --

13 you are aware that the C ean Environnent

14 Comm ssi on has repeatedly recomended t hat

15 Mani t oba Hydro use a centralized environnental

16 assessnent process to set standards and gui de,

17 manage, and coordi nate all environnental

18 assessnment and nonitoring processes?

19 M5. ZEBROWBKI: At a high level, I'm
20 aware of that. That doesn't -- that type of thing
21 doesn't fall within my specific responsibility.
22 M5. PASTORA SALA: So if | recal
23 correctly, you also were involved in the
24 Bipole Il project, and you testified in the
25 Bipole Il project?
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1 MS. ZEBROWSBKI: That is correct.
2 M5. PASTORA SALA: And this
3 recomendati on was made both in Keeyask Generation
4 Project and Bipole I117?
5 M5. ZEBROWBKI : Correct.
6 M5. PASTORA SALA: Has Manitoba Hydro
7 i npl enented a centralized standard for involving
8 t he I ndi genous Rel ati ons Departnent wi th other
9 departnments, such as a Transm ssion Departnent?
10 M5. ZEBROWSKI: We have, in that we
11 have staff people that are specifically assigned
12 to support the Transm ssion Departnent for those
13 processes. W also internally undertake a nunber
14 of dat abase processes, where information is
15 collected and naintai ned, so that there is comon
16 under st andi ng of the engagenent that's taken pl ace
17 to date.
18 M5. PASTORA SALA: Is it sonething
19 that would have changed since Bi pole or Keeyask?
20 MS. ZEBROWBKI: Sorry, say that again?
21 M5. PASTORA SALA: |Is this sonething
22 new, since Keeyask or Bipol e?
23 MS. ZEBROWBKI :  Yes.
24 MS. PASTORA SALA: W heard yesterday
25 fromM. Miley, in response to M. Toyne's
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1 guestion, or one of his questions, that the team
2 who selected the criteria and determ ned the

3 weighing of criteria for route selection was nmade
4 up of two civil engineers and two el ectri cal

5 engi neers. Does that sound famliar?

6 M5. ZEBROWSBKI : Sounds famliar.

7 wasn't here for all of that testinony, so |

8 can't

9 M5. PASTORA SALA: But you believe ne?
10 M5. ZEBROWSKI: | believe you.

11 M5. PASTORA SALA: Does this nean that
12 nei t her you or anyone el se fromthe Indi genous

13 Rel ati ons Departnment was involved in this process?
14 M5. ZEBROWSKI: | was not involved in
15 the -- yeah, that's correct, yeah.

16 MS. PASTORA SALA: |s the I ndigenous
17 Rel ati ons Departnent usually involved in VC

18 selection?

19 M5. ZEBROWSBKI : I n which sel ection?
20 Sorry.
21 M5. PASTORA SALA: VC, val ued
22 conponent .
23 M5. ZEBROWBKI : Not specifically, but
24 "Il et Sarah speak a bit to how those happened.
25 M5. PASTORA SALA:  Ms. Coughlin, are
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1 you in the |Indigenous Rel ati ons Departnent?
2 M5. COUGHLIN: No, | work in the
3 Transm ssion Departnment, and in |icensing and
4 envi ronnment al assessnent.
5 M5. PASTORA SALA: Right. So I'm
6 specifically asking about the Indigenous Rel ations
7  Departnent.
8 MS. ZEBROWSKI : Sorry. W' re not
9 specifically involved in the VC sel ection.
10 M5. PASTORA SALA: Has the Indigenous
11 Rel ati ons Departnent previously heard concerns
12 about VC selection fromFirst Nations?
13 M5. ZEBROWSBKI : | think,
14 specifically -- you know, it's been a while since
15 | recall back to Bipole and the specific concerns
16 that we heard at that tine, but | don't recal
17 hearing a specific concern about VC selection from
18 a First Nation. Cenerally speaking, right now,
19 when we do go out and do engagenent, there is an
20 I ndi genous Rel ati ons Departnent staff person,
21 and -- for exanple, on this project, that went out
22 to comunities with individuals fromthe
23 Transm ssion Departnent. So we operate as a team
24 MS. PASTORA SALA:  So during Keeyask,
25 for exanple, just basing the information -- sorry,
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1 | et me rephrase that.
2 Recalling that the EI S indicates that
3 Mani t oba Hydro has | earned from past processes,
4 and during Keeyask, there were a nunber of
5 concerns raised by the participants relating to
6 their challenges with the VC sel ection process
7 directly to the Indigenous Rel ati ons Departnent,
8 for exanple, from Pim ci kanak; does that sound
9 famliar?
10 M5. ZEBROWSKI: It's challenging for
11 me to speak to the Keeyask process, because | was
12 not directly involved in that process, and a
13 significant portion of that process would have
14 taken place prior to ny involvenent in the
15 departnment in ny current role.
16 M5. PASTORA SALA: Before 2012?
17 M5. ZEBROWSKI: Well, in terns of a
18 | ot of the engagenent, correct. And because the
19 process started well before 2012, | was not
20 i nvol ved in that process.
21 M5. PASTORA SALA: Would you agree in
22 principle that there are challenges within First
23 Nation comunities and Metis Nation with the
24 process of VC sel ection?
25 MS. ZEBROWSKI: | think we have heard
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1 sone concerns fromthe Manitoba Metis Federation

2 about VC selection. Having said that, | think

3 that our VC selection is fairly high |level, and

4 that it was done in a way to | think take into

5 consideration sonme of the concerns that we have

6 previ ously heard from comunities.

