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Denis Saumure

Commission Registrar

Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
280 Slater Street

P.O. Box 1046, Station B

OTTAWA, Ontario K1P 559

Dear Mr. Saumure,

APPLICATION FOR THE AMENDMENT OF THE CHALK RIVER LABORATORIES LICENCE TO
AUTHORIZE CONSTRUCTION OF THE NEAR SURFACE DISPOSAL FACILITY —

SUBMISSION OF SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

The purpose of this letter is to submit to the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission Registrar,
supplemental information in support of Canadian Nuclear Laboratories’ (CNL's) Commission
Member Document [1], previously submitted to the Commission Registrar [2]. During the Part 1
hearing on 2022 February 22, CNL did indicate a willingness to provide supplemental
information on how concerns from Indigenous Peoples were addressed by CNL (page 158, Part
1 Transcript [3]). As such, enclosed is the Revision 6 of the Near Surface Disposal Facility
(NSDF) Indigenous Engagement Report (IER) [4] and its French translation [5].

The NSDF IER [4, 5] is broken into nine sections, with 26 appendices (A-Z), and contains detailed
information on the CNL’s engagement with Indigenous communities and organizations as well
as on issues and concerns raised, how CNL is addressing the interest or concern, and how these
have been reflected in the EIS, and the next steps. Specifically, this information can be found
in:

e Section 4.4 — Engagement Activities Completed,

e Sections 4.4.1 - 4.4.17 — Engagement, Feedback, Summary Discussion of Interests
and Concerns, Verification and next steps specifically for each identified Indigenous
community or organization,

e Section 4.5 — Continued Engagement Activities,
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e Appendix]-Z

o J1-71-Records of Engagement for each identified Indigenous community
or organization, and

o J2—-172 —Tables of Interests and Concerns for each identified Indigenous
community or organization.

Canadian Nuclear Laboratories notes that the NSDF IER is a technical document, supporting the
NSDF Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) [6]. The IER is summarized in Section 6 of the EIS.
There is also a summary of this report in Section 2.1 of the NSDF Commission Member
Document [1].

The Revision 5 of the NSDF IER [7] supported the final NSDF EIS [6] and was submitted to CNSC
staff in May 2021 [8]. This document has been made publicly available on the CNL website in
English and French since February 2022. Within this NSDF EIS, CNL committed to an update of
the IER Revision 5, prior to the Commission hearing to authorize the construction of an NSDF in
February 2022. Canadian Nuclear Laboratories provided Revision 6 of the NSDF IER [4] to CNSC
staff on 2022 January 24 [9], and it was posted on the NSDF Impact Assessment Registry.
Revision 6 of the NSDF IER was also made available on the CNL website.

If you should require anything further, please contact Mr. Shaun Cotnam, Chief Regulatory
Officer or myself.

Sincerely,

Phillip Boyte
Vice President, Central Technical Authority and Chief Nuclear Officer

SF/jm

Enclosures (2)


https://www.cnl.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/NSDF-Indigenous-Engagement-Report-Rev-5.pdf
https://www.cnl.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/NSDF-INDIGENOUS-ENGAGEMENT-REPORT-Fre.pdf
https://www.iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/142672
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose

CNL respectfully acknowledges that the CRL site is located on the unceded and unsurrendered territory of the
Algonquin Anishnaabe Nation. CNL recognizes and appreciates their historical connection to this land and their
role as customary keepers and defenders of the Ottawa River and its tributaries. CNL recognizes the
contributions that all First Nations, Métis, and Inuit peoples have made, and continue to make, in shaping this
land we now know as Canada. CNL management and staff acknowledge, respect, and seek to better
understand unique Indigenous history, rights, and title on the lands where we work.

Canadian Nuclear Laboratories (CNL) is proposing the construction and operation of a Near Surface Disposal
Facility (NSDF) for the disposal of solid, low-level radioactive waste (LLW) at Chalk River Laboratories (CRL).
The NSDF Project is based on the mandate of Atomic Energy of Canada Limited (AECL), a federal crown
corporation, to substantially reduce the risks associated with the waste and to create conditions for the
revitalization of the CRL site. CNL is a private-sector company that is contractually responsible for the
management and operation of nuclear sites, facilities and assets owned by AECL.

The purpose of the NSDF Project is to provide the permanent disposal of current and future LLW at the CRL
site in @ manner that is protective of both the public and the environment. Further, the NSDF Project would
enable the remediation of historically contaminated lands and legacy waste management areas, as well as the
decommissioning of outdated infrastructure to facilitate the CRL site revitalization.

