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****  ITALIC TEXT INDICATES CREE VERSION TRANSLATED ****

PRIVATE 

THE CHAIRMAN :PRIVATE 


(In Cree,  not translated)
MrS. ELIZABETH ISERHOFF:

We thank you,  Lord,  and bless each one here tonight - this afternoon,  Lord.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Elizabeth.


(In Cree,  not translated)


Chief Robert Weistche,  Cree Nation,  Waskaganish.

MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

Thank you; I would like to welcome you all to Waskaganish.  We all come to these hearings to listen to what the people have to say.  


(In Cree,  not translated)


On behalf of the council,  I welcome you once again.  I hope you will enjoy your stay in our community and I will be back myself for my presentation later on.  Thank you very much.

THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)


... to my right at the end of the table.

MR. ÉRIC GIROUX:

My name is Eric Giroux,  I was appointed to the Evaluating Committee by the Federal Government.

MRS. MIREILLE PAUL:

Hello,  my name is Mireille Paul,  and I am appointed by the Government of Quebec

MR. BRIAN CRAIK:

(In Cree,  not translated)

MR. DANIEL BERROUARD:

My name is Daniel Berrouard.  I am appointed by the Quebec Government.

MR. JEAN CRÉPAULT:

My name is Jean Crépault.  I am appointed by the Federal Government.

THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)

MR. ÉRIC GIROUX:

Before I start,  I would like to point out to you all in the room,  that we have two (2) documents that are available for you.  One of these sheets here with colours,  you have a resumé of the process we are going through right now.  It's written in French,  in English and in Cree.  It's all available on the table where Michael is sitting.  


And for the presentation,  I'm going... short presentation,  I'll show you,  we have two (2) of these slides are translated in Cree.  These are available as well on Micheal O'Neill's desk over there.  Feel free to bring them with you.  One of them is discussing the directives which is the document Philip talked to you about.  This is why we're here.  And the other one is the key issues that these directives are including.  Maybe they're not all the issues that we have put in the directives for the proponents to evaluate the impacts.  But these are what we think are the major ones.


So this is the review processus for the Eastmain-1A Rupert project.  We have two (2) processus,  like Mr. Crépault just told you a few minutes ago,  and Philip as well,  we have the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement,  under section twenty-two (22),  which has its own environmental and social protection regime.  And like Mr. Crépault said as well,  we have the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.


So there's two (2) processus that are collaborating together for making sure that we have a good environmental and social evaluation of this important project.  And this coordination with those two (2) processus are also mentioned in la Paix des Braves,  as you might have as well known.


So,  most of you know the JBNQA as we call it.  It's an agreement between Quebec,  the SEBJ,  SDBJ and Hydro-Quebec which are the proponents. The Grand Council of the Crees,  the Crees of Quebec,  the Inuit of Quebec and the government of Canada.  


Most of you know that James Bay Northern Quebec Agreement Territory where the Inuits and the Crees are living.  So we can see on the map Mistissini and as well as Chibougamau.  


This is us,  the evaluating committee,  the six (6) of us.  It's an organism established under section twenty-two (22) of the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement.


There's six (6) members appointed by the government of Canada,  the government of Quebec,  and the Cree Regional Authority.  What we do is we receive the project preliminary information and we recommend the directives.  So what we have in front of us is the draft directives that is available now for you,  on the table also where Michael O'Neill sits.  No,  I guess not,  it's all gone.  But it's all available on the Internet and you can have access with this document by the government of Canada or the government of Quebec.


So for the Eastmain 1A Rupert projet,  the COMEV,  we'll do recommendations to the Provincial administrator and to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency which Mr. Crépault represents as well.


The Canadian Environmental Assessment Act,  it came into force 1995,  and some major modifications are expected in the coming... in this year.  Probably this fall.  


For the Eastmain-1A Rupert Project,  the Canadian Environment Assessment Act was triggered by the issuance of an authorization under the Fisheries Act and the Navigable Water Protection Act.  


So this is why we have another process here as well as the JBNQA for this project.  It's for two (2) authorizations to be made by Fisheries and Oceans.  


So the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency manages the CEAA process and this is why Mr. Jean Crépault is here at this table.


So on the small pamphlet that you have available for you,  you have the main steps of the assessment and review process.  So in December of last year,  we received a project notice by Hydro-Quebec and the COMEV,  we started preparing a set of directives to be sent to the proponent when it will be finished.  What we are doing now is the public consultation on this... on these draft directives. 


So we're here to hear from you what are your concerns about these directives.  If there is anything else we want to add to this directive,  this is why we're here today.


After that,  the proponent will take these directives and will prepare its impact statement.  And then they will present their impact statement to different bodies who will review that and maybe ask questions along the way.  Then again,  there will be a public consultation at that moment.  So you will have also a chance to make your comments about the impact statement that Hydro-Quebec will present.


After that,  we'll have public hearings,  more formal,  so if you want to prepare documents or you want... then again,  talk to the different bodies to talk about your concerns,  there will be a time for that in the coming year.  After that,  the review bodies will do their recommendations and there will be a decision made about the projects.  


So what are the directives?  And this slide is translated in Cree over there.  What it does it outlines the nature,  the scope and the extent of the environmental and social impact statement.  It underlines the major environmental and social issues to be studied.  So,  what we want by this document is to say to the proponents there are what's important for the governments,  what is important for the people.  And we want you to make sure that you'll do a proper review of the impact.  And that you will inform as well the people and the government what are the impacts of this project.


This document also outlines the major environmental and social issues to be studied by the proponent.  So,  this paper which is about sixty (60),  seventy (70) pages long,  is - includes different issues,  but what we would like to discuss with you is some of them,  but we have presented on this slide maybe the ones that we feel are the most important.


The first one is the Cree way of life and health,  which is an important issue that we want the proponent to take a look at,  the Cree hunting grounds Eeyou Istchee used by the Crees,  the increased access and use of the territory,  the fish and fish habitat,  and particularly the sturgeon and cisco of Smokey Hill or Notimeshanan,  the determination of the minimum flow of the Rupert River,  any mercury issues related to health on humans or fish or other animals,  birds birds' habitat,  mammals and their habitat,  any flora species including medicinal plants,  and,  finally,  probably your own.  


So,  this is the main reason why we are here today.  It is to receive your comments and your views about our draft directives.  So,  we want to make sure that the proponent is aware of your concerns and the concerns of the Evaluating Committee.  Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Éric Giroux.  And now,  at this time,  I will call upon the proponent's representatives to make the presentation on the proposed Eastmain 1-A and Rupert diversion project,  Mr. André Tessier.

MR. ANDRÉ TESSIER:

Thank you,  Mr. Chairman.

MR. ÉRIC GIROUX:

Maybe before the proponent starts,  I would like to remind you that there's another sheet of paper that may be of interest of you.  It is a Cree translation of two (2) slides that I've presented.  The first one is a presentation of the directives,  and the other one is the main key issues that we've discussed earlier.  So,  you may find those at the entrance table with Mr. O'Neill.

THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)  


Okay,  you may proceed,  Mr. Tessier.

MR. ANDRÉ TESSIER:

Mr. Chairman,  members of the committee,  ladies and gentlemen,  good afternoon,  I am André Tessier and I am with the Department of Environment.

THE CHAIRMAN:

I just wanted to remind you if you could just take your time,  you know.

MR. ANDRÉ TESSIER:

Sure.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Because the translators need to catch up,  so...

MR. ANDRÉ TESSIER:

All the words; okay,  so,  I'm working for Hydro-Quebec for the Environment Department,  and I'm also a member of the Boumhounan working group,  study working group.  For those who will appreciate this presentation,  there is some copies available at Michael O'Neill's desk at the entrance of the hall.


The subjects that we will cover during this presentation are the project objectives,  the distinction between the Eastmain 1 hydroelectric development and the Eastmain 1-A generating station and Rupert diversion project.  We'll make a short presentation of the main features of the Eastmain 1-A generating station and Rupert diversion project.  We'll talk a bit about the involvement of the land user in the project design,  and we'll review or show you the schedule of the project as it is proposed right now.


So,  the objectives of the project for Hydro-Quebec are to continue to develop competitive hydroelectric projects and ensure that steady growth of electricity sales on wholesale market and of Hydro-Quebec production generating facilities in Quebec.


I would like to make the distinction,  because you will hear about those entities in the coming years,  so,  make the distinction between Hydro-Quebec,  which is the proponent of the project,  and the Société d'Énergie de la Baie James,  SEBJ,  James Bay Energy Corporation - it depends how you call it - which is the prime contractor for the technical,  economic,  environmental,  and social studies required for the impact assessment.


So,  talking about the difference between Eastmain 1 and Eastmain 1-A,  Eastmain 1 is a project actually under construction on the Eastmain River.  The project has begun last year with the construction of a road between Nemiscau substation and the future -the site of the future powerhouse.  And there's another length of road which is going from the future generating station to the dam and the spillway that are to be built on the Eastmain River.  This project will create a reservoir of about six hundred (600) square kilometres.  Okay,  for those who like technical aspects,  the generating station will have three (3) turbines and a capacity of production of four hundred eighty (480) megawatts.  


So,  this is a picture of the road that was built last summer and up to the fall.  And this is a picture of the actual Eastmain 1 worker camp,  okay,  where there is about - where are my figures - actually,  about six hundred fifty (650) workers.  And among those workers,  one-third are Crees.


So,  the Eastmain 1-A and Rupert diversion project,  okay,  in the Eastmain 1-A and Rupert diversion project,  there's a proposed powerhouse that would be built just beside the Eastmain 1 powerhouse,  and the other part of the project is to divert a part of the Rupert River up to the north in the Eastmain 1 reservoir.  To do so,  we propose to build a road starting from the actual Nemiscau work camp to a future work camp called Rupert,  okay.  


The following steps will be to build four (4) dams - five (5) dams:  One on the Rupert River just near upstream the Route du Nord,  this dam will have a spillway,  okay,  to provide the reserve flow for the river.  And there's also a dam on the Lemare River and three (3) dams on different branch of the Nemiscau River.  In the case of the Lemare and Nemiscau River,  the flow of those rivers will be maintained and will vary according to the season.


To make the difference between the two (2) projects,  the Rupert diversion by making - by building the dams and dikes will create what we call a forebay in a way that it's not a reservoir.  It's more - for those who know the Boyd/Sakami area,  it's something similar to the Boyd/Sakami area.  It's not LG-2,  and it's not Opinaca.  It's not a reservoir.  It's not a reserve that we intend to - where we intend to have a big draw-down,  okay.  The diversion will be done - have two (2) parts,  okay.  There's the forebay,  and there's a control structure,  and the tailbay.  


The control structure is a little bit technical,  but the control structure allows to pass a maximum - to divert a maximum of eight hundred (800) cubic metres of water going north.  This is the maximum that can go through that structure.  When we'll talk in more details later in those years about the projects,  and some of you know about it,  we'll explain you what is the role of that structure,  but what is important is to understand that the maximum water going north is eight hundred (800) cubic metres.  


Then,  the water will go into the Eastmain 1 reservoir,  then through the Eastmain 1 or Eastmain 1-A powerhouse,  and it will flow north through the Opinaca reservoir,  which won't change.  The level won't change.  It will be the same reservoir as it is.  And the water will go through the La Sarcelle control structure.  Actually,  that structure has three (3) gates,  three (3) doors,  big doors,  to let pass the water from Opinaca going to LG-2.  So,  to receive the additional flow coming from the Rupert River,  we have the choice to build another door or to build a powerhouse,  okay.  Building the powerhouse is the choice of the Crees,  and they must decide what they will do before the end of this year. 


So,  even if we didn't have the directives,  we began the studies about the project last year,  and there's a lot of studies that were carried out last summer,  this winter,  and some will be also carried out this summer and probably next fall.  


So,  among those studies for which some trappers and individuals in the community participated,  we have studied about the water quality,  the thermal and ice regime.  Thermal is the temperature of the water,  how it flowed throughout in the year.  And for the ice regime,  we've looked to the timing of freeze-up and of break-up and also the ice thickness.  That was done last winter.  


We also have studies about mercury,  studies about geomorphology,  which we can explain by looking at the nature of the shore banks,  the erosion process,  the landslide,  things like that.  We have studies about oceanography mainly in the Rupert Bay.  That was done last summer.  So,  it's about salinity,  currents,  depth of the Rupert Bay.  We also have a study on the in-stream flow or the ecological flow,  which is the amount of water that will pass through the spillway at the Rupert dam,  okay,  to maintain the fish habitat and use of the river.  


We have studies about vegetation,  big game,  small game,  rare wildlife and vegetation species,  birds,  land use by non-Crees from James Bay and other users,  tourists.  We have studies about Cree land use for hunting,  fishing,  and trapping.  We have studies about social aspects,  archaeology,  and forestry.


There was also some technical studies,  so,  geodetic network.  I won't explain,  but it's roughly to see what is the elevation of the land and make sure that all the elevation is comprehensive from one point to another.  Mapping,  we have done hydrometric studies,  surveys,  which are measures of the quantity of water which is flowing at different times of the years.  


We have a bathometric survey,  which is establishing the depth of the river all along its course and the depth of the Rupert Bay.  We have geotechnical studies where we drilled some holes mainly to get the location and the nature of the bedrock,  and we had also hydraulic surveys which refer to the speed of the water,  the physical aspect of the river,  the rapids,  the channels,  etc.  


We also said at the beginning of the presentation that people,  land users were invited to participate in this phase.  This is done mainly through the Boumhounan Agreement,  which is an agreement between the Grand Council of the Crees,  the Cree Regional Authority,  the Cree Trapper Association,  the Eastmain Band,  the Cree Nation of Mistissini,  the Nemaska Band,  the Waskaganish Band,  Hydro-Quebec,  and SEBJ.  So,  this agreement provides for - provides specific Hydro-Quebec and SEBJ guarantees,  commitments,  and undertakings with respect to the Cree Nation.  


