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R
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U
ncertain

F
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th

e
Y

oung
G

en
eratio

n
s
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rogram
.
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1.
E

conom
y

A
.

F
ishing/T

rapping
Industry

IJ
O

ur
fishing

and
trapping

industry
has

been
greatly

im
pacted.

S
outhern

Indian
L

ake
fisherm

en
used

to
catch

420,000
K

ilogram
s

quota
annually

now
only

50,000
K

ilogram
s

yearly.
T

his
show

s
th

e
drastic

im
pact

in
th

e
fishing.

T
he

large
lakes

fish
population

has
greatly

declined.
Fishing

is
not

affordable
because

th
ere

currently
no

m
eaningful

production
in

S
outhern

Indian
Lake.

T
he

fisherm
en

m
oved

inland
to

keep
up

th
e

production
and

to
keep

the
fish

plant
open.

G
oing

on
40

years
now

th
e

im
pacts

of
this

industry
is

com
ing

close
to

extinction.
For

th
e

young
people

th
ere

is
no

chance
to

go
fishing

for
em

ploym
ent

or
learning.

T
he

m
ajority

of
th

e
fish

are
gone

effected
by

th
e

fluctuation
of

w
ater,

th
ere

is
no

chance
of

recovery
of

fish
as

erosion
is

on
going

unless
th

ere
is

change.

T
he

com
pensation

th
e

fishers
w

ere
paid

w
as

based
on

approx.
94

fisherm
en,

itw
as

inadequate
com

pared
to

th
e

value
of

th
e

fishery
to

th
e

com
m

unity.
T

he
settlem

en
t

am
ount

w
as

based
on

th
e

inform
ation

given
in

relation
to

th
e

CRD
Interim

L
icence,

and
w

as
in

turn
used

for
expectation

of
a

com
e

back
to

the
fishing

econom
y

and
trying

to
provide

em
ploym

ent
w

ith
fishing

based
on

th
at

inform
ation.

Itw
as

not
based

on
th

e
A

FP
or

future
projects.

In
spite

of
all

agreem
ents

signed
a

subsidy
th

at
w

as
provided

from
M

B
H

ydro
for

th
e

fishing
is

no
longer

available
due

to
th

e
cut

backs
from

M
anitoba

H
ydro

(2013)
w

e
believe

to
be

an
attem

p
t

to
help

th
e

sustainability
of

th
ese

expensive
projects,

this
puts

the
fisherm

en
in

a
position

of
not

being
able

to
fish

inland.
T

he
subsidies

did
help

th
e

inland
fisherm

en
w

ith
the

freight
cost

as
air

plane
rates

are
expensive.

S
outhern

Indian
L

ake
once

provided
grade

“A
”

fish
w

hite
fish,

now
only

cutters
th

e
low

est
graded

fish
is

been
caught.

S
om

e
studies

done
w

ith
w

hite
fish

show
s

no
grow

th,
w

hen
m

ainly
th

e
Jum

bo
and

L
arge

w
ere

an
abundance

to
this

lake.
D

aily
catch

in
10

nets
=

30
tubs

w
hites.

T
oday

10
nets

3
tubs

m
ixed.

S
ocio-econom

ic
has

not
been

justified;
very

little
em

ploym
ent

for
com

m
unities

th
at

have
been

im
pacted

such
as

S
outh

Indian.
B

efore
th

e
flood

people
w

ere
self

sufficient,
hard

w
orking,

in
d
ep

en
d

en
t

and
close

to
th

e
land

th
at

provided
all

the
resources

to
enjoy

life.
A

tth
at

tim
e

90%
of

th
e

people
w

ere
fisherm

en
and

trap
p
ers.

T
oday

approx.
80%

of
the

people
are

unem
ployed

and
live

on
Social

assistance.



B
.

M
ain

W
ay

of
L

ife

W
e

see
this

as
again

another
addition

to
the

m
ost

destructive
project(C

R
D

-A
FP)

th
at

w
e

have
had

to
live

through.
A

land
and

lake
once

so
rich

w
ith

all
the

resources
th

at
w

ere
there

for
our

livelihood
and

future.
O

ur
w

ay
of

life
has

been
totally

altered.
P

rojects
like

W
uskw

atim
,

the
proposed

C
onaw

apa
&

K
eeyask

D
am

s
are

an
investm

ent
by

M
anitoba

and
M

anitoba
H

ydro
into

this
continued

destruction
and

negative
altered

lifestyle.
W

ith
no

address
or

acknow
ledgem

ent
of

on
going

destruction
our

w
ay

of
life

and
culture

m
ay

becom
e

extinct
as

a
result

of
th

ese
projects.