The NSDF is designed to be a permanent solution which will reduce the risk associated with temporary waste
storage at the CRL site because the proposed facility has the appropriate design life to contain and isolate the
inventory until it is sufficiently decayed. The facility has been designed so that the wastes will be safely
managed long-term without a need for retrieval.

An important step in securing the regulatory approvals for the NSDF Project, was the completion of a Near
Surface Disposal Facility, Environmental Impact Statement. The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has
reporting components that require content specific to Indigenous Engagement.

This Indigenous Engagement Report (IER) is a technical supporting document to the EIS, prepared in
accordance with the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) REGDOC-3.2.2 Indigenous Engagement
(“REGDOC”) regulatory document. This report outlines CNL’s approach to Indigenous engagement to support
the Environmental Assessment (EA) process for the planned Project.

1.2 Scope

In accordance with REGDOC-3.2.2 Indigenous Engagement, the scope of this IER includes:
= |dentification of Indigenous Peoples (identified through consultation with the CNSC).

= |ndigenous engagement activities - including those related to NSDF Project commitments - that have
taken place up to the date of writing, and a proposed schedule for interim reporting on these activities
to the CNSC.

= The plan on how CNL has and will continue to engage with Indigenous Peoples.
= A section demonstrating compliance with regulatory requirements.

= A summary of each identified Indigenous community or organization to demonstrate CNL’s
understanding of the historical, legal, socio-economic, traditional use and other characteristics,
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including documenting (where available) their interests in the Ottawa Valley and in the vicinity of the
NSDF Project.

= Asection providing a discussion and summary of the engagement results.
= Asection on Valued Components pertaining to Indigenous Peoples.
= A summary of the assessment of the impact of the NSDF Project on traditional land and resource use.

= A summary of the assessment of the impact of the NSDF Project on Indigenous socio-economic
interests.

= A section on Indigenous health and the development of an Indigenous receptor.
= Asection describing CNL’s approach to long-term relationships with Indigenous Peoples.

With these enhancements, CNL has a more comprehensive document with respect to Indigenous Peoples and
provides information in a singular report that supports Section 6 of the Final EIS.

This IER is intended to be a living document in that it will be updated over the course of the Project based on
engagement with Indigenous Peoples. Revision 0 supported the submission of the Project Description to
initiate the EA process, Revision 1 supported the submission of the Draft EIS in 2017, Revision 2 captured
general updates and feedback during engagements in 2018, Revision 3 supported the submission of the
revised Draft EIS in 2019, Revision 4 supported the submission of the Final EIS in 2020, Revision 5 supported
the resubmission of the Final EIS in 2021 and Revision 6 provides an update on Indigenous engagement prior
to the 2022 CNSC Commission Hearing, which was committed to in the EIS.

1.3 Background

Canadian Nuclear Laboratories, formerly Atomic Energy Canada Limited (AECL), is Canada’s premier nuclear
science and technology organization. Since the early 1950s, CNL has been a world leader in developing
peaceful and innovative applications from nuclear technology through its expertise in physics, metallurgy,
chemistry, biology, and engineering.

Canadian Nuclear Laboratories recognizes that it must conduct its business in a manner that is both socially
and environmentally responsible. CNL demonstrates this commitment in many ways including within its Public
Information Program?. The program aims to inform groups about ongoing activities at CNL sites, the potential
impacts of these activities on the health and safety of workers, members of the public, and on the
environment. The program builds public awareness, understanding, and a supportive appreciation of the
Laboratories’ value and relevance to Canadians.

This forms the basis of communication efforts with Indigenous communities and helps to direct the
establishment of long-term mutually beneficial working relationships with communities in proximity to our
sites. CNL is responsive to evolving best practices, and guidance including the REGDOC-3.2.2 Indigenous
Engagement, which guides and informs the content of this report.

1.4 Acronyms and Abbreviations
AAN Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation
AANTC Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council

1 CW-513430-REPT-001, Public Information Program for CNL
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AECL Atomic Energy of Canada Limited

AKLUS Algonquin Knowledge and Land Use Study
ANPSS Algonquin Nations Program and Services Secretariat
ANR Algonquin Negotiation Representative

ANS Algonquin Nation Secretariat

ANTC Algonquin Nation Tribal Council

AOO Algonquins of Ontario

AOPFN Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

ATRIS Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Information System
CEAA Canadian Environmental Assessment Act

CRL Chalk River Laboratories

CNL Canadian Nuclear Laboratories

CNSC Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission

EA Environmental Assessment

ECM Engineered Containment Mound

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

ESC Environmental Stewardship Council

FNMHF First Nations Market Housing Fund

Ha Hectare

IER Indigenous Engagement Report (previously Aboriginal Engagement Report)
INAC Indigenous and Northern Affairs Canada

km Kilometres

LSA Local Study Area

MNO Métis Nation of Ontario

MNRF Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
MBQ Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte

NPD Nuclear Power Demonstration

NSDF Near Surface Disposal Facility




REPORT, GENERAL UNRESTRICTED
INDIGENOUS ENGAGEMENT REPORT

232-513130-REPT-001 REV. 6

PAGE 15 OF 931

OVF Ottawa Valley Forest

REGDOC Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission Regulatory Document— Public and
Indigenous Engagement: Indigenous Engagement. REGDOC-3.2.2. 2019 August.