The agreement also created the Cree/Hydro-Quebec feasibility study group,  which is a forum for continuous exchange between the communities directly affected by the project,  the Chisasibi Band,  the Wemindji Band,  certain regional Cree organizations like the CTA,  and those responsible for the draft design study,  which are Hydro-Quebec and SEBJ people.


The Crees are directly involved in the studies and work related to the Eastmain 1-A generating station and Rupert diversion project.  I just remind you that each time we go on the trap line to make surveys,  tallymen or members of their family are invited to participate with the staff,  okay,  to their surveys and all the work.


The Boumhounan Agreement also aims to promote a continuous exchange between SEBJ and the various stakeholders in mid-northern Quebec.  We refer to MBJ,  municipalities,  environmental,  tourist,  and economical development agency,  government.  The agreement also refers to the progress of the draft design studies.  It provides a flexible adaptable structure to make exchange between the parties,  and it provides more in-depth insight into the concerns and skills of the community,  including traditional knowledge,  so as to integrate them into the study process as soon as possible.


So,  the target years for the realization of the project,  okay,  are last year we began the study in 2002.  So,  we start the draft design of the project.  In spring,  2004,  which is at this time next year,  we hope to be filing the environmental impact statement to the different authorities.  In fall,  2005,  if we're lucky,  this is the planned day for obtaining the government approval.  2007 is the temporary diversion of the river,  and 2010 is the commissioning of the Eastmain 1-A powerhouse.  Thank you for your attention.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Mr. Tessier.  First of all,  I'd like to thank the speaker at the moment,  and now it's time for your comments and both native and non-native alike.  We'd like to hear your presentations.  How about Diane Ried in just a minute?  I will call upon the second person on the list then,  since Diane Ried is not here.  She was here earlier.  I don't know where she went.  In any case,  Yves Bonnier-Viger,  the Cree Health Board...

MR. YVES BONNIER-VIGER:

I just have to wait a little bit for the pictures.  My name is Yves Bonnier-Viger.  I am the U.C. Public Health Director,  and it's the first time I'm in Waskaganish.  I'm beginning the job since December.  I'm living in Chisasibi.  We will present the point of view of the public health about the directives.  We had the chance to see the directives in January at the first version.  We did some comments.  And in the April version,  a lot of comments have been included.  So,  we'll just point the most important things that we think it is important in the directives on the health,  public health point of view.


I thought the meeting was this night.  I am just arriving.  So,  I had a meeting with Bert Blackned.  If someone knows him,  just tell him that I will see him after,  I'm sorry.


Okay,  as I told you,  we think that the directives on the side of health is quite good,  but we want to emphasize on some points.  You know that the objective of the assessment is really to minimize the negative effects of the project and maximize the positive aspects.  So,  we'll try to see on the both sides.  


Normally,  this kind of session is for the COMEV,  but we think it's important that the population knows what is the point of view your public health.  It's your public health.  So,  you have to know what we are thinking.  And if you do not agree or if you agree,  you can comment on it.


Before there was any hydroelectric development in the region,  we know a little - very few about the status of health of the population,  and we think that all new development has changed the way the people were interacting with the environment,  and it has been an impact on the health of the population.  So,  the main idea we have here is before we are going to another thing,  another project,  we must have a picture of the health of the population now to be able to see after,  when we will take other pictures,  what has been changed and try to do the relation between the project and the status of the health of the population.


As you know,  I think you know,  too,  the health definition,  the Cree health definition,  the meopatium,  is not really strict to health.  Meopatium,  it's more the good way of living,  the ability to live a long life with the capacity to do the work,  the capacity to raise a family,  the capacity to be happy.  So,  there are four (4) dimensions of health:  the spiritual health,  mental health,  emotional health,  and physical health.  And we have to look at the project on these four (4) dimensions.


So,  what we call the determinant of health,  what has an impact on our health,  it's a lot of things.  It's not only what we eat.  It's not only how we sleep.  The social support networks,  the way the community is interacting,  it's important for health.  The employment of people,  their occupation,  they have a good work they rely on.  It's important for health.  For sure,  the physical environment,  and we know that these projects are changing the physical environment.


The education of people has an effect.  The healthy child development,  the development of the infants is important.  For sure,  we know that the biology and our genetic baggage is important,  too.  The health services has an impact.  The way we deal ourselves with some good or bad habits like smoking or do exercise or eating well or eating bad,  these have for sure an impact,  and also the income and the social status of the people.  


So,  when we are talking of meopatium,  we have to think of all the determinants,  when we are thinking about it.


Mercury - hi,  Diane,  I'm sorry,  I take your place.  Mercury is a large issue,  because mercury,  as you know,  is a contaminant that may have adverse effects not so much on immediate effect,  but a long-term effect and maybe effects that are not very - it's not very easy to perceive on each individual,  but we can perceive it on all the population.  


So,  it would be fine not to eat any mercury,  any metal mercury,  but the problem is that what is important in our life and more important here in the territory is to eat fish.  Fish is a traditional meat,  and we know by modern studies that it was a very good habit,  because the flesh of it contains some oils that are protective against cardiovascular diseases,  against heart attack,  against high pressure,  and some things like that.  


So,  it is very important to eat a lot of fish,  but,  on the other side,  what we know is that the methyl mercury which is in soil is eaten by the fish,  by a chain.  And so,  when you're eating a lot of fish,  you're also eating a lot of mercury.  So,  we have a problem.  We don't want mercury,  but we want fish.  So,  it is a point that will be very important for the proponent to study how we can resolve the issue.  So,  how can it be minimized to remove too much mercury from the soil when they are constructing and flooding the territory,  and what is the actual amount of mercury the people are having in themselves,  how much mercury there is in the fish,  and how it will change,  and all the methods we can - how we can do to minimize that problem?


Okay,  in the directives,  there is a chapter for risk perception.  It is important that the proponents deal with the risk perception.  The perception of the risk is not the same for everybody.  So,  we want that all the environmental and health issues associated to the project be studied to know how the risk perception will change.


For the risk assessment of the problem of mercury,  you know there are some norms,  that some are very severe.  And what we want the proponent to do is to really study something that is "utile" for the people.  So,  if we take the risk so low that we cannot eat any fish,  we will have another type of risk,  which is cardiovascular disease.  So,  what is the right balance between the two (2)?  That's what we want to have as a result of the assessment.


There will be - for sure,  we saw that since there are projects,  there are impacts on socioeconomic and cultural environment.  So,  we want to know what this project will have.  So,  I think that some basic surveys must be done,  and we are proposing some indicators.  We also know that these kinds of projects are,  on one side,  perhaps giving more money in the pockets of some workers,  but,  at the same time,  there is some proposals to "faire du gaspillage",  to spill the money in alcohol,  drugs,  and some things like that,  so,  all things that are coming - that are already in our community,  but they may be enhanced and may be bringing more problems.  So,  all this issue of alcohol and drugs must be addressed.


By flooding territories,  too,  well,  we'll see that it was not so much,  but,  anyway,  I think that when you're flooding some territories,  you're limiting the activities of some people.  So,  it will have to have some mitigation measure to ensure that the decrease because of the flooding will be replaced by an increase in another place.


We are very preoccupied by the question of emergency.  Perhaps it's because of the war and all the rumours we have,  but we think that it's important that we know what we have to do if there is some emergency.  So,  if there is some damage to the dams,  what are we going to do?  As far I know,  in Chisasibi,  if there is a large damage to the LG-2 dams,  and it brings a lot of water to LG-1,  it will not resist.  So,  what will we do?  And we don't know exactly.  We know that we have about ten (10) hours to do something,  but it's little.  So,  it's important to have it.


We think also that since the Cree are giving some territories to help the south to have enough energy,  I think there's some replacement that must be done,  replacement that will have an impact on health like an augmentation of the education level.  We think that it will be fine to have more people that may understand French to be able to work and perhaps take the place of the technicians that will come.  We think that the Cree Schoolboard in technical and the project about nutrition must be reinforced.  And we think we have to take this opportunity to increase all these installations in the communities to increase the activity of the people.


The problem of drownings,  it may,  it may not be linked to the project,  but I think it must be addressed.  The changes,  the large environmental changes that we are doing,  are they changing the climate?  There is a problem of some people that are going with snowmobiles on ice that is not so hard as they were.  So,  we had drownings.  It has to be addressed,  too.  And we think that - you do a picture,  but it has to be done on an ongoing basis to have a good follow-up of what will happen in the years going.


So,  those were our major conclusions,  and my worker told you that there will be a written document.  I think we will expand on that for you.  Any questions from anybody?  Okay.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  the procedure is that after your presentation,  Mr. Viger,  the members of the committee here will make comments or questions on your presentation.   So,  you may continue.  So,  you can continue it.

MR. YVES BONNIER-VIGER:

I've finished.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Oh,  you've finished?

MR. YVES BONNIER-VIGER

Yes.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  first,  we want to thank you,  Mr. Viger.  Please ensure that a copy of your presentation is left with our secretary for the record and for our use.  And,  secondly,  it is not intended by this committee that we address your issues and concerns and questions this afternoon.  We will take into account your presentation as we review all the presentations in order to determine our recommendations concerning the final directives.  So,  at this point,  I will ask if any member of the committee wishes to raise any questions or comments on the presentation from the Cree Health Board.  Okay,  thank you very much.  Now,  Diane Ried from Reverence Rupert.

MRS. DIANE RIED:

(In Cree,  not translated)


I recognize a few colleagues there from the environmental review group of too long ago.  I haven't seen you for a long time.  And I greet the federal representatives also.  I heard you had a rough public hearing in Montreal,  but,  anyway,  as we were asked,  we come here also with respect because of the name of the organization that I represent,  not only myself,  but the people who oppose the development of the diversion of Rupert's River.  


The name Reverence means secret respect for the river,  and I think that's one of the reasons why we oppose any development of this major river of the north.  Those who know the river - most of us do,  and most of us have travelled over the air and on the river - know the power of this river.  When a river is,  I gather,  around eight hundred (800) miles long and has over sixty-five (65) rapids,  we know it is a major powerful river of the north.  And of all the rivers of the north,  Rupert's River is the most rapid running river.  And with the intention of diverting it,  we know the impacts it will have,  and I think that's part of the reason why there is a need for evaluation and proper directives to the proponent before there is the impact assessments.


But I just  - as a Cree,  I just want to state I could not be anywhere near great deliberations that were held before the Paix des Braves Agreement was signed last year due to the fact that I had a very sick sister,  who died maybe three (3) days after the agreement was signed last year.  And that's probably one of the reasons why my voice was not heard during all these great deliberations.  In the past,  I have been known to be a voice of opposition to development of the north related to Great Whale and other rivers throughout the world,  and I don't think I've changed my personal position related to this.


But what surprises me and still surprises me is how there has been a great reversal of political position of the Grand Council of the Crees,  Cree Regional Authority,  after all the years that we fought any further development of the rivers of the  north.  The Cree spent,  in the ten (10) years they fought Great Whale River,  eight (8) to ten (10) million dollars to fight that project.  And I ask myself:  Was it all for nothing,  that we change our political position for another river?  We sign an agreement first before we can even look at the proper impacts of what will happen,  if Rupert's River is diverted.  


I think that is what is in the minds of many people who oppose and who do not fully understand.  As I read this technical and scientific document,  I think of the people who cannot read it and understand it.  I can barely understand the technical and scientific terms that are here in this document.  I ask myself:  How can the simple people understand it,  what their real impacts are?


You speak about planning to put four (4) dams,  the proponent planning to put four (4) dams and fifty-one (51) dikes along the Rupert's River.  Rupert's River,  through its fast rapid flow,  brings the most cold-water currents to every tributary river and lakes of the north,  including the major lakes like Mistassini,  Nemiscau,  Champion Lake,  Evans Lake,  and all these other major rivers due to its rapid flow.  And if the dikes are - if the fifty-one (51) dikes are put there along the tributaries and the rivers that flow into Rupert's River,  you know the great impact you will create to the water currents that are needed for the other lakes and rivers.


 I think about when people love to go fishing.  Every community,  Eastmain,  Nemaska,  Waskaganish,  they know where all their fishing sites are,  where all the cold-water currents are for their walleye,  for their rainbow trout,  for the sturgeon sites,  for the white fish sites,  and other major species.  And those dikes will greatly affect the flow of that cold-water current into the other rivers,  streams,  and rivers of the north,  and great lakes of the north.  And you will greatly affect the fish species' habitat because of that.  That's one great impact that we will need to look at. 


We were talking about dikes,  trying to find a word for it in Cree,  but we were also joking about Amsterdam and the dikes where the young boy put his finger in the dike to keep the water from flowing in.  I said maybe one day it will happen here.


But one of the other things that concerns me is what's happening with the sturgeon studies.  As I talk to the people in the communities,  the sturgeon studies are happening,  and everyone that I've spoken to,  who caught these fish that are tagged,  the sturgeons that are tagged,  realize how small these sturgeons are.  And how long do we have to wait before the sturgeon gets greatly affected by this type of study,  by tagging them?  That's another impact on a fish that our people are dependent on.


And then,  there's another what I would call a proposed mitigating measure that Hydro-Quebec wants to do,  and this one I'm still trying to understand what the reasoning is behind it.  We all know how much we rely on the goose hunt in the spring,  but we also know how much the goose flight pattern has been affected and changing in the past ten (10),  fifteen (15) years.  They're flying more inland.  One elder said to me once,  she says this is happening,  because the goose are trying to tell us something.  And I've been thinking about that,  wondering what are the goose trying to tell us.  