D
v

s
:
c
’
i

iu
rtrc

J
t

5
o
u
t

rcJTan
L

ake,



2.

1q77

IA
ll

natural
recreation

areas
such

as
beaches,

boat
launching,

cam
ping,

skating
have

all
been

flooded
out.

T
he

fam
ily

activities
such

as
berry

picking,seagull
egg

gathering,
traditional

m
edicine

areas
are

also
allw

ashed
aw

ay.
T

he
areas

used
skating,

sport
fishing

are
now

all
unsafe

during
freeze

up
and

w
inter

in
the

im
m

ediate
com

m
unity

areas,
and

throughout
the

lake
w

here
our

traditional
trapping

and
fishing

used
to

take
place.

W
ith

the
CRD

com
pensation,

som
e

of
the

m
oney

w
as

used
to

build
an

arena.
T

he
m

onies
from

the
com

pensation
has

been
used

to
operate

and
m

aintain
this

facility
-100%

unlike
other

com
m

unities
such

as
N

elson
H

ouse,
atthe

cost
of

$140,000
yearly.

T
he

hydro
bill

alone
averages

$31,000
annually

w
ith

basic
usage.

W
e

are
at

the
point

w
here

w
e

m
ay

not
be

able
to

continue
to

keep
this

facility
open

and
w

ith
the

projected
doubling

or
tripling

of
rates

due
to

these
projects

M
B

H
ydro

w
illguarantee

that
our

only
facility

in
the

com
m

unity
for

youth
w

ill
close.

P
hoto:

K
ids

sw
im

m
ing

near
the

oid
schooL

South
Indian

Lake.
M

anitoba
C

a.
1969.-

1966
1972

1966-



3.
Social

A
spects

A
.

Social
A

ttitudes;
pride,

dignity,
m

otivation,
determ

ination.
B.

E
ducation

C.
R

elocation
Li

T
he

people
have

losttheir
self

w
orth,

pride,
dignity,

m
otivation,

determ
ination

after
being

stripped
of

their
livelihood.

N
o

one
can

really
understand

how
this

im
pacts

an
individuals, youth,

especially
the

elders.
Itis

sad
to

see
them

just
sitting,

observing
their

grand
children

alm
ost totally

disconnected
to

land,
the

traditional
w

ay
of

life.
O

ur
children

have
been

affected,
they

have
not

been
able

to
learn

substantially
the

traditional
w

ay
of

life.
A

lthough
w

ith
efforts

of
the

com
m

unity
people

w
e

have
an

annually
traditional

cam
p,

w
here

w
e

teach
the

children
the

traditional
w

ays.
O

nce
a

totally
independent,

hard
w

orking
com

m
unity

now
struggling

to
keep

up
w

ith
the

on
going

changed
land.

W
ith

no
acknow

ledgem
ent

ofthe
continued

destruction
oftheir

environm
ent

to
pow

er
these

new
projects.

W
uskw

atim
,

K
eeyask,

C
onaw

apa
in

the
P

referred
D

evelopm
ent

Plan,
has

it
been

decided
w

e
are

to
be

sacrificed?

L
c.

ro
th

er
L

ou
D

um
as

4.
L

ou
T

ending
M

oose
R

ibs
&

B
acon

5.
Jo-M

om
m

a
Filleting

F
ish



B.
E

ducation
C.

R
elocation

D
.

B
and

R
ecognition

IJ
T

here
is

a
low

graduation
rate;

W
orking

in
the

school
w

e
see

th
e

kindergarten
class

enrollm
ent

w
ith

25
students,

out
of

this
only

10
or

less
w

ill
graduate.

W
ith

the
low

education
rates

this
w

ill
guarantee

th
e

youth
not

have
the

opportunity
to

w
ork

w
ith

M
anitoba

H
ydro

on
their

projects,
any

o
th

er
projects

or
em

ployers
anyw

here,
this

is
a

grow
ing

m
ajority

of
aboriginal

youth
throughout

th
e

H
ydro

Im
pacted

C
om

m
unities

L1
“W

hen
youth

lack
opportunities

for
m

eaningful
participation;

self-destruction,
&

antisocial
behaviors

including
drug

abuse,
depression,

prem
ature

parenthood,
suicide,

and
delinquency

are
a

com
m

on
place.”