RSA Regional Study Area

sq Square

SSA Site Study Area

TKLUS Traditional Knowledge and Land Study

TSD Technical Support Document

VC Valued Components

WTFN Williams Treaties First Nations

%HA Percent Highly Annoyed
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2. ALIGNMENT WITH REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

On August 28, 2019, the Impact Assessment Act (IAA) came into force, repealing the CEAA 2012. The IAA
contains transitional provisions for environmental assessments of designated projects commenced under
CEAA 2012 and for which the CNSC is the Responsible Authority. The CNSC has informed CNL that the
Environmental Assessment for the NSDF Project will continue under CEAA 2012. CNSC notes that as per the
transition provision described in subsection 182 of the IAA: “Any environmental assessment of a designated
project by the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission or the National Energy Board commenced under the 2012
Act, in respect of which a decision statement has not been issued under section 54 of the 2012 Act before the
day on which this Act comes into force, is continued under the 2012 Act as if that Act had not been repealed.”
As outlined in subsection 182, given that the NSDF Project was commenced under CEAA 2012 and a decision
statement has not yet been issued, it therefore will continue to be completed under its current process.

The CEAA, 2012 indicates the following with consideration to Aboriginal Peoples:
“5. (1) For the purposes of this Act, the environmental effects that are to be taken into account in relation to
an act or thing, a physical activity, a designated project or a project are:
c) with respect to Aboriginal Peoples, an effect occurring in Canada of any change that may be caused
to the environment on:
i.  health and socio-economic conditions;
ii.  physical and cultural heritage;
iii.  the current use of lands and resources for traditional purposes;
iv.  any structure, site or thing that is of historical, archaeological paleontological or
architectural significance”.

Therefore, CEAA provides a clear description of the environmental effects on Indigenous Peoples that are to
be taken into account.

More detailed information on Indigenous engagement is now available from the CNSC in the form of the
REGDOC-3.2.2 Indigenous Engagement. The REGDOC sets out the “requirements and guidance for licensees”
with respect to Indigenous engagement. It also provides procedural direction for licensees.

The REGDOC identifies that an IER is to be prepared in support of a Licence application. However, CNL has
indicated that it will continue to use the IER as the key record of engagement activities. Section 4.2.2 of the
REGDOC, “Summary of Indigenous Engagement Activities” recommends that licensees are to document all
engagement activities, which suggests that the IER is also intended to be a report.

In addition to the formal revisions of the IER, interim reporting on Indigenous engagement activities is
provided monthly to the CNSC by means of the CNSC Monthly NSDF and NPD Public Outreach and Indigenous
Engagement Meeting.

The REGDOC does clearly indicate that an impact assessment component should be undertaken. Section 3,
“Applicability” of the REGDOC indicates:
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“Licensees shall conduct a review to consider whether the activity described in their licence application

requesting authorization from the Commission:

= Could result in impacts to the environment;

= Could adversely impact an Indigenous groups potential or established Indigenous and/or treaty rights,
such as the ability to hunt, trap, fish, gather or conduct ceremonies”.

As the REGDOC is specific about the above rights and activities (e.g. hunt, trap, fish, gather or conduct
ceremonies) those issues are specifically addressed in this IER and the NSDF Project EIS.

There are other CNSC requirements that are to be addressed or considered with respect to Indigenous
Peoples. All the requirements to the knowledge of the CNL team are outlined below in Table 2-1 and a column
provided that indicates the section of the Final EIS and/or IER that address the issue.
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Table 2-1
Summary of Guideline Requirements and Concordance

Section of the

ey Summary of Guideline Requirements Section of the EIS and/or IER
Guidelines
5. (1) For the purposes of this Act, the Section 6 and Section 7
environmental effects that are to be taken into (this IER)
account in relation to an act or thing, a physical and

activity, a designated project or a project are: Section 6.4 (Project EIS,

c) with respect to Indigenous Peoples, an effect Traditional Land and
occurring in Canada of any change that may be Resource Use)

CEAA 2012 caused to the environment on:

i. health and socio-economic conditions;
ii. physical and cultural heritage;
iii. the current use of lands and resources for
traditional purposes;
iv. any structure, site or thing that is of
historical, archaeological paleontological or
architectural significance.