And my understanding of that came from a man that came to see me,  who said to me that he had this dream that the goose were calling him.  And when the goose stopped honking,  he said he was told that there was going to be a great flood of all the whole - from the bay area of the north going a hundred (100) miles inland,  and that all the coastal communities would be flooded.  And all of us would be there trying to be part of the emergency evacuation plan to get the people because of the flood.  


This is not a technical or a scientific,  but it is something that someone dreamed about will happen. And I think it's time people start looking at things beyond the technical and scientific impacts of development,  hydroelectric development,  in the north.


The Crees,  at one time,  had a position that they would not accept for any further hydroelectric development in the north and except for that electricity to be exported to the United States.  That was the political position.  And,  now,  we are accepting that also,  because now Hydro-Quebec,  because of its signing of this Paix des Braves Agreement and the approval of the diversion of the Rupert's River,  the EM 1-A,  they're going back to New York for exportation agreements.  


I find all of that sad in many ways,  how we have changed our political position as a people.  Have we lost our strength?  Have we lost our faith and trust that we can fight the battle to protect the waters and the lands and the territories Eeyou Istchee against any further development?


Hydro-Quebec is asking whether the Crees would accept a proposed sending of the long necks ahead of the goose hunt season.  Usually,  we all know the long necks come after goose,  the goose hunt.  Now,  they're asking if they could send them up.  How are they going to do that,  so that the Crees can kill the long necks first and then the goose hunt after?  That's another method of trying to change the flight pattern of animal life,  bird life,  in the north in proposing something like that.


When I ask the people about this in the communities,  what they thought about that,  some people said,  well,  we don't need the long necks.  It's not the important.  Some do,  but the majority of the people don't kill the long necks for the purpose of their goose hunt.  So,  what is the purpose of Hydro-Quebec asking that this could be a possibility of what they want our people to accept?  Even that,  I ask myself,  you know:  What's the purpose of that?  So that they could study them.


We all,  over the years,  have felt the social impacts of development in the territory.  When the land and the waters and the air is affected,  we are affected.  The spirit of our people are affected,  and we're feeling it again.  It's hard to measure the social impact,  while there's discussions of other proposed projects in the north.  We don't have the means of measuring that,  but yet we're feeling it,  and we're seeing it in the people in the communities.  Whether it's the younger generation,  whether it's the older generation,  or whether it's young women,  or whether it's middle-aged women,  they are all feeling the impacts of it already.  


And I see it,  but nobody measures that as a social impact,  but it's happening already.  That process has already started.  People are hurting.  People are crying inside because of the fact that this river is going to be diverted and affected.  And that division within families,  difference of opinion,  is there.  Mistrust is there amongst our nation of people that was never there,  really there,  before.  That's a great social impact.


I think the proponents have always tried to minimize the social impacts of these developments in the north,  because they always try to use money as a compensation,  but there comes a day money is not enough.  When people are dying left and right because of their health conditions,  because of thirty (30) years of social impact of a development,  when do you say it's enough?  I think the people did say it's enough with Great Whale,  but now it has come back,  and now we're saying it's okay.  It's very hard.  


You know,  like my understanding from what people are saying about La Paix des Braves,  they said,  well,  just because we signed La Paix des Braves,  it does not mean that we agreed to EM 1-A and to the diversion of Rupert's River.  But when you read the agreement,  it's written there,  but still that still - they still need Cree consent under the environmental review process.  They have to submit their impact assessment studies.  


This is what's being said,  but then,  in March,  the Grand Council of the Crees made a decision on the percentage of the main annual flow of the river with twenty percent (20%). That was a political decision that was made,  but yet it is the environmental impact assessment process that's supposed to determine that.  So,  how can you stop a project when,  in one hand,  you're making a political decision on the twenty percent (20%) main flow of the river before an impact assessment is done or even tabled?  You're already saying that you're agreeing to it.  


So,  there's great confusion on what the real impact is on the signing of La Paix des Braves related to EM 1-A and also the diversion of Rupert's River.  And I see all of that when I read the documents,  when I hear people talking,  when I hear representatives of the Grand Council and CRA trying to defend it not only with their people,  but to the outsiders.  So,  it confuses the people what is the real position.  It's not clear.


But I can say one thing.  You know,  one of my plans,  not that I have a canoe yet,  one of my plans is to canoe the Rupert's River this summer to come to Waskaganish to see this river for myself and to look at what the proposed plans are on site and how they will - where exactly everything will be,  what they intend to do in their development.  And I'm glad I'm going to be doing that,  but to what extent have we already said yes to this,  to this development?  


All of a sudden,  everything is being accelerated.  The evaluating process has been accelerated.  You've had a couple of months to do the work that you do to put the guidelines and directives together.  The same way that La Paix des Braves was accelerated,  the consultation process with the people was so fast the next thing you know it was signed.  Is that the same intent for the Evaluating Committee process?  That's what I see already,  but I also see the same thing for the environmental impact assessment process,  too.  I hope that the Environmental Review Committee will take longer to do the proper review of those studies.  


And I know that there is great internal discussion because of the signing of La Paix des Braves on some of the environmental recommendations and conditions that are being brought forth,  whether they are guidelines or whether they will be recommendations from the Review Committee related to the studies.  All these are being,  I think,  internally negotiated also.  So,  how can there be a fair environmental review process when this is happening?  This is the message that I want to give to the people.  This is what I want the people to hear.  


I,  for one,  no matter what happens,  no matter what the fact that La Paix des Braves has been signed,  no matter the fact that the Evaluating Committee is proposing guidelines for the environmental assessment of EM 1-A and also the diversion of Rupert's River,  as sure as the grave of my grandfather is south of this river,  and as sure as the grave is here in this community of another brave man who paddled this river long ago,  who paddled this river long ago together - that's Malcolm Diamond - as sure as these two are with this river,  I know one thing:  I will fight for it to protect this river,  no matter what process is there,  and no matter what agreement is there.  Even if I have to stand alone as a Cree,  I'll do it,  but I'm sure there are other Crees who feel the same way as I do,  because this process has been,  as I consider it,  too accelerated for our people to fully,  fully,  fully participate and be able to share and understand what this is all about.


When I speak about the dikes,  fifty-one (51) dikes,  that are going to be preventing the water from the Rupert's River flowing to the tributaries and the rivers and other lakes like Evans Lake,  Champion Lake,  Mistassini Lake,  and other major lakes in the north including lakes as far south as Matagami Lake,  Waswanipi Lake and all the others,  I do know that is one of the major things that we should be concerned about.  


We all talk about mitigating measures.  That means what we're going to do to alleviate the impact,  the environmental impacts of a development.  We look at the mouth of this river here.  We all have a chance to see it,  because either we go to the lodge when you arrive in the community,  we see how fine the sandbars are when the water is low.  And the impacts that this mouth of the river will be greater even here,  and the community is right here.  I think there has to be a major concern for the mouth of this river and its impact,  not only to the waterfall,  but also to the fish,  the saltwater,  and the freshwater impacts,  and the community which is at this point here.  


And I don't know whether the Evaluating Committee - if you had a chance to actually see all the - where the major dams will be,  if you actually will see where all the major dikes will be,  but I wish you - I hope that you have a chance to do that field trip.  I think it's necessary.


There was also another political position of the Crees in the past where that no roads,  no camps - I'm talking about work camps -or airports can be built before there is an assessment of the proposed project,  EM 1-A in this case and the diversion of Rupert's River.  That was the position of the Cree related to the Great Whale River project.  And that's one of the reasons why we were able to do - fight for a global review.  We said that there was no justification for the camps,  airport,  and the roads to be built without doing an assessment of the proposed project first.  What happened to that for the Cree?  That global review was the strong force of our political position at that time related to Great Whale.  What happened to it in this case?  There is so much activity in the north right now with roads and work camps that it's creating a social impacts on some of the communities already especially in Nemaska.  


Those are the things that we have forgotten,  and I know that we wonder.  The Rupert's River,  the diversion of the Rupert's River and Eastmain 1-A is commissioned for authorization for 2004,  2005,  to start building 2005,  commissioned to start generating electricity in 2010 according to this document.  I hope,  between 2005 and 2010,  as we see the whole world,  how shaky it is,  and its international economy,  and when the day it falls,  I hope there's no money to build and dam the Rupert's River.  That's all I have to say.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Diane,  for your presentation.  First,  we want to ensure that,  as a committee,  we have a copy of - if you have anything written on your presentation,  to give a copy to the secretary for the record and for our use in reviewing the various representations.  We hope to come up with a recommendation on the directives for the purposes of preparing the impact statement,  which will be prepared,  of course,  by the proponent.  


It isn't our intention this afternoon to respond to all your questions,  issues,  and concerns that you've raised.  We hope to be able to do that through your own analysis of your representation,  when we start to review all the representations together,  but we are in a position to raise any comments or questions on your representation from the members of the Evaluating Committee.  


I will make one comment on your intervention,  and that is the issue of the main river flow,  the twenty percent (20%) that is stipulated in the agreement concerning the new relationship between the Gouvernment du Québec and the Crees of Quebec.  As I understand the agreement,  the Cree have an option of up to twenty percent (20%) of the main river flow.  Rather than diverting the whole river,  the Cree,  as I understand,  had an option of maintaining up to twenty percent (20%) of the main river flow.  That is an option to be made by the Cree.  The Cree party,  as I understand,  are studying the various scenarios and options.  


The Evaluating Committee is not in a position to determine which options the Crees should choose or exercise.  That's entirely up to the Cree party.  What we can do,  as an Evaluating Committee,  is to simply then make a recommendation that the proponent,  in finalizing the design of the project,  take into account the impact of the agreement itself,  that it's with the option the Crees exercise of this,  exercise this option of up to twenty percent (20%) of the main river flow.  The impact statement will have to explain how and what elements of the agreements like this new relationship agreement on the final design of the project.  And whatever Hydro-Quebec or SEBJ decides is the final design of the project based on the option the Crees exercise,  then,  of course,  the impact of that will have to be taken into account.


So,  it is an area where we,  as the committee,  aren't quite sure of what option the Cree will exercise,  because that's entirely up to the Cree to exercise that option,  but,  nevertheless,  the directives will address the issue to ensure that whatever option is exercised,  that the impacts will be studied.  


So,  now,  I'll call upon any other members of the committee,  if they have any comments or questions related to the representation from Diane Ried.  Éric...

MR. ÉRIC GIROUX:

I just would like to make a small comment about the fairness of this process.  I think all of the six (6) members present here can assure that the directives that was produced wasn't done under any pressure at all,  and this is the work of a lot of people from the Federal Government,  the Provincial Government,  the Cree Regional Authority specialists,  and it's a lot of work.  And I'm sure Hydro-Quebec will see it also as a lot of work to do for them.  We can assure that the process of ours is fair,  and you have three (3) parties working to assure that there's a good environmental and social protection regime that will be done,  as well as under the JBNQA and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Are there any other questions or comments from the committee?  Okay,  at this point,  we'll take a short break,  a five (5) minute break.  I think also the translators will need a break,  so,  for five (5) minutes,  please.

SHORT ADJOURNMENT


******

UPON RESUMING:

THE CHAIRMAN:

Please take your seats,  so we can continue with the public consultation session before supper. 


(In Cree,  not translated)


It is intended that any concerns or questions or comments you raise concerning matters that should be studied by the proponent in their impact statement of the proposed hydroelectric project,  that the final design and operations of the proposed hydroelectric project will be influenced by your input into the directives and,  ultimately,  also on the impacts of the proposed project.  So,  keep that in mind.  


This isn't simply a formality.  It is a serious case,  a serious exercise,  of deciding what should be studied in the impact statements that will be prepared by the proponents of the Eastmain 1-A and Rupert River diversion project.  The review and assessment of the proposed project is part of a planning process.  That is why I am saying that,  ultimately,  it is hoped that whatever impacts - of course,  the impacts will have to be determined by what you think should be studied.  


So,  whatever impacts,  social and environmental impacts,  this project will have will ultimately,  hopefully,  influence the final design and operations of this proposed hydroelectric project.  So,  in this manner,  the assessment and review process is part of the planning process for the design and operations of the proposed hydroelectric project.  


Mr. Awashish addressing the things that were brought up in English prior and also translated the information in Cree. 


Mr. Awashish addressing the public that,  after supper,  and is given the floor to address them and provide them the information concerning on the hearing and what Hydro-Quebec should look into on what is being presented by the public,  so,  anybody who is given the floor after supper to do so. 

So,  I ask you for any comments from the public on the proposed preliminary directives concerning the impact statement that will be prepared by the proponent on the impacts of the proposed hydroelectric project.

MR. SIMEON TRAPPER :

I am member of the Waskaganish Band.


(In Cree,  not translated)


Once the information is provided to the proponent,  I would like to see the information provided in translation both in English and Cree.  It should not only be written in English,  but also in Cree.
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)


Mr. Awashish addressing the public that everything will be collected.  What information is available,  I'm sure they will have both Cree and English in translation provided to the public.  Éric had brought that up also concerning the translation Cree and English,  and we do have some information provided in both languages on what we're working on.
MR. SANDERS WEISTCHE:

Greetings,  I am here in search of your information on how we would stand towards what will be impacted in the future.  I'm sure we do have some information we can provide to you.  I am a trapper.  My name is Saunders Weistche.  My source of income is mostly on the trap line,  and there are things that I think about that go with you wherever you are,  or how would you settle.  Concerning the health issue,  how would it impact the individual?  Sure,  there are certain people that have been impacted by these issues,  and there are certain things he also doesn't approve of,  and these are the things that we will be able to provide in assisting you and looking for information.  What we present to you,  we see and we know these things.  