R
elocation

of
the

com
m

unity
w

ith
sub-standard

houses
th

at
did

not
fit

th
e

life
style

of
our

people
and

again
w

as
inadequate

to
the

then
population

and
future

generations.
A

prom
ise

of
a

bright
future

w
hich

rem
ains

unfulfilled.
IJ

B
and

R
ecognition

O
PC

N
—

A
s

a
result

of
th

e
W

uskw
atim

project
our

com
m

unity
finally

realized
B

and
recognition,

only
now

w
e

are
realizing

th
at

this
w

ill
be

a
long

road
to

R
eserve

Land
and

uncertain
future

as
the

only
im

m
ediate

result
w

as
the

benefit
of

the
elim

ination
of

400
N

O
votes

for
the

P
roject

D
evelopm

ent
A

greem
ent

for
N

C
N

and
H

ydro,
now

in
its

third
round

of
redrafting

and
voting

after
w

hat
w

as
suppose

to
be

the
“P

erfect
A

greem
ent”.



4.
Physical

&
M

ental
H

ealth
A

.
Social

Issues-
low

em
ploym

ent
B.

Low
Self

E
steem

W
hen

th
ere

is
little

hope
and

faced
w

ith
m

uch
devastation

people
are

put
in

a
position

th
at

they
have

very
low

self-esteem
.

T
here

has
been

a
rise

in
social

issues,
such

as
alcohol

and
drug

use.
T

he
social

assistance
is

basically
the

livelihood
of

our
people,

this
has

to
change

or
th

e
real

im
pacts

of
these

projects
and

th
e

costto
our

com
m

unities
and

Province
has

yet
to

counted,
w

here
is

this
cost

in
th

e
P

referred
D

evelopm
ent

Plan
IJ

T
he

com
m

unity
agreed

to
build

an
econom

y
w

ith
the

com
pensation

and
started

a
T

ourist
F

ishing/hunting
L

odge
“

Big
Sand

L
ake”

w
hich

seasonally
em

ploys
approxim

ately
25

-35local
people.

U
nfortunately

due
to

U
SA

E
conom

ics
it

is
difficultto

sustain,
yet

w
e

receive
no

“gift”
of

50
M

illion
D

ollars
from

M
B

H
ydro

such
as

being
proposed

to
N

CN
in

the
S

upplem
ent

to
PD

A
#2,

due
to

failed
projections

of
U

SA
revenue

from
W

uskw
atim

,
w

hat
lesson

has
been

learned?
W

here
is

the
fairness

and
equality

and
w

here
are

the
benefits

th
at

everyone
w

as
sold?

1
W

hy
suffer

us
again

for
another

project
th

at
is

not
needed

and
w

ill
costfuture

generations
untold

expenses
and

hardships,
has

this
been

analyzed
I

W
hat

is
th

e
E

nvironm
ental,

Soci-E
conom

ic
costto

SIL,
its

people,
youth

and
future

generations
unborn

IJ
W

hat
gives

M
anitoba

H
ydro,

and
M

anitoba
the

right
to

destroy
a

lake,
a

population
of

fish,
an

econom
y,

a
culture

and
a

future
of

thousands
of

aboriginal
youth

and
yet

ignore
it

as
a

costto
proposed

projects
J

W
here

is
this

new
era

of
aboriginal

relations
th

at
is

being
“sold”

to
the

A
m

erican
consum

er



5.
N

atural
H

abitats
D

isruption.
A

.
Fish

and
th

eir
E

nvironm
ent

B.
B

irds
C.

M
o
o
se/carib

o
u

Li
Fish

spaw
ning-

w
hite

fish
spaw

n
freeze

out
or

dry
out

in
spring,

fish
are

older
and

sm
aller

resulting
in

a
m

ainly
uncatchable

fish
=

low
production

rates
Li

T
he

plant
grow

th
fish

feed
on

is
gone

w
ith

fluctuation
of

th
e

w
ater.

Li
O

ur
M

anitoba
P

rem
ier

prom
otes

th
at

the
S

turgeon
Fishery

w
ill

be
rebuilt

in
N

orthern
M

B
as

a
result

of
th

e
proposed

K
eeyask

and
C

onaw
apa

projects,
w

hat
about

our
S

turgeon,
N

orthern
Pike,

W
alleye

and
Lake

W
hitefish

are
w

e
not

people
th

at
have

equal
needs?

W
hy

are
w

e
not

considered
since

W
uskw

atim
,

K
eeyask

and
C

onaw
apa

w
ill

rely
on

our
lake

for
w

ater
th

at
w

ill
g
en

erate
a

significant
am

ount
of

pow
er

th
at

is
to

be
sold

yet
w

e
are

overlooked.

B.
B

irds:
T

he
nesting

areas
flooded.