7 But again, in terns of how the VCs are
8 sel ected, Ms. Coughlin is the better person to

9 answer those questions.

10 M5. COUGHLIN: | think it's sometines
11  chal l engi ng when VCs essentially divide up the

12 world into different conmponent parts. And when we
13 are tal king about other world views, which is a

14 | ot of what was di scussed in Keeyask, | think

15 there's sonetinmes chall enges with breaking up

16 Mot her Earth into conmponent parts. | think that
17 m ght be what you are referring to with issues

18 wth Pimcikamak. But you can clarify ne.

19 M5. PASTORA SALA: Just give ne a
20 nmonent .
21 M5. COUGHLIN: Ckay.
22 M5. PASTORA SALA:  So the Indigenous
23 Rel ati ons Departnment w thin Mnitoba Hydro
24 presumably is your departnent that has the nost
25 know edge relating to Indigenous rel ations,
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1 correct?
2 M5. ZEBROWSKI: | think that certainly
3 we hold a body of know edge, but there are nmany
4 staff throughout Manitoba Hydro who work with
5 | ndi genous communities and certainly have
6 know edge about Indigenous relations. |If you can
7 clarify, maybe, perhaps, exactly what you're
8 speaking to --
9 M5. PASTORA SALA: | guess |'mjust
10 surprised that -- the acknow edgnent that there
11 are challenges -- that the Indigenous Rel ations
12 Departnent has never heard challenges relating to
13 VC selection is --
14 M5. ZEBROWSKI: In part, that's
15 because of how we're organized. So certainly
16 I ndi genous Rel ati ons, we have currently had a
17 restructuring, so now we are a separate group.
18 Prior to this, we fit under the title of Corporate
19 Rel ations. And so when it comes to specifically
20 desi gni ng environnental assessnent and undert aking
21 specific projects, those are generally undertaken
22 by other parts of the conmpany. And Indi genous
23 Rel ati ons would intersect with those processes in
24 different ways. Sonetines it would be assisting
25 in the engagenent; sonetines it would be in nore
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1 speci fic conversations.
2 But in ternms of the practice of
3 envi ronnment al assessnent and the sel ection of VCs,
4 those are generally done by the environnental
5 assessnment practitioners within Manitoba Hydro.
6 And so again, so sone of this very
7 specific feedback that may have been heard in
8 relation to those was not always directly in
9 conversations with Indigenous Rel ations portion of
10 Mani t oba Hydro; it may have been nuch nore
11 specific to the teamthat was working with that
12 specific comunity or on that specific project.
13 M5. PASTORA SALA: And so sharing sone
14 of these concerns, for exanple, relating to this
15 selection of VC, would that have been sonething
16 that -- earlier you referred to a process which
17 departnments share information; would that be
18 sonet hing that normally could be shared within
19 di fferent departnents?
20 M5. ZEBROWSBKI: It coul d be shared
21 t hrough that process. And part of the problemis
22 that not all of the projects were organi zed the
23 same way, so it's hard to take this as a conmon
24 across all projects. | think that's the crux of
25 where we're having sonme chall enges in respondi ng
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1 to your questions.
2 So, for exanple, on the
3 Mani t oba- M nnesota Transm ssion Project, staff
4 from I ndi genous Rel ati ons worked very closely with
5 the transm ssion group, and would go to neetings
6 t oget her, and throughout the engagenent process
7 work together. So in that case, certainly
8 concerns that were com ng up through that would
9 have been known, and staff from I ndi genous
10 Rel ati ons woul d have been part of that.
11 Under the Keeyask project, it was
12 organized a little bit differently.
13 M5. PASTORA SALA: (kay. Those are ny
14 guestions. Thank you.
15 V5. ZEBROWBKI :  Ckay.
16 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you very nuch
17 Vel |, we have gone through all seven
18 partici pant groups. Does the panel have any
19 guestions?
20 MR. G LLIES: Hello. lan Gllies.
21 Question for the participation team
22 We have heard over the course of today
23 that early engagenent in the EISis inportant, as
24 is the length of tine available for engagenent,
25 whether it's the broad public or First Nations and
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1 Meti s groups.
2 So the question really is, we'd |like
3 to hear Manitoba Hydro reflect on the process up
4 to now. You have been at it for about two and a
5 hal f years or so, and what you have | earned that
6 may have hel ped secure earlier engagenent and a
7 | onger period of engagenent.
8 And you don't have to answer this
9 guestion right off the cuff; this m ght be
10 sonething to reflect on and provide an answer at a
11 later tinme in the process. Do you understand what
12 |'"'mgetting at?
13 M5. COUGHLIN: | do. And I think that
14 response nerits sone ful some thought, and we can
15 put our heads together and pull together a
16 response, and I think we'll provide a nore
17 i nfornmed response to the Conmm ssion.
18 MR. G LLIES: Thank you.
19 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, thank you
20 Before we cl ose, are there docunents
21 to file today?
22 M5. JOHNSON: Just a couple. It's
23 been a short day as far as paper is concerned.
24 MH 024 is Part 1 of the presentation we saw today,
25 and MH 025 is the second part.
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(EXHIBIT WH 024: Part 1 of Engagenent

Panel presentation)

(EXH BIT MH025: Part 2 of Engagenent

Panel presentation)
THE CHAIRMAN:  That's it.

housekeepi ng matters? (Good.

Wl |, that concludes our hearings for

today, and we'll start tonorrow norning at 9:30.

Thank you.

(Adj ourned at 4:28 p.m)

Any ot her
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