And what we're looking at or what Hydro-Quebec is asking for is a study.  And I've known Hydro for the last forty (40) years,  since he has been working in that region.  And before he went out doing his studies,  the people have already known.  The people have sat down and...  So,  and I'm thinking of it right now,  listening to the elder that spoke concerning the health issues.  


Sure,  we'll have some big social impacts and big changes,  both mentally,  socially,  and physically.  Either one or two (2) impacts out of four (4),  it still will be a great impact on his life.  Even a little change in an area where he has been and has been all his life,  it will still affect him.  And in the future,  we don't know how the change will take place.  Well,  it could be greater than before,  and it will have an impact on him.  And these are the things that will affect his life,  his lifestyle,  physically,  mentally,  socially,  spiritually.  And the things - and the main things he'll be looking at is the grandchildren,  the great grandchildren,  who will - what will they be in the future?  How will they (inaudible)?


I have a lot to say,  but since supper is coming around,  I don't take too much,  so we can all go home and have our lunch,  but there are things that certain people have already been impacted on,  and it never raised...  Looking at the Rupert River,  I've been involved all the way upstream along with youth of my community,  and I have seen the river up,  further up,  Nemaska,  and I've seen a lot of...  But on the days that I've been out there,  looking out the areas,  I felt good,  and that's the way I want to see it.  And also whatever is going to be done to be looked into the matter seriously.  


And there are camps in certain areas along the river,  cowboys' camps,  Weistche's camps,  Hester's camps,  Joycester's camps,  Lapner's camps,  and all along the Rupert's River shores.  And whatever the fish impact on in that area,  how will we make him satisfied or provide him any kind of assistance that he'll be able to be assisted concerning the impacted fish in that area?  I have seen rivers where water has gone down to low levels.  Even with thick ice,  the ice itself break up,  and it's very dangerous,  river blocking up and flooding the area where the camp is situated.  Hydro should look at this area seriously.


Another thing,  while Hydro is doing the studies,  he's never in the right spot doing his studies,  where people have known where they should be doing their studies.  Concerning fish,  come May,  the native person knows what fish are there at this time season. All species,  they all have different...  And we have known - I have known that Hydro hasn't done studies at a certain time,  when he's supposed to do.  Come July and August,  that is the time when fish will be up this river by a species.  From Smokey Hill Falls all the way up,  that's where you'll find sturgeon,  and further up...  And what he's after is what's under the water to feed on.  So,  all different species have different time of spawning.  


And other species of animals come to the river at a certain time.  Looking at the shores,  looking at the game birds on the coast,  game birds won't be where they're supposed to be up to.  There's going to be a change.  For example,  they're neglecting the feeding areas due to some change.  And Hydro-Quebec should do some kind of project to establish the programs into the feeding areas or landing areas,  so it won't have much effect on the bird habitats and along the coast or on the shores of the river.


We're looking at two (2) ways of survival here.  The white man does the gardening or farming in this area,  but ours is almost similar.  We live off the wild.  That's how we survive.  And we should look at these things seriously.  Once the habitats are destroyed,  all species of animals won't be able to fix these changes or impacts themselves.  At one time,  we did prepare some ponds in the goose-feeding areas,  and we had the new experience that they did come or try to come into those areas once they were fixed.
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated).

MR. ALLAN GEORGEKISH:

I am Allan Georgekish.  Well,  I'm all concerned about our neighbouring communities further up north,  how they're concerned about the water being diverted and a fear of a dam bursting.  And,  for sure,  I know that even through the process of doing the project,  we have made an agreement to let the project on,  and I don't know anybody that's here now to be able to say no or stop it.  So,  I don't have much time talk right now.  I know the time to close the meeting for the time being is at hand.


The other thing I would look at is,  and they would look at it very closely,  those who will be impacted by the diversion.  That's the only comment I have right now,  my concerns for the northern communities.  It's the person that lives out on the land that knows a lot more on what impacts they will face in the future.  And that native knows when to harvest what he has on the farm at a certain time.  And it's almost similar for the trapper,  but,  for the trapper,  none of his game is being (inaudible).  So,  he knows when and where to go,  but still a lot of his game will be impacted.  We lived off the land in the past,  and it would still be today.  Those still harvesting out there know it is so even now,  the trapper himself.
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated).

MR. RODERICK BLACKNED:

First of all,  I'd like to inform you that I'm one of those that oppose the decision and the agreement,  and I will try and help the best I can concerning the matter we're tabling.  


One thing that I've seen now,  the blastings done at certain sites are not too well looked into concerning what's around the area,  who's around the area.  In areas where an area should be flooded,  there has been work done in that certain area.  Machines have been around in that area.  Things are left behind in that area. And without the concern of cleaning up the area,  that area is eventually flooded,  polluting the area.  So,  they should do a thorough cleaning of the area in that area where they have worked or where machines have been operating.


When I came back to Waskaganish in 1972,  right away I started looking for a job,  and I worked in the first project.  I was young then.  I wasn't concerned about the impacts and what I'll be facing,  but once I started raising a family,  I started facing a lot on the trap line,  where my trap line was impacted by the first project.  I know when they do divert the river,  I won't be able to flow down to Waskaganish.  Probably,  I'll be floating up to Nemaska.


Concerning the species of fish,  all species of fish are a consumption to certain people here.  I know the movement of the fish comes spring when the spawning occurs.  You'll see them on the shores.  And when the first project was done,  we have seen along the river some stuff left laying around.  And when these high waters go up,  they are submerged in water,  and they rot or rust.  


There's something else that they never looked at in the areas they worked.  There is no services like forest fire services.  A lot of us - I'm one of the persons that have lost quite amount of personal hunting and trapping,  including a cabin in the forest fires last summer.  Now some people didn't have time to retrieve their personal belongings during the process of that fire.  These are things that I'm bringing to your attention.  Fire hazards certainly are,  no assistance for the safety of those on the land or camps around the areas. 
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated).

MR. ALEC WEISTCHE:

I am not an old man.  (Philip addressed him as an old man,  and he's saying he's not an old man.)  My name is Alex Weistche.  So,  looking at the time,  I don't have much to say.  So,  the question is:  After supper,  will we still have the floor to address you?  Because when I start talking,  I talk a lot.  So,  I'll wait till after supper,  because I had a lot to say.
THE CHAIRMAN:

It's five o'clock (5:00),  supper time.  We'll break for supper and return at seven (7:00).
DINNER ADJOURNMENT


******

UPON RESUMING:

THE CHAIRMAN:

Please take your seats,  so we can resume the public consultation session this evening.  Good evening.  


Philip addressing the public to get your headphones at the front entrance for pick-up.  Again,  I want to address to the people that weren't here this afternoon that what we are here for.  There are six (6) of us here.  There are two (2) working for the Cree Regional Authority,  two (2) for the Quebec Government,  two (2) for the Canada Government,  which are the Evaluating Committee.  We are here on your behalf to present us your ideas,  what we need to know,  what Hydro should be looking into the diversion is in full progress,  shall take note preparing what they should be looking at before they do the diversion.  


So,  you are here today to provide us information which we can use,  what things we should be looking into,  and that he should look into the matter,  making sure that all input that has been put in should be looked into seriously on their behalf,  on behalf for the people.  So,  the elder who was supposed to speak just before supper here will now have the floor,  if he's here,  Alec Weistche.
MR. ALEC WEISTCHE:

Again,  I greet you.  I didn't like you addressing the people about me as an old man.  I am not an old man.  There are three (3) things that I want to mention.


The first one concerning the young people,  looking at the future,  if the project should finally go ahead,  how will this be impacted on them,  on what we are talking about here today.  I don't think anything,  social impacts that we're facing,  will stop,  and we don't know for sure how it will affect them in the future.  I'm pretty sure that,  in the future,  they will also be sitting down and discussing what impacts they face concerning,  and I'm sure a number of times they will mention the now session and what our elders today are putting forth before you.  And I think they should be here,  too,  getting involved with the discussions.  That's my first issue.  Let's not forget our young people.


Number 2 is the river.  I have seen a lot of places up the river.  I have been up the river a lot of times and seen at the start of my hunting career,  as I hunted with my father up to Nemaska where we've been,  and the river itself that should be diverted.  It's not only the native people that will be impacted.  All species of fish will be impacted.  Animals will be impacted.  Even the amphibious will be impacted.  That's why I say...  The fish survives not only from the centre of the river,  but also along the shores.  If the water level should drop,  then he will be limited to current.  In some places,  it will be too fast,  and everything will be washed away,  and this will have a great impact on it,  not only the Rupert's River,  even the Nemiscau Lake itself and further up.  Once the diversion is in process,  we should look into - still look into the matter,  the impacts that may have caused.  


Let's look at Chisasibi,  La Grande.  We feel the impact on it even.  We have a limit of geese flying and ptarmigan.  So,  those are similar facts we'll be facing in the future also.  Water level change we don't know.  We will know later.  We won't know till after maybe two (2) or three (3) years.  And I say I think the studies should continue on and on and try and locate other impacts that it may have caused,  this project.  


And the other thing is we see the amount of land damaged once the flood takes place.  There is nothing - money is nothing compared to the damage it's done where people survive from.  


Now,  looking at electrical power,  looking at Waskaganish,  Nemaska,  Eastmain,  for sure we know that none of the power has gone down into the communities,  and we know for sure the amount of money Hydro-Quebec is making out of the projects itself.  I think the native people should have free electricity.  It has been the land that they are getting.  It is from the rivers that they are getting electricity and making money out of.  When they arrived here,  they said they will be bringing us power.  Didn't they get the power from the land,  from the Cree land?  


So,  they should provide the native people free electricity,  since they're getting the power from the rivers itself on Cree land.  I think it is what the people should be fighting for,  since Hydro is making money off Cree land,  even though the amount of money that we've been provided.  Eventually,  it will dwindle down.  Eventually,  it will be gone.  And,  again,  I say native people should have free electricity.  I don't know that it will affect them much,  the amount of money they're getting from the electricity itself,  even though if he provides the native people free electrical power.
THE CHAIRMAN:

And now Philip is saying that they really should look into the matter that Mr. Weistche has presented concerning the free electricity that should be provided to the native people.  So,  that part sounds pretty good.
MR. JOHNNY COOPER:

Meegwetch,  Philip.  Thank you; I have here a statement which I wrote in part with my brother,  and I'm going to read it.  So,  it will save some time for me,  if I go looking for words that are dear to me.  Thank you.


We all know that the Crees inhabit a large part of the boreal forest in the Province of Quebec.  Even when the Canadian Government settled them into villages in the early 1960's,  the Crees lived in dispersed families,  and they relied on subsisting fishing,  hunting,  and trapping.  


Their natural heritage and culture were challenged and altered by further development and expropriation of forests,  waters,  land,  and perhaps even the skies.  


The relationship with the land,  the Cree land,  the animals,  the fowl,  and the fish remains to be a concern never to be neglected and forgotten by the Crees.  


The boreal forest represents twenty-five percent (25%) of earth's remaining forests.  Ecosystems can be found in some of the world's largest wetland areas.  Together,  the forest and the wetlands are essential components in the earth's air-conditioning system.  The planet's temperature rises,  but the boreal forest remains to be the major terrestrial sink slowing the global warming.  


The plan to harvest this slowing - the slow-growing low biomass ecosystem for the giant paper mills,  hydroelectric utilities,  mining companies,  and northern expansions of municipalities have become a threat to us all.  


Even to this day,  the Crees use what is seemingly left of their natural heritage and culture,  and they continue traditional practice of fishing,  hunting,  and trapping.  


All through their existence,  the Crees have always held onto to these practices,  as well as involving stewardship and management of natural resources from time immemorial,  with the wisdom of their ancestors and elders that was continually passed down.  And these archetypes living as perfect examples in the sacred trust of stewardship and management,  this practice lives on today within Cree lands.  


The Cree harvesters propose that all matters related to management and their continued rightful use of the land,  the forests,  the waters,  and skies be seriously considered and maintained as a priority issue in the agenda of development.  Hunting,  and fishing,  trapping are rights of subsistence protected by the international covenant on social,  economic,  and cultural rights.


The Cree Trappers Association assumes the responsibility for the protection of the rights associated with the traditional economy.  The CTA has formal responsibilities for the mandate under the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement.  


Wildlife management,  trap line management,  and wildlife conservation remain the three (3) priorities of resource management,  because of their continued use of all these natural resources in their pursuit in traditional harvesting.


The governments and governments cannot assume to match the traditional wildlife and trap line management expertise of the Cree tallymen.  This expertise has been preserved and has been continually passed on from generations and continuing for future generations.  


The professional interests and the use of traditional knowledge and wildlife biology attests its validity and importance.  Anything less cannot be of Cree origin or of grand importance.  


The Cree land rights' use must be taken into account.  And,  therefore,  consciousness and guided effectiveness must be observed in the development process.  Our Cree heritage,  our Cree values give us this day this reflection.  


In conclusion,  if our moral values don't reconcile us together in protecting these lands on which we stand,  inevitable penalty will come in the future.  Every moral call is being brought to your attention this evening.  I trust that this is what most of the people wanted to hear,  but I just want to thank you,  all of you,  and I hope that your stay within these free lands will be unforgettable.  Thank you very much.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  thank you,  Johnny Cooper.

MR. JOHNNY COOPER:

I've got a copy of my written text,  if anybody wants a copy of my statement at the back of the room.

THE CHAIRMAN:

So,  are there any questions from the members of the committed on the statement from the President of the Cree Trappers Association,  Johnny Cooper?  Okay,  there are no questions from the committee.  I'll proceed to the next intervener on the list,  Walter Hester Jr.,  the local CTA of Cree Trappers Association.  Go ahead.

MR. WALTER HESTER,  JR.:

Okay,  welcome to Waskaganish,  the panel.  My name is Walter Hester.  I'm the local CTA Director.  I'm also councillor for the Waskaganish Band.  Okay,  I would like to make a few comments on the project of the river diversion.