The proponent will provide Indigenous Peoples Section 4 to 6 (this IER)
with opportunities to learn about the project and and
CNSC (2016a) its potential effects, to communicate their concerns
about the project’s potential effects, and to discuss
measures to mitigate those effects.

Section 6.2 to 6.4 (Project
EIS, Indigenous Engagement

and Traditional Land and
The proponent will make reasonable efforts to Resource Use)

consider traditional Indigenous knowledge into the
assessment of environmental impacts.

Part 1: Section
2.4
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Section of the

o Summary of Guideline Requirements Section of the EIS and/or IER
Guidelines
The EIS will document the following: Limited amount of
»  The traditional knowledge information traditional knowledge
gathered. information is in Section 3
=  How the traditional knowledge information (this IER)
was gathered (e.g. interviews with key and
community leaders and elders, collaborative Sections 4 to 6 (this IER)
field research, Indigenous traditional and
CNSC (2016a) knowledge studies, etc.). Section 6.2 to 6.4 (Project
Part 1: Section =  The source of the traditional knowledge EIS, Indigenous Engagement
3.3.2 information. and Traditional Land and
=  How the traditional knowledge information Resource Use)

gathered was taken into consideration by the
proponent in the assessment, including both
methodology (e.g. identifying VCs,
establishing spatial and temporal boundaries,
defining significance criteria) and analysis (e.g.
baseline characterization, effects prediction,
development of mitigation measures).

The [EIS executive] summary will include the Executive Summary (Project
following: EIS)
CNSC (2016a) =  Asummary of the consultation conducted

with Indigenous Peoples the public, and
government agencies, including a summary of
the issues raised and the proponent’s

Part 2: Section 2

responses.
The EIS will contain a description of the Section 3 (this IER)
geographical setting where the project will take and

place. This description should include those

. . . Section 6 (Project EIS,
aspects of the project and its setting that are key to

Indigenous Interests)

CNSC (2016a) understanding the project’s potential adverse
Part 2: Section environmental effects, including:
3.2 = Description of local and Indigenous

communities,

= Traditional Indigenous territories, treaty lands,
Indian reserve lands and Métis harvesting
regions and/or settlements.
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
3.3

The EIS should identify:

=  Any treaty or self-government agreements
with Indigenous Peoples that are pertinent to
the project and/or the EA.

Section 3 (this IER)

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
4.2

[EIS] The proponent will complete the following
procedural steps for addressing alternative means:

= |dentify the effects of each technically and
economically feasible alternative means:

= The effects referred to above include
both environmental effects and
potential adverse impacts on
potential or established Indigenous
and Treaty rights and related
interests.

Section 2.5 (Project EIS,
Alternative Means for
Carrying out the Project)

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
4.3.2

[EIS] Sufficient information will be included to
predict environmental effects and address
concerns identified by the public and Indigenous
Peoples.

The EIS will include a summary of the changes that
have been made to the project since originally
proposed, including the benefits of these changes
to the environment, Indigenous Peoples, and the
public.

Section 4.4 (this IER)

and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S5.2,T.2,
U.2,Vv.2, W.2, X.2,Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization

(this IER)

and

Section 3.1.4 (Project EIS,
Project Design Changes)

and

Sections 5 and 6 (Project EIS,

Environmental Effects and
Indigenous Interests)
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
5.2.1

The final list of VCs to be presented in the EIS will
be completed according to the evolution and
design of the project and reflect the knowledge on
the environment acquired through public
consultation and Indigenous engagement.

The EIS will identify those VCs, processes, and
interactions that were identified to be of concern
during any workshops or meetings held by the
proponent, or that the proponent considers likely
to be affected by the project. In doing so, the EIS

will indicate to whom these concerns are important

and the reasons why, including environmental,
Indigenous, social, economic, recreational, and
aesthetic considerations.

Section 5 (this IER)
and

Section 5.1.2 and 6.3
(Project EIS, Valued

Components, Indigenous
Interests)

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
5.2.2

The proponent is encouraged to consult with the
CNSC, Federal and Provincial Government
departments and agencies, local government and
Indigenous Peoples, and take into account public
comments when defining the spatial boundaries
used in the EIS.

Spatial boundaries will be defined by taking into
account, but not limited to, the following criteria:

g) community and Indigenous traditional
knowledge, ecological, and technical
considerations.