T
he

shoreline
habitats

of
som

e
species

are
gone

and
so

are
those

birds
of

w
hat

use
to

be
a

sustainable
healthy

food
source

C.
M

oose/C
aribou:

T
he

eroded
shorelines

and
the

debris
on

th
e

shorelines
m

ake
it

difficult
for

th
e

anim
als

travel
and

feed.
C

aribou
no

longer
m

igrate
to

th
e

com
m

unity
because

of
the

currents
th

at
keep

the
w

ater
open

all
year.

O
ur

younger
generation

have
not

even
seen

the
caribou

herds.



C
R

D
-A

F
P

W
hat

do
w

e
know

?
-T

here
is

very
little

m
ention,

description, justification
and

“tie”
to

the
proposed

projects
(K

eeyask)
of

the
benefit,

im
pacts

and
need

of
the

C
hurchill

R
iver

D
iversion

N
FA

T
subm

ission
-T

here
is

no
m

ention
at

all
of

the
A

ugm
ented

Flow
P

rogram
in

relation
to

th
e

proposed
projects,

need,
dem

and,
revenues

and
im

pacts
-T

he
big

Q
uestion

becom
es

W
hy?

-U
p

to
25

—
40

%
of

SIL
w

ater
w

ill
pow

er
the

dam
s,

w
hy

is
not

m
entioned,

described,justified
and

explained
as

an
operation

of
the

sustainability
of

the
K

eeyask
project,

if
it

is
not

needed
w

hy
is

operated?
K

eeyask
is

not
going

to
be

operated
in

a
vacuum

.
-T

here
is

no
P

erm
anent

L
icense

of
the

CRD
after

41
years

of
operation

-T
here

is
no

environm
ental

review
of

the
A

FP
after

38
years

of
operation

-T
he

A
FP

absorbed
th

e
operating

param
eters

of
th

e
Interim

CRD
L

icense,
th

ere
is

N
o

license
interim

or
perm

anent
for

A
FP

-N
o

cum
ulative

E
ffects

S
tudy

of
the

system
w

ide
im

pacts
of

the
m

ost
destructive

projects
in

M
anitoba

-N
o

A
dverse

Im
pacts

A
greem

ent
in

relation
to

the
proposed

projectto
im

pacted
people

and
groups

-M
B

H
ydro

refusal
to

discuss
real

im
pacts

-4889
page

plus
appendices

subm
itted

to
th

e
Public

U
tilities

B
oard

for
N

FA
T

and
only

brief
m

ention
of

CRD
and

no
m

ention
of

A
FP,w

hy,
m

aybe
is

of
no

im
pact

to
operation,

then
w

hy
operate,

m
aybe

there
is

huge
im

pact
to

operation
then

w
hy

not
m

ention
it?

-T
he

latest
W

uskw
atim

P
roject

has
failed

projections
and

K
eeyask

is
not

needed
currently

and
w

e
G

round
Z

ero
of

the
operation

th
at

w
ill

provide
significantly

to
these

projects
w

ill
suffer

yet
again,

w
ith

the
indignity

of
not

being
addressed,

recognized
as

im
pacted

people,
suffer

the
further

indignity
of

paying
double

or
triple

the
rates

to
pay

for
these

gam
bles,

w
hy

have
w

e
not

learned
the

lessons
of

W
uskw

atim
.

-K
eeyask/C

onaw
apa

IS
directly

linked
to

CRD
—

A
FP,

SIL
and

its
people!



A
lternatives

to
the

P
roject:

-
Invest

in
A

boriginal
Y

outh
so

they
once

again
contribute

positively
to

th
e

Provincial
econom

y

-
Invest

in
th

e
SIL

E
nvironm

ent
so

once
again

it
can

becom
e

sustainable
as

a
contribution

to
the

N
orth

and
econom

y

-
M

andate
M

B
H

ydro
to

o
p
erate

responsibly
for

th
e

benefit
of

all
M

anitobans
as

the
claim

to
do

currently,
are

w
e

not
equal

to
o
th

er
M

anitobans
and

C
anadians

-
C

heeskw
a,

W
ait,

K
eeyask

does
not

need
to

be
built,

assess
w

hat
you

know
,

address
th

e
issues

do
not

sacrifice
our

com
m

unity,
people

and
our

youth
for

yet
an

o
th

er
project.

-
K

atha
Pi-T

a-M
ach,

N
ot

R
ight

N
ow

•
In

all
th

e
d

estro
y

ed
,

socio
—

econom
ic,

environm
ental

im
pact

and
cost

is
too

great
to

be
assessed

you
have

not
been

inform
ed

of
everything.