First,  I'd like to mention that the trappers of this community are going to be directly impacted by the Rupert diversion.  The Rupert River and the bay are a very important part of our life,  our community,  and the land.  I hope that the impacts on trappers and their families will be recognized in the studies.


I would like to make a few comments on traditional knowledge and on the way it is intended to be used in the studies for the project.  There are many people in our community who have a great deal of knowledge about the land and the animals.  I understand that,  according to the agreements that were signed for the project,  the studies have to be made jointly with the people that have traditional knowledge in the community.  


There are a lot of studies going on,  and things are happening very fast.  I know that members of our community have been hired to participate in the studies,  but I think that many times the people who really knew the most about the places that were studied were not the ones that were consulted or invited to participate.  We have people in the community who know the river very well,  people who know the different kind of fish and animals,  their behaviour,  and their cycles,  and also they know the history of the land.  These people also know how to travel on the river and on the bay and ice conditions and the rapids.  


Last year,  we had a meeting about the Rupert Bay and the studies,  and we drafted a list of knowledgeable people for interviews.  These people know the bay very well.  They have been going there for a very long time.  They know how to travel on the bay.  They know where it is safe to travel in the water and on the ice.  And they know the different kinds of fish and where to find them.  I would like to see the same thing happening with the other studies.  People who have knowledge about the land should be consulted for other studies.  


And also I have another comment I would like to make.  Another comment I would like to make is about the Smokey Hill.  The site of Smokey Hill is a very important heritage site for Waskaganish.  A lot of our traditional knowledge was brought from there.  It is a traditional place.  It is where it was built to bring the fish in.  It is where there's a real work of engineering,  and it is part of our heritage.  For a very long time,  people in the community have been using the site to get the fish in the fall.  And if the site is changed by the project,  I want to say that will be a great loss for our community. 


And another important fact for our community is the mouth of the river.  This is a major highway for our hunters and trappers and fishermen.  In spring,  a lot of people go out in the bush from here.  Just this year,  we had about a thousand (1,000) hunters who went out in the bush,  and we made over a hundred and twenty-five (125) trips by helicopter to bring them in.  And also we had to fly out people by our own aircraft.  The mouth of the river has always been very important to us.  


In the old days,  they used to go by dog teams which,  I believe,  the Hydro-Quebec doesn't believe in that.  Now,  they go with snow machines.  We don't know what will happen with the project.  And if any change is there,  it will be a great loss again for our community.  All in the community will be affected.  All the people in the community will be affected.


The trappers are very concerned about these things,  and I hope that impacts on the trappers and on these important sites will be reflected in the studies.  Thank you.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  thank you,  Walter; the directives,  that is,  the preliminary directives that we have made public so far mention some of your concerns,  and it's good to hear more about these matters,  so that we can build upon these concerns such as Smokey Hill,  the issue of the also use of traditional knowledge,  etc.  So,  I thank you.  Any questions or comments from...  Okay,  we have no questions or comments.  Okay,  the next speaker will be Chief Robert Weistche.
MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

Mr. Chairman,  I'm going to take the space that is provided for the speakers there,  the table.  I didn't make any copies of what I'm going to say,  but I will provide copies of the text tomorrow or - yes,  tomorrow,  because I've got to make a few minor changes.


Mr. Chairman,  Philip Awashish,  Mireille Paul,  Éric Giroux,  Brian Craik,  Daniel Berrouard,  Jean Crépault,  welcome to Waskaganish once again.  


I'm going to speak in English,  so the presentation will be well understood by all of you.  And I know there are some representatives from Hydro-Quebec present and SEBJ,  so that they will be able to follow along as well.


We,  the Cree people,  have used this land and the waterways for hundreds,  if not thousands of years.  We know of a deep spiritual connection to the land and the peace that we feel when we are there.  We have relied on the Rupert River continuously.  Our people have used it for navigation of goods and furs during the fur trade or to travel to Smokey Hill to harvest the white fish who come to spawn.  I,  too,  have seen this river when I participated on a river trip last summer.  I have walked the portage trails our people once walked,  feeling a sense of loss already,  though the project hasn't even started.  


I urge the members of the panel to tour this river,  to view the powerful rapids and the beauty of places rarely seen,  and to get a sense of the spiritual connection that we have with this great land.  Then,  perhaps,  you will understand that this process may lead to sacrificing one of the most beautiful rivers on this continent.  


In the draft directives,  the economic components seem to play a large role,  but there are other considerations that must be part of this process,  some of which I will speak to you about today.  However,  I reserve my right to present a more thorough presentation before July 8th,  which I will be forwarding to the secretary of the panel.  The presentation that I'll be doing is what I call a preliminary presentation to your committee,  COMEV,  on the draft directives.


The initial position of principle:  In Article 41 of the Boumhounan Agreement,  it states:


"That the project will be subject to the environmental and social impact assessment regime of the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement and all required governmental authorizations".

Therefore,  when the Boumhounan Agreement was ratified,  we had not accepted the Eastmain 1-A and the Rupert River diversion project.  By this ratification,  we merely consented to an open participation to its process of assessment.  The truth is we cannot accept nor reject a project of such magnitude and importance to our people on which we have not received all the necessary information.


Hence,  the community of Waskaganish reserves its right to approve or reject this project as long as: Number 1:  A complete description of all its components hasn't been disclosed by the proponent; Number 2:  The project's full environmental social and economic impacts haven't been described,  qualified,  and quantified;  Number 3:  Acceptable mitigation measures,  if necessary,  haven't been proposed and negotiated by us.


Therefore,  the community of Waskaganish puts very high emphasis in the process of assessment initiated by the preliminary directives.  Since the purpose of this process is to allow a complete evaluation of the project's environmental and social acceptability,  we intend to focus our intention on the whole process.


Comments on the preliminary directives:  First,  I would like to express my appreciation for the directives writers' work.  I especially want to emphasize the writers' consideration to many aspects of the project.  These directives impose on the proponent a very detailed description of the project's technical components,  of its impacts,  and their possible mitigation measures.  This is a remarkable document indeed.  However,  some of the matters considered in the preliminary directives should be discussed more thoroughly.  Respectfully,  I'd like to point out these parts of the directives which,  in our opinion,  should be reformulated and made clearer to the proponent.  


On traditional knowledge,  the definition of the concept according to the directives' guiding principles,  we have noticed at many places in the document there is a mention of the importance of taking into account the traditional Cree knowledge. And,  in particular,  among the guiding principles,  one can find this important statement:


"Traditional knowledge and expertise is evolving with new experience and understanding.  And,  therefore,  it would be inappropriate to limit Cree contributions to this assessment to what is commonly known as traditional ecological knowledge,  although this is a very important component".


This extension of the concept of traditional knowledge includes all aspects of modern life.  Though we are proud of our Cree traditions,  Cree culture is neither stagnant nor uniquely centred on traditions.  The Cree way of thinking is constantly adapting,  because our culture is in constant change.  It deserves to be heard and incorporated.


We also note the importance of the preliminary directives allowed to the use of Cree traditional knowledge throughout the process of assessment.  For much of the information requested by the directives,  traditional knowledge will have as important a contribution to make as scientific and engineering knowledge.  


"The proponents shall fully consider traditional knowledge and expertise in preparing the impact statement."


However,  in spite of these statements,  we have reasons to be concerned.  The directives ensure that our traditional knowledge will be heard,  but it doesn't make sure it will be considered.  Actually,  we doubt,  at the end of the assessment process,  our traditional knowledge will be taken fully into account,  and this concern is three-fold:


Number 1:  What are,  under the terms of the directives for the proponents and its consultants,  the means of access to Cree traditional knowledge;


Number 2:  Some obligations made to the proponent,  in our opinion,  are not restrictive enough; and


Number 3:  It is necessary,  in order to integrate Cree traditional knowledge to this assessment,  to analyze its content thoroughly,  considering the short time frame we have to do this assessment.


Access to traditional knowledge:  The guiding principle indicates how traditional knowledge should be gathered,  and this - what I'm going to read to you is what I took right out of your text:


"The proponents shall make best efforts with the cooperation of other parties to incorporate into the impact statement traditional knowledge to which it has access to,  which it may reasonably be expected to acquire through appropriate diligence.  The way to obtain this information should be decided by mutual agreement between the proponents and the affected aboriginal and local parties.  If the proponents are unable to use traditional knowledge for a given subject,  they will have to stipulate the reasons why such knowledge is not available and present the steps that they took to obtain such knowledge.  The traditional knowledge of a confidential nature or that is the intellectual property of a band council,  a group,  or an individual may be conveyed in private to the proponents and review bodies for their exclusive use without such knowledge being made available to the public".


Strict criteria be associated in gathering and the use of traditional knowledge:  And we agree with this statement.  However,  this statement suggests that the access to traditional knowledge is something legally complex.  Most of the time,  it is not.  


Every biologist,  anthropologist,  economist,  sociologist,  or other professionals discussing with a competent Cree person has direct access to a part of our traditional knowledge.  We have already agreed,  when we ratified the Boumhounan Agreement,  to mechanisms allowing the proponent and the consultants,  realizing the various parts of the impact assessment to access easily to the members of our community,  either as workers or as informants.  It is neither difficult nor complicated.


As we have already stated,  we agreed to an open participation to the impact assessment. We have no problem to the studies,  and we encourage our people to participate.  In return,  we expect that the proponent and its consultants take fully into account our people's knowledge in all the relevant fields including the description of the biophysical environment,  the description of the social environment,  the identification of environmental impacts,  the identification of social impacts,  the conception of mitigation measures.


I fear that the ethical and administrative constraints stated by the directives might be interpreted by the proponent and its consultants as a reason to minimize the gathering and use of traditional knowledge,  especially considering that the short time frame they have to do it with,  considering the short time frame they have to deal with.  I want an assurance that no such consideration shall take place.


Insufficiently restrictive obligations to the proponent:  Although the necessity of considering traditional knowledge is clearly stated in the guiding principles,  it is not so clearly stated in the following chapters of the directives,  which describe more in detail the various parts of the impact assessment.  It is only under the chapter dealing with the description of the social environment and the evaluation of social impacts that the directives,  in their specific provisions,  force the proponent to consider the Cree traditional knowledge.  


The chapters dealing with the description of biophysical environment,  the forecasting of biophysical impacts,  and the conception of mitigation measures are much less restrictive.  Nevertheless,  the Cree people know,  know very well their environment and may have an important contribution to its description.  And for this reason,  we can and should have an important part to the forecast of the impacts on their environment and on the conception of adapted mitigation measures.


Recommendations concerning the integration of traditional knowledge:  In our opinion the guiding principles part of Section 3.3 about the integration of traditional knowledge in the impact assessment are interesting but insufficient.  We demand that the proponent's obligation to take into account the Cree knowledge both traditional and modern should be explicitly stated in parts 8.1 "Description of the Biophysical Environment" 8.2,  "The Identification and Analysis of the Impacts on the Biophysical Environment",  and Section 11 "Mitigation,  Compensation and Residual Impacts of the Directives".


The assessment time frame:  The directives do not deal with the methodology of integration of scientific knowledge like engineering,  biology,  anthropology,  economics,  and etc.,  and Cree knowledge,  either traditional or modern.  It seems that,  in the directives,  both of knowledge - both kinds of knowledge are thought comparable and can be easily mixed.  The only part of the directives that makes a relation between two (2) sets of knowledge is found in part 1,  section 4,  "Study Strategy and Methodology".  It states that,  in page 8:


"Where the conclusions drawn from scientific and technical knowledge are inconsistent with conclusions drawn from traditional knowledge,  the impact statement shall contain a balanced presentation of the issues and a statement of the proponent's conclusions".


Though I am not a rocket scientist,  there are two (2) things that I'm sure of.  The first is that a serious,  rigorous,  and complete consideration of Cree knowledge,  traditional and modern,  requires a serious work of collecting and analyzing data.  Serious work needs time,  and we doubt very much that the assessment's time frame,  merely half a year,  allows enough time to complete such studies and if the high criteria of quality is to be respected.


Secondly,  although important and necessary,  the parallel consideration of scientific and Cree traditional knowledge,  we are sure that it is a difficult matter.  The two (2) sets of knowledge are not expressed in the same language,  and their concepts are different.  These are two (2) different ways of seeing things.  However,  in spite of these differences,  both sets of knowledge have one thing in common:  Good knowledge doesn't come cheap.  


Good scientific knowledge comes from long observation and rigorous analysis.  It takes time,  and it is not free.  Likewise,  Cree traditional knowledge has been built through centuries,  even millennium of observations patiently collected and transmitted.  To build the bridge between the two (2) sets of knowledge requires patience.  It is not something that can be improvised or done under pressure.  If quality control is to be considered,  time is an important matter.  We cannot rush through this process.  


The time frame is much too short.  We know that the studies' time frame does not depend on the committee,  but the question is so important and relevant that we must mention it in this presentation.  Hydro-Quebec declares that the studies will be completed at the beginning of 2004,  allowing the corporation to require authorization to proceed with the project.  In our opinion,  such a time frame is very,  very short,  even considering the fact that the descriptive part of the studies has already begun.  


Pardon me,  but it must be stated.  Hydro-Quebec is putting a lot of pressure on this assessment process.  The preliminary directives has been published on May 9th,  less than four (4) weeks ago.  During this short time frame,  we have had to read this rather long complex document,  inform and consult our people,  build an opinion,  and state it in the appropriate way.  We obviously would have preferred more time.  We regret that Hydro-Quebec's wish of hurrying the process has affected your own committee.  We hope it is not a sign of things to come,  since we consider tremendously the importance of this project's assessment.  


This assessment must be well done.  We doubt that an attitude dominated by a frenzied will to finish as soon as possible can lead to truth and good judgement.  Hurrying,  hurrying leads to omission,  and it leads to mistakes.  If you have this possibility,  we demand that this committee take into account the fact that a credible assessment needs time.  It must not be rushed.  We have said at the beginning of this presentation that the directives were a remarkable document.  Correct answers to the questions it addressed to the proponent cannot be dealt with in a mere six (6) months.  Hydro-Quebec's time frame is utter nonsense.  


The relation between the proponent and its consultants:  Once more I beg your pardon if I have to deal with this important matter and relevant,  although it is not directly linked to the directives.  Under Quebec law,  all the studies necessary to the impact assessment are at the expense of the proponent.  Therefore,  the proponent selects,  hires,  and pays the consultants that,  in his behalf,  realize the different parts of the study.  


Respectfully,  this remark is not aimed at individuals,  but to assist them of carrying expertise into an assessment.  This way of doing things leads to a general appearance of conflicts of interest between the consultants' obligation of objectivity and the fact that they were hired and paid by a party that has,  in the project,  its own interests and its own agenda.  


Perhaps we could trust more of a process where the consultants would be selected and hired by your committee,  hence ensuring more independence toward all parties involved.  A second feasibility - feasible possibility,  though more costly and time-consuming,  would be for the committee to call counter expertise,  when there is an appearance that part of studies are biased or upon controversial matters.


Since those provisions do not depend on you,  but on the legislative authorities,  we only hope and wish that your committee will work with extreme diligence and vigilance when time will come to scrutinize the studies presented by the proponent and its consultants.  


A few missing things in the directives:  Although we have stated at the beginning of this presentation the preliminary directives aim to demand a study as exhaustive as possible,  there are,  in our opinion,  a few missing things.  


Social impacts during the construction phase:  During the construction phase,  many hundreds of workers will live and circulate in our territory.  We heard that presentation previously from Ms. Diane Ried.  Unfortunately,  the impacts of such presence in such a context have been observed many times in the past.  They often,  if not always,  involve a substantial increase of alcohol and drugs in the neighbouring communities,  which impacts on the increased health and social problems to our communities.  We are surprised that this matter is not explicitly concerned in the preliminary directives,  and we strongly suggest that it should be added in the final directives.


Health matters:  Besides this,  there are other health matters of more general importance that should be considered in the directives.  Although we respect the European way of understanding sickness,  which is usually a dysfunction of the body that may be corrected by surgical intervention,  medication that is appropriately administered,  the Cree culture has its own understanding of health.  For us,  health of an individual is closely linked to the health of the community and the health of the land.  


Major changes to the land like the Eastmain 1,  1-A,  and the Rupert River diversion will obviously impact on the health of our community and on the health of our people.  I particularly fear that these changes will affect the mental health of our people that is especially vulnerable when the balance between life,  the land,  the community,  and the spirit of individuals is concerned.  


Therefore,  I respectfully submit that the health impacts of the projects according to the Cree way of seeing be considered in the final directives and in the ensuing studies.


A few points of emphasis that I would like to raise regarding our water,  the water intake,  we were told that the water intake will not be affected.  However,  we are starting to doubt this statement.  In the event that the water intake is affected,  we want Hydro-Quebec to study getting our water from the Rupert River and to look at the costs and the engineering associated to this project.  


Smokey Hill and Camp 257:  Smokey Hill is one of the key issues of this project,  given the significance of its importance to the community.  The cultural and social ties that we have with this location are so strong that the assessment upon this particular matter needs to be especially reliable.


Camp 257,  recently,  we signed a joint venture with Nemaska and SEBJ in the area of tourism around Camp 257 or Camp Rupert.  We are greatly concerned as to the impacts this project will have on the economic fall-out and,  particularly,  the repercussions it will have on this joint venture,  what our losses will be in terms of tourism dollars.  We need to have some more information on this.


Transportation on ice:  In the spring,  you heard Walter Hester speak previously during the spring goose hunt.  We rely on the river ice for transportation.  We need an assurance that the ice conditions will not be affected,  and they will be safe to travel on.  You heard him say the number of people that travel on the ice,  and we want an assurance that the condition of the ice will not change or will not be affected.  


The biodiversity of the Rupert River estuary:  We need to protect rare species of plants for the protection of our river's biodiversity or their medicinal value.  We need to have precise information as to what those plants will be.  We need to identify their medicinal value or their rare - if they are rare in their species and how widespread they may be.


The residual flow:  There seems to be a big misunderstanding,  I must say,  I think,  from the time at the outset of the discussion of this project when we talk about the twenty percent (20%).  I think people assume that twenty percent (20%) was being diverted from our river northward,  but I think it's only now,  today,  this afternoon,  that many of them realize that it's only going to be twenty percent (20%) remaining in the river.  


Our people need to understand exactly what this means in plain simple English,  what the effects of a limited flow in our river will mean,  and what impact it will have.  Maybe this evening,  if there are no presenters,  maybe we could ask people from - Mr. Tessier to explain that once again,  so people will leave the gathering place this evening with a much clearer picture.


My conclusion:  I would like to thank the committee for listening to this presentation and for listening to our people in the input that they are providing.  I understand that the work of your committee is very important.  And if the project is to be authorized or not,  it must be done after a very reliable and thorough assessment has been completed.  However,  at this time,  we feel we are under tremendous pressure to meet deadlines,  given the complexity of the situation facing our people.  Thank you very much.  Merci beaucoup.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Chief Robert Weistche,  for your presentation.  It is interesting to the committee.  I would just like to go through the normal procedure here where we have comments or questions from our committee.  


I do have two (2) small comments to make.  One relates to your comments concerning the time frame.  I do realize that the time frame is tight in the present process of reviewing the proposed hydroelectric project.  The Evaluating Committee conducts the first phase of the review through this present - I would simply call it the scope and exercise of determining the directives.  


The time frame is set out in the agreement concerning the environmental assessments of the Eastmain 1-A and Rupert diversion project.  It's an agreement that was signed by the parties,  that is,  Canada,  Quebec,  and the Cree Regional Authority.  So,  it's an agreement that sets out the way the proposed Hydro-Quebec project will be reviewed.  It sets out a way of harmonizing,  insofar as possible,  the assessment processes applicable to the project in order to avoid duplication and to facilitate cooperation to ensure efficient and proper evaluations of this project.


So,  the Evaluating Committee has a time frame that's imposed by the agreement itself.  I'm talking about this agreement concerning the assessment of the project.  For an example,  the Evaluating Committee has a period that should not exceed one hundred and fifty (150) days in which we have to,  as a committee,  come up with the final recommendations on the directives.  


So,  we have to operate as a committee on the basis of this agreement and respect the time frames within that agreement.  That is why we have a schedule,  and we try to make as much use of the time that's allotted to us for this present review,  particularly this phase of coming up with the final directives for the proponent to prepare its impact statement on the proposed hydroelectric project.


Overall,  the time frame for the assessment and review of the project should not normally exceed twenty (20) months.  That's from the time the information is submitted by the proponent to the time the final recommendations from the Review Committee is made to the administrators concerned.  So,  there's a period that should not exceed twenty (20) months.


And from what I understand from the presentations made by the proponent in this afternoon's session,  it is intended by the proponent that they will file the final or they should file the final impact statement with the authorities spring,  2004.  So,  the review bodies and the proponents have to live within the time frame that is set out in the agreement concerning the assessment and review of the project.


I appreciate your comments,  of course,  on your other issues.  I appreciate the one,  of course,  on the traditional knowledge.  It certainly will help us in expanding our own comments on traditional knowledge that we have in the present draft of the directives,  because it is an important part of the directives.  Also,  of course,  you've raised other points of concern that we will definitely look into,  but I will ask my colleagues if they have any comments or questions also.  I'll start from my left,  Mr. Crépault.

MR. JEAN CRÉPAULT:

Hi,  Mr. Weitsche; I have one comment to offer.  It's concerning your concern about objectivity.  You mentioned that about in relation to the information that will be provided by Hydro-Quebec.  Let me reassure you that the panel that will be established under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act will be an independent panel,  independent from the proponent to start with,  independent from the government.  


Besides being appointed by the government,  it will work on its own to review the impacts of the proposed project.  And in the course of its review,  if the panel needs to hire independent consultants to review information to make sure that what is provided by Hydro-Quebec is appropriate and complete,  it will do so in due time.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Daniel.

MR. DANIEL BERROUARD:

Thank you; Mr. Weistche,  you have mentioned before that we have some major concerns about the traditional knowledge.  Two (2) or three (3) years ago,  a major project was built here,  a new access road for the community here in Waskaganish.  I know that many efforts were done about the question of traditional knowledge in this impact statement.  Do you consider that this project of access road and consideration about the question of traditional knowledge in this project can be considered like an example for the proponent about that?

THE CHAIRMAN:

Robert.

MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

Yes,  the information that was gathered on the access road certainly,  but I think maybe it might have fallen short having not continued to collect more data on that.  When we did the preliminary assessment,  we did gather some information,  but perhaps we should have continued,  and this information probably perhaps would have been very useful to your committee,  when you're assessing this project.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Any other comments or questions from the committee?  Brian.

MR. BRIAN CRAIK:

(In Cree,  not translated)


What I would like to clarify this question.  So,  I wonder if you could answer on the spot.  Do you have an estimate of what that means?

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

I can answer to the first part of your question.  The part in Cree I didn't understand and the --

MR. BRIAN CRAIK:

Well,  I tried to say the whole thing --

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

But if we take twenty percent (20%) residual flow at the point at the kilometre 314,  it means that,  at the mouth of the river,  you should get approximately forty-three (43) to forty-five percent (45%) of the present average flow.

MR. BRIAN CRAIK:

Thank you; so,  I just wanted to clarify what the situation was.

MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

How do they figure that?  How does Hydro figure that?  Can you explain how that figure is arrived at?  I guess I shouldn't be asking questions to you.

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

Although it's not strictly a matter of directives,  well,  between - there are three hundred and fourteen (314) kilometres between the dam and the mouth of the river which forms a catching basin.  And you have water flowing from snow,  rain,  and other rivers like the Lemare and Nemiscau,  which join the Rupert River downstream from the dam.  And with the past experience and past measurements over the last thirty (30) years,  that's how we figure that it's quite easy to calculate.  And as I say,  having not the documents with me,  but it's close to forty-three (43),  forty-five percent (45%).

MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

You said you collected data for the last two (2) years?

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

Oh,  no,  no,  let's not be confused between the studies that are carried out over the last two (2) years regarding the specific project Eastmain 1-A and the data that we are gathering for the last thirty (30) years regarding the hydrometry and water precipitation over the territory.  


Something I would like to add is that the subject of this residual flow and the twenty percent (20%),  how it should be understood,  has been the subject of the last issue of the Boumhounan newsletter,  which has been distributed in each community and to each family.  Two (2) pages regard this.  It's difficult to understand,  but we tried our best to illustrate how it works.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  thank you,  Chief Robert Weistche.  Did you have a question or comments?  Okay,  you're on.  Just give your name for the record.

MRS. SUSAN ESAU:

I want to make a comment,  and it's the same comment several people have made already about the time frame on the assessment.  As we all know,  like the number of directives that are in the drafts there,  and I don't know how many will come up as you do the final draft.  How in the world can we have proper assessment with so little time?  I can't understand that.  And I know you said you've agreed - there was an agreement that was signed about the time frame,  but can you sit down and renegotiate that time frame we have?  Everything is negotiable,  right?


And the other question I have is I know Hydro has been doing studies on the Rupert Broadback Nuttaway in the past,  most likely early 1970's or maybe even earlier without my knowledge,  but I don't know if Hydro will bring out those studies that they have made and use them for this project.  And how relevant is that data now that was collected thirty (30) years ago to use for this Rupert diversion project?  And if they do use them,  is there any law under the environmental act,  whether federal or provincial,  that prohibits that data to be used,  when it's so - I don't know if it's relevant to this,  what we need to know now.  Can they still use that data that's thirty (30) years old or more?  I don't know if somebody can answer that question.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  thank you,  Susan Esau; I'll just,  first of all,  comment on the question of the schedule or time frame.  I realize that the time frame is short.  I mentioned that we are bound by the terms of the agreement concerning the review and assessment of the proposed project.  So,  I'll just remain with the time frame of the Evaluating Committee now as set out in the agreement respecting the review and assessment of the project.  


The Evaluating Committee,  that is the committee you see up here,  has a period that should not normally exceed a hundred and fifty (150) days in coming up with the final directives.  So,  we are now on June 4,  I believe.  As of this,  the time frame started when the submission or the information relative to the project was submitted from the provincial administrator to the Evaluating Committee.  So,  that's when the time frame started.  That is the hundred and fifty (150) days we have,  okay.  That started back just last December.  The period started last December,  because that's when the information arrived.  


So,  but then the agreement itself that I referred to,  the agreement concerning the review and assessment of the project itself,  was not signed at that time in December.  It took some time to get it signed,  but the review process itself and the time frame contemplated in that agreement itself started in December.  


So,  we have until July 8th,  2003,  in which the public itself can make comments on the preliminary directives,  okay.  And the Evaluating Committee itself has up to until the end of July to come up with its recommendations on the final directives.  So,  that's the time frame for the present process we are conducting now.  There will be another time frame for reviewing the impact statement itself,  when that is ready.


Now,  on the second question concerning the studies from the past that were done,  and also I imagine there has been studies also conducted in recent times also,  I think I'll let the representatives of the proponent deal with that question.  Mr. Mora,  can you make some comments on the question with respect to the use of data and studies?  Alright,  Mr. Mora.

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

I'm sorry,  I was not in the room when the question was asked.  So,  that's why I had some consultation.  When I referred to the thirty (30) years of data,  gathered data,  doing hydrological measurements,  it's true,  but we know that,  from one year to another,  hydrology and rain and snow and precipitation differs.  So,  the more years we can have - the more years we have data,  the better we are,  so,  to take an average.  


When it comes to the information,  the studies,  and the surveys,  and the data collected for the MBR project so many years ago,  obviously we are going to take - we are going to use them.  I mean,  historically,  they are valid.  It doesn't mean that we are going to only consider this data,  but they will be part of the data that we have,  and that we can compare with the surveys that we have taken during the last few years.  I mean,  obviously,  if tradition is something to be listened to,  history and all these years is also something very useful for the impact assessment and the report that we have to submit.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  thank you; I do have other speakers on the list,  but I would like to call for a short five (5) minute break.  Thank you.

SHORT ADJOURNMENT


******

UPON RESUMING:

THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)

MR. BRIAN CRAIK:

Maybe you're wondering why a new agreement had to be signed,  the one that was signed in April.  The Government of Canada has enforced its own policies on this agreement.  It has nothing to do with the project itself,  but to establish the committee,  so these people would be sitting and tabling the issues we're discussing now.  The government has appointed people to sit and to look at the issues the Hydro-Quebec has set.  And they have set up two (2)...  The Government of Canada has agreed to compromise to follow the Section 22 of James Bay Agreement.
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated).  Thomas Coon,  Vice-President,  Cree Trappers Association.

MR. THOMAS COON:

If the panel will allow,  I would like to use two (2) languages,  English and Cree,  if I may.  I also gather there is simultaneous translation.  I'd like to,  first of all,  extend greetings to the panel,  to the Evaluating Committee,  also to Hydro-Quebec representatives for the information on EM-1A Rupert river diversion.  I think we can learn a lot from each other,  Hydro and the Cree. 


The chief was talking about traditional knowledge.  I'd like to make my presentation very short.  I am going to make some statement on my colleague's paper,  Johnny Cooper,  the president of CTA. 


I regret that I couldn't come in time to assist in these presentations due to my wife's illness in Chibougamau Hospital. 


(In Cree,  not translated)


I'd like to speak on only three (3) points,  because I also acknowledge the time that we wanted to wrap up.  The panel wanted to wrap up the hearings at ten o'clock (10:00); so,  just three (3) points.


(In Cree,  not translated)


I'd like to speak on three (3) points.  One is the importance of Section 22 and the structures that are established under Section 22.  What was the purpose?  What was the objective?  What was the hope of the Crees when they signed the James Bay Agreement in 1975? 


(In Cree,  not translated)


The second point,  very briefly,  I'd like to talk about traditional knowledge versus development. 


(In Cree,  not translated)


The third point,  to reemphasize the importance of the land to the Cree,  I'd like to conclude with a story,  with a little story.  Based on 1975,  the first phase of the project,  I'd like to conclude with a little story at the end; so,  very briefly in three (3) points.


First of all,  Section 22,  including the structures that are in Section 22,  and this is - one of them is the Evaluating Committee,  James Bay Advisory Committee,  the Review Committee. 


(In Cree,  not translated)


The title is very clear:  Environment Protection.  Very clear,  that section is supposed to help us,  help the Cree protect the environment and all that's in the environment,  which is the land,  the water,  the air,  the animals,  the birds,  the game,  the fish,  everything that we depend to survive on the land.  The land is a garden,  and the fruits of the garden is the resources that we depend on.  


It is very clear,  Section 22,  any development,  big development,  that is subject to environment impact assessment.  Yes,  there is some development that are exempted from the assessment.  I want to reemphasize the hope and the objective and the purpose of Section 22 for the Cree,  especially the Cree that still live on the land today.  Number 1,  that was very clear:  Environment Protection.  


And how is that supposed to work?  We are at the stage of planning a project called EM 1-A,  Rupert River diversion.  Section 22,  how does the Cree use Section 22 and the structures under Section 22?  It is very simple.  It was always the hope of the Cree that before any development takes place in Eeyou Istchee,  before any damage is done to the environment,  that the Cree will be involved in planning at the early stages of any project,  and one route is the Evaluating Committee.  


Before construction,  before the development takes place,  that was the hope of the Cree,  that the Crees will be involved in planning at early stages,  a project that will have an impact on land resources,  and the Cree people,  and their way of life in the hope that we can redesign the project,  so it will lessen the damage.  It will alleviate the negative impact on Cree and the resources that they depend on,  and on the land and water,  and everything that Cree depends on to make living on the land.


And we are at this stage today.  That's why we are here today.  We are looking,  talking about a project that is going to come very soon.  Don't forget the EM 1 is now under construction.  EM 1-A/Rupert River is coming,  and it's at the planning stage now.  It's a perfect timing for the Cree to put their input in the planning of a Hydro project.  And it's through Section 22,  and it's through committees like the Evaluating Committee that the Crees can voice their concerns about a proposed project.  We are now putting to test Section 22,  the structures that are under Section 22 now.  


(In Cree,  not translated)


To point 1,  I want to say the problem that we have when there are two (2) different groups where their interests vary.  It is very clear that the interests differ greatly from the person that live off the land and the developer.  We all know that.  The interest is far apart and differ greatly.  The interest of the developer is for economics.  The interest of the people of the land is to protect the land and all its resources that they're living on.  It's not for economics.  It's to protect the culture.  It's to protect their way of life.  It's to protect the values.  It's to protect the traditions of Cree people.  


So,  we are far apart in the interest.  That is the problem we have.


(In Cree,  not translated)


Economics,  jobs for Quebec,  long-term benefits for Quebec,  but we have a place to dialogue and,  the place,  one of them is the Evaluating Committee,  a place to dialogue where we can share our experience,  maybe share our thoughts,  share our ideas.


(In Cree,  not translated)


I didn't want to take too much time.  CTA was registered to make its presentation at Waskaganish on June 4th.  I regret I came in a little too late.


The second point,  traditional knowledge versus development,  as I came in through the door when I arrived,  I saw Chief Weistche here,  and one of the points he mentioned was traditional knowledge,  and in Johnny Cooper's paper,  traditional knowledge.


(In Cree,  not translated)  


There's so much traditional knowledge from the elders,  from the trappers,  from the people that live off the land,  and the Cree people about the land,  the environment,  the ecosystem,  the birds,  the ducks,  the animals,  everything that they depend on.  They're so knowledgeable about the waterways,  the rivers,  and the lakes,  which I don't want to repeat,  I'm sure,  in many meetings.  


(In Cree,  not translated)


Yes,  they are very concerned about development,  concerned about the damages and the negative impacts that they will have on their life,  on their livelihood,  on their culture,  value,  tradition.  There's so much traditional knowledge out there.  And,  today,  if somebody could have taken time to document traditional knowledge today,  it would have been very useful.  It would be a document presented by maybe a group like Cree trappers.


(In Cree,  not translated)


It's more than hunting,  fishing,  and trapping.  It's more than rights,  far beyond rights.  It's about life,  life on the land and everything that sustained that life on the land.  It also has a religious connection to it,  traditional knowledge.  Yes,  the Creator created this land for all of us,  for the Cree to use and to occupy,  and the Cree to protect it.  The Cree are the guardians and the protectors of the Creator's creation,  because they lived with it.  They lived within it.  They lived with harmony of God's creation.


(In Cree,  not translated)


The last point,  the very last point,  I'd like to re-illustrate the importance of the land to the Cree by telling you a little story.  When the project was built,  a great honour to the former Premier of Quebec,  Robert Bourassa,   he called it the project of the century,  and it was one of the amazing projects ever to be built in this country of Canada.  Yes,  Hydro-Quebec,  the Government of Quebec proudly showed the project to its American visitors and other visitors from other countries and people from the south to see the project,  the massive 1975 project.  Yes,  it's amazing to see what kind of high tech and engineers we have.  


When Hydro-Quebec took the elders on a tour to see the first phase of the project,  to see LG-2,  the reservoirs,  the structures,  underground turbine,  and all the works of the first 1975 project,  it was thought that the elders would be amazed how the project was built.  And when they arrived,  I was in Wemindji.  And it was probably around the 1980's.  I don't have the exact year.  There were around eight (8) people in the Otter,  eight (8) passengers in the Otter:  four (4) couples of elders,  ladies with kerchiefs on,  the elders with their hats.  I never can forget that sight,  and I never will forget,  because development can be painful to Cree.  And I will never forget it.  


When they got off the plane,  I was at the end of the dock.  And as they helped them out of the plane,  it was sad,  sad to see the elders get off the plane,  an Otter,  after doing that tour.  Their eyes were red.  They had tears in their eyes.  And as they went to their sons and daughters,  they put their arms around them.  And I heard one of the old ladies say it's sad what I saw.  It's sad what they've done to the land.  They had tears in their eyes,  the elders,  all of them,  the four (4) couples.  And I thought it looked like they came from a funeral service,  just like they came from a funeral after that tour of LG-2 and all the reservoirs.  


And I asked myself the question:  Why?  Why did the elders have tears in their eyes?  Why is the old lady using her kerchief to wipe the tears off her eyes?  I concluded those tears were tears of sorrow for the love of the land.  And I hope that we will not - the Cree will not have too many tears of sorrow for the land.  I thank you very much,  Evaluating Committee,  for giving me time to speak briefly.  Thank you.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you,  Thomas Coon,  Vice-President of the Cree Trappers Association.  Any comments or questions from the committee members?  Okay,  thank you,  Thomas.  Our next presenter will be Billie Stephens.
MR. BILLIE STEPHENS:

First of all,  I would like to say that I welcome you coming to our community,  sitting here to find out what impacts will the people face.  I have,  in the past,  sat with some people who have opposed the project in the past in meetings like this.  I have sat there for a number of years.  An elder's priority is to look at the land as something very special,  because it's the land that's the place where he "brung" up his children,  grandchildren.  The land sustained him and his family,  both from the land and the river.  Where the people sustain himself from traditional hunting and fishing.  


All through the years,  we've seen a big change,  a change in many things,  not only fish,  also migratory birds and animals.  There's a change.  What was it like in the past?  We had plenty of game,  migratory bird game,  and hunting in the fall,  but now it's very scarce.  There has been a big change since the last project.  People pass information now what it's like,  what's it like now.  In some places,  you can't even go hunting.  The hunting is disturbed by activities from the projects,  and it disrupts the activity when you try and go and harvest and hunt for the families and their children.  


The elders also see what is requested by the committee,  and we see also what the requests are.  When I first sat with elders,  I was fifty-two (52) years old.  They've taught me a lot,  how to look at things and how to support myself on land.  And still,  today,  I still follow the traditional ways.  We don't want our young people to lose this tradition,  and we don't want to see the land be totally destroyed and the social impacts in the future.  Everything I think about,  even though I have never learned to write or read.


There's two (2) things I don't hear you mention.  What will be the river like?  Especially the water,  what it will be like?  How will it affect the game,  the birds,  the game birds?  If the drinking water is some way contaminated,  it will affect us,  and it will also affect the game and birds alike.  And once the water is contaminated,  the contamination also in various locations,  and other species,  birds,  game will all be in contact with,  and the cycle will revolve with the game and also the people and onto all children.  


I think about a lot of things,  even though I never learned to write or read,  of what I heard from the elders on what things to look upon and the path to take,  Cree tradition to follow.  Sitting alone somewhere,  a lot of the young people would come to me and ask questions about what's going on.  I still have a lot to table and discuss with our young people,  even matters like this where we sit together.  In every meeting I have been in the past,  the first agreement,  elders were also included in pow-wow,  as those were discussions on issues concerning the traditional.  I know that not all of us can benefit from the traditional.  


And I have listened,  and I don't have much to say right now.  Right now,  I am just in the position where I'm listening mostly to what the people are presenting,  and they have touched a lot what our elders would talk about,  if they were here.  


And our main concern is to our water stability,  our drinking water especially.  Who is going to tell the animal the water is no good to drink?  Whenever you approach an animal to water or creek or down at the river or lake,  the animal starts drinking.  No one is there to tell him that the water is no good.  I have come upon cases in some places where there's some activity or work had been done where the water wasn't good,  and it affected some of the children in that area who were there in some way.  Thank you.
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)


Valerie Soucy,  well,  she had put her name in,  and she is not here,  okay.  Are there any comments from other members of the public present?  Any other comments on the directives that shall be prepared for the impact statements on the proposed hydroelectric project?  Any questions or comments from the floor?  I thank the interveners who spoke this afternoon and this evening on our draft of the directives that we are mandated to finalize by the end of July,  this summer.  So,  I'd like to call upon an elder to close the session with the evening prayer,  closing prayer.  This is the final calling of the chair to any members of the public who may wish to make a statement or comments before I close.  Thank you.

MRS. WINNIE MOAR:

I'd like to make a comment.  When they signed the agreement,  I didn't know about it until they had signed the agreement.  Everything seems to move so fast.  So,  it was so sudden,  and I never heard so much of any talk concerning the agreement or the diversion.  I would say I would be one of the individuals who wouldn't have agreed or who haven't agreed on the signing of the new agreement.  When I knew about it,  my answer was no.  And that's when I started thinking about it.  


So,  I was involved when the first agreement was signed.  I travelled with the meeting group going to places,  even a visit to the complex.  When I saw the vast project in front of me,  it didn't seem like that's the way it was described in the beginning.  I was looking at a small dam to be built and to see it as a great vast construction of a dam,  it amazed me.  I didn't fully understand then what was really going on.  Now,  I'm beginning to have the same doubts right now concerning this project.  Even now,  people in Chisasibi still talk about the first project,  how they regret that the project ever was under way,  and I'm sure we feel that way,  too,  here.  


I don't think the impact will only be on the river itself,  but in other places near the river.  Smokey Hill,  the place where we go school fish is the place where I was born in September.  It was my place of birth.  That's where,  in the fall,  people would gather together harvesting fish,  smoking the fish.  They collected every part of the fish,  even the fish eggs,  even making so-called odd delicacies,  (inaudible),  to store up for the winter.  All the fish gathered was stored for the winter use then.  And I'm sure what I heard to be done,  that won't be the only thing that will be done.  


I also heard talk about building a dam across the bay close to the north point of (inaudible).  There was talk one time that a dam would be built there in the future.  And I sit and wonder,  and I thought I don't think this is the only project they'll ever want to start.  Probably,  there will be other projects that will be under way in the future besides these.  And  I wonder and think why would man want to change the way the world was and the way God created the earth.  Why would man want to change?  


The river itself was sort of a highway.  It was used in the summers transporting goods to the inland communities,  canoe brigades,  by a canoe brigade.  Well,  a barge anchored out in Charlton Island,  a small boat,  would transfer the goods to the Waskaganish shore,  then Riverhouse post,  and,  by canoe,  by a canoe brigade was transferred upriver to Nemaska,  Eastmain,  Waswanipi,  and to the inland coast,  inland communities.  This would be done in the summer.  Even the Hudson Bay commissioner was taken up.  Even ministers were taken up through this river to the other communities.  This is the story that was told to me by my elders.  


My late dad heard stories about the Rupert's River itself,  even during the time when bird and beaver reserves were set up,  and the manager himself had stated - he addressed the people that,  in the future,  he'll see white man coming up into the land in vast numbers,  and now we see this.  And I was a child.  And I was a child at that time when I heard his stories.  And he told us these stories,  as we began to understand him.  I was born in 1932,  but that story relates way back before I was born,  what the land will be like in the future,  and we see it today.


We see the vast destruction of the projects all the way up to the north,  and the diversion that's going up to these rivers.  And we can see the vast falling water already that's in the dams up north.  I have seen.  My children have taken me up to visit these sites,  and I'm amazed to see this.  And,  yet,  we seem to need more water to be diverted in that direction.  


I have seen the vast amount of water that if the dam should break.  People were told if the dam should erupt and break,  and they were told the amount of time they would have to evacuate the community. And,  to me,  they wouldn't have time to evacuate a community,  if this should ever happen,  and that's a big concern.  Thank you. 

MR. RODERICK BLACKNED:

Mr. Roderick Blackned addressing the panel if they would be ever back in the community again for more discussions.  Is this the last time for discussions?
THE CHAIRMAN:

Philip is addressing the public that today is the only time that they'll have a meeting with the people on the assessment,  on the impact assessment hearings,  but July 8th will be the last time the people will be addressed concerning these matters.  And July 8th will be the last date on hearings on these impact studies,  and the information should be tabled by the end of the month.  So,  Philip Awashish is addressing the people on the project,  the timetable for the studies and the projects.
MRS. MARGARET DIAMOND:

People were talking here earlier how this river is going to look like after it has been diverted,  and I know that they can build all kinds of buildings,  and they have a model of this particular building and how it's planned and what it's going to look like and everything.  And I wondered if they could possibly do a model of what this diversion is going to look like,  what this river is going to look like.  And I know that myself and probably a lot of people here are very visual.  Me,  numbers don't mean nothing,  you know,  dimes,  whatever,  percentages.  I think that if you could actually make a model and kind of - so we can see kind of what it's going to look like.  You know what I mean?  I think that it would be helpful for people to actually visualize or at least see what it might look like.  

THE CHAIRMAN:

Okay,  we'll take that into consideration,  but I think it's a question that maybe the - I don't know if the proponent intends to make a river - a model of the river.  Are any thoughts on that from the proponent,  please?

MR. PHILIPPE MORA:

It's in the plans.  We intend to make a simulation whenever we have decided upon the actual diverted flow.  And we'll make some models or simulations,  at least a visual aid.

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you; Elizabeth.

MRS. ELIZABETH ISERHOFF:

As I listened to the people who addressed the panel and to those who have presented,  who have made their presentations,  some of these words have not been able to be translated,  because there's no words or any way of translating the words to make our people understand.  They expect us to understand what we are discussing here,  but the words...  I would say what's in percentage to be translated more clearly.  Some of us who had a lower grade level yet have a hard time to understand,  even though we understand English.  


Another thing,  I have lived down south for sixteen and a half (16½) years.  I'm always watching the news.  I got nothing against the Hydro.  They don't hunt.  Don't all of them hunt.  It's the older people that hunt like us.  Me,  I like the wild food.  I don't buy my meat in the store,  my fresh.  My fresh meat is in the bush.  That's where my fresh meat is,  and that's the best.  So,  you better start thinking about what you're going to do with us when we were living under the clay.  Are you just going to go ahead and make those dams?

THE CHAIRMAN:

Philip is addressing the public once the assessment is finished and once Hydro-Quebec tables its final draft,  he is informing the public that all information provided by Hydro-Quebec will be both in English,  French,  and Cree translated.  I guess our main concern for people involved or communities situated down river from the dams,  our main concern is if the dam should break,  what then?  I guess this is the main question people are asking themselves,  and I'm sure this is one issue that they will be looking seriously into.
MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

Mr. Chairman,  once this meeting is adjourned,  I'm sure a lot of people that I hear today will be going to have a small meeting somewhere at home or sit around somewhere and discuss the issue that was tabled or discussed today,  and I'm sure not everybody understands where we're at or what's to be done yet.  And I see some young people showing up in the community,  but some have just left.  I don't know what would you think of what I'm going to ask you.  Here in our community,  we sit and think about the social impacts that we'll face in the future,  if this should go on.  


Now,  Mr. Chairman,  I'm asking if,  in any way,  you can give us another time to sit with the Evaluating Committee.  And I'm sure a lot of the other people that are here today will be sitting at home and thinking it and will eventually have something to say concerning we are discussing today.  Not everybody has anything to say at this moment.  Some people have already said that they have to listen in order to know what the discussions are really about.  And then,  maybe we will hear those who have not yet spoken speak then,  and our young people also.  Thank you.
THE CHAIRMAN:

I alone cannot decide whether we will able to come back for another session,  but we'll sit down together,  the panel,  to discuss with Canada and Quebec,  the agencies here with us.  Then,  we'll let you know what our decision is.
MRS. ELIZABETH ISERHOF:

I would just like to inform the panel if there would be another decision that you would be here for another planning session,  please give us plenty of time of your arrival,  so we'll have more to discuss and talk about.  A delegate is from Eastmain,  and his question to the panel is why your visits are only directed to some communities,  not to all the Cree communities.  We know there have been studies in our region when they built the dam on our river.  When the work was done on our river,  the impacts we faced and what we faced,  we were notified.  I'm asking the question to the panel:  Will these people know what else would have been done?  Will they be informed or what impacts are in place through the studies that have already started or those that will be done in the future?
MR. WALTER HESTER:

Mr. Blackned addressing the panel there is a non-native upriver from his camp.  Recently,  a couple of years back,  he was in the Broadback area and addressed Mr. Blackned that he's there to show his opposition against the project.  He doesn't have a permanent lodging.  He just makes a makeshift lodging in certain area and stays there.  We didn't even know he was there until they saw him.  My question is:  Who placed this individual there to show his opposition against the project?  By just looking at his appearance,  I'm pretty sure it's not Saddam.  


So,  he is there right now.  There is a little spot near my campsite.  I certainly don't appreciate his presence in that area.  He's making me nervous.  So,  what's his real purpose?  And somebody should look into it.  And I don't like leaving my family not knowing what action this individual might take.  He's armed.  I'm pretty sure.  And he doesn't have a right to hunt all season through the year.  So,  I just want to know who had placed him in that area,  if what he's saying is really what he's in there for.  Somebody should check it out.
THE CHAIRMAN:

For the lady who made the presentation earlier,  I just wanted to tell her that,  yes,  the regional community will know the impacts and those we sat with to find out what impacts will cost on this diversion.  When the proponent makes his final draft showing us all the information concerning the impacts and the assessment will have on the hunter or trapper,  members of the communities,  he will make his own draft on the whole project and diversion,  and that will be delivered to all the communities for the people to view,  view and discuss.  And there will be other people sitting here on the panel to present the document and to find out what the people sitting here will be and what impacts will be,  once the project is on full operation.  


On Roderick's comment concerning the individual here,  yes,  I've known.  For the first time,  I've known that there is somebody out there for that reason.  For a non-native that comes from another country,  he should have a visa stating how long his stay will be in the community.  And I'm pretty sure the majority non-natives hunting and fishing are scheduled.  I know hunting season is not in operation at the moment other than fishing.  So,  it's not our problem or for us to look into it.  
MR. WALTER HESTER,  JR.:

Mr. Hester is addressing the public that now,  in the community,  we have two (2) wildlife officers in place.  I think they can look into this matter,  especially if he's armed.  
THE CHAIRMAN:

The meeting will now be adjourned.
MR. TOMMY GILPIN:

I just want to ask a question of Hydro-Quebec.  Once he floods the land,  for sure,  I know that once the land is flooded,  the trees,  that's what cause pollution.  And I know in some places where I have been like this,  I couldn't even drink water.  I couldn't even eat fish,  the contamination.  So,  I'd always to carry fresh water around wherever I go.  My father said just to view the fish,  and we viewed the fish and seen the effects the contamination has caused.  Will this be the same case,  if Hydro does flood the certain areas that he's supposed to flood?


And,  eventually,  the contamination of the river will come down,  and,  eventually,  we won't be able to get drinking water,  fresh drinking water.  And if it does happen,  where do we get our drinking water?  Do we go up to LG-1 just to get our fresh drinking water,  once the contamination reaches the community?  Even during the process of the construction of James Bay,  the water was noticeable of contamination in some places.  And this is what we will face in the future.  This is what children will face,  even if I'm not around then.  Our young people will be affected a lot by it in the future.  Everything that's in the rivers,  in the waters,  the lakes will be impacted.  Animals will be impacted.  Eventually,  we won't be able to eat the animals that are in the area like moose or caribou,  once he starts drinking the contaminated water.  That's what I present to you.  I guess we will have to wait and see what the future will take place.
THE CHAIRMAN:

So,  after reviewing our assessment,  we will notify and show Hydro-Quebec what he should be looking at,  but they,  in place,  will be presenting their own document and showing us on what they're going to be doing once they flood the area and divert the river.  Everything will be on the table to be discussed:  fish,  water,  animals,  everything that we tabled today.  And,  of course,  everything will come to you again for discussion,  more discussions and review.
MR. ROBERT WEISTCHE:

Mr. Robert Weistche wants to ask a question directly to Hydro concerning damming to show the people what's it like right now before the full operation of the project is under way on the diversion.  Some people would like to see first-hand what it will be like after the diversion is in place,  and they would also like to see it before the diversion is done and after the project is done.
THE CHAIRMAN:

Yes,  we will provide the information to Hydro-Quebec to show what the land is like at the moment and the change once they do the diversion.
MR. ALEC WEISTCHE:

A question,  the diversion of the river,  it will have placed a lot of things,  what impacts we will be facing,  but one thing I would like to know or be looked into.  Once the river is diverted and the estuaries connecting with our river,  that these connections and estuaries to be checked on,  what are they like after,  after the diversion,  whether these creeks are fresh drinking water.  


So,  I was sitting with the individual from Eastmain.  When they did the work on Eastmain River,  the river was dammed a hundred percent (100%),  and the flow was very low.  I even travelled to James Bay highway.  You see where does the river get its water from.  It comes from the estuaries that connect the rivers.  So,  I would like to know what work they're going to be doing on the estuaries connecting our rivers and of water coming into the river from the estuaries.
MRS. EMILY HESTER:

I'm asking the panel whether they'll be meeting with SEBJ.
THE CHAIRMAN:

Philip is addressing that he won't be meeting with SEBJ,  but he will be meeting with the municipality of Bay James.
MRS. EMILY HESTER:

I just want to make a comment on the James Bay highway.  I want to bring up concerning the James Bay highway,  what is the social impacts.  Affecting us is the James Bay highway.  Our members now have problems in getting their vehicles insured because of the condition of our highway.  There was not enough work done on our highway during the winter.  Ploughing,  there is less and less of ploughing on our major storms.  Because of some damages or vehicle damages,  some insurers don't want to insure the native people for their losses.  What would Hydro be doing with this matter?
THE CHAIRMAN:

(In Cree,  not translated)

MRS. DORIS SMALL:

  I just want to ask you something when you talked about the documents to be translated into French,  English,  and Cree.  As you know,  both English and French,  when you speak it,  it sounds the same,  but as for the Cree language,  the dialect is different.  How we express ourselves is different in other communities.  So,  if those documents should be translated into Cree,  they should be translated into dialect that will be more suitable to each community.
THE CHAIRMAN:

Philip is addressing the public that he is looking at the two (2) dialects of our people,  both northern dialect and southern dialect for translation.  So,  we will be looking into these two (2) dialects,  both the northern and the southern dialect,  for translation,  and you will have the translation of all documents in the language that will - or dialects that will...  


Once again,  the meeting will be adjourned.  It's almost now eleven o'clock (11:00).  So,  once again,  I will ask an elder.  And,  now,  he is advising the people to return the headphones at the moment and give it to the gentleman sitting by the entrance.  And,  also,  there is some documents sitting at the table which you can take home for you to review.  And,  again,  I'd like to have one of the elders in the community,  Mr. Sanders Weistche,  to approach the microphone and say the closing prayer in adjournment of this meeting.  Goodnight.
MR. SANDERS WEISTCHE:

(Prayer in Cree,  not translated)

THE CHAIRMAN:

Thank you; the session is adjourned.
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