Community and Indigenous traditional knowledge
should factor into decisions around temporal
boundaries.

Section 6.3.1 (this IER)

and

Section 6.2 and 6.4 (Project
EIS, Indigenous Engagement,
Traditional Land and
Resource Use)
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Section of the

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

Guidelines

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
7

The EIS will describe the proponent’s engagement
activities with potentially affected Indigenous
Peoples.

The EIS will include, and the proponent should
consider engaging with potentially affected
Indigenous Peoples to obtain their views on, the
following:

=  The objectives of and the methods used for
Indigenous engagement activities.

=  Each Indigenous Peoples potential or
established rights including geographical
extent, nature, frequency, timing and maps
and data sets (e.g. fish catch numbers) when
this information is provided by a group to the

proponent or available through public records.

Entire IER

and

Section 4 (this IER)
and

Appendices J.1, K.1, L.1, M.1,
N.1,0.1,P.1,Q.1,R.1,S5.1,
T.1,U.1,V.1,W.1, X.1,Y.1,
Z.1: Tables of Record of
Engagement - 2015 October
to 2021 May of each
Indigenous community and
organization (this IER)

and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S5.2,T.2,
U.2, V.2, W.2, X.2,Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization (this IER)

and

Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)

and

Formal comments from
Indigenous Peoples, and the
prepared responses, will be
submitted by the project
proponent to the CNSC
(responsible authority) and
posted on the CEAA Registry
under project #80122
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Section of the

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

Guidelines

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
7

Comments, specific interests and concerns
raised by Indigenous Peoples and how the key
concerns were responded to or addressed.

The potential adverse impacts of the project
on potential or established Indigenous or
treaty rights.

Effects of changes to the environment on
Indigenous Peoples (health and
socioeconomic conditions; physical and
cultural heritage, including any structure, site
or thing that is of historical, archaeological,
paleontological or architectural significance;
and current use of lands and resources for
traditional purposes) pursuant to paragraph
5(1) (c) of the CEAA 2012.

VCs suggested by Indigenous Peoples for
inclusion in the EIS, whether they were
included, and the rationale for any exclusions.

Measures identified to mitigate or
accommodate potential adverse impacts of
the project on the potential or established
Indigenous or treaty rights and effects of
changes to the environment on Indigenous
Peoples, including suggestions raised by
Indigenous Peoples.

A suggested format for providing the information

above is the creation of a tracking table of key

issues raised by each Indigenous Peoples, including

the concerns raised related to the project,
proposed mitigation options, and where
appropriate, a reference to the proponent’s
analysis in the EIS.

Section 4 and 5 (this IER)
and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S.2,T.2,
U.2,V.2, W.2, X.2, Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization (this IER)

and

Section 6.2.4, 6.3, 6.4 and
6.5 (Project EIS, Indigenous
Engagement, Valued
Components, Traditional
Land and Resource Use,
Indigenous Health and
Indigenous Receptor)

and

Formal comments from
Indigenous Peoples, and the
prepared responses, will be
submitted by the project
proponent to the CNSC
(responsible authority) and
posted on the CEAA Registry
under project #80122
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

CNSC (2016a)

Part 2: Section
12

The EIS should provide discussion on the follow-up
program’s requirements, and include:

Roles and responsibilities to be played by the
proponent, regulatory agencies, Indigenous
people, local and regional organizations and
others in the design, implementation and
evaluation of the program results.

Possible opportunities for the proponent to
include the participation of the public and
Indigenous Peoples, during the development
and implementation of the program.

Section 11 (Project EIS,
Summary of Monitoring and
Follow-up Programs)

When evaluating applications for licences or
making regulatory decisions, the CNSC considers
the following factors:

Entire IER
and

REGDOC 2.9.1 o N . Section 6 (Project EIS,
Section 2.2 = Engagement with |fjent|f|ed IndlgenOl.Js Indigenous Interests)
Peoples whose Indigenous or treaty rights
may be affected by the proposed facility or
activity.
Participation opportunities for the public and for Section 3 and 4 (this IER)
Indigenous peoples are an important component of 34
t:e CNSC’s I!censlmg Ipr(f)cess: jl'he'CNSC deterrrTlr'les Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
the appropriate leve 9 part|C|r'Jatlc.)n'opportunltles Indigenous Engagement)
on a case-by-case basis. The criteria include:
REGDOC 2.9.1 * Interests of the public and Indigenous
Section 2.4 Peoples.

The complexity of the facility or activity and its
potential interactions with the environment
and the public.

Additional factors such as other jurisdictional
mandates or type of decision.
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

An EA under CEAA 2012 includes information

prepared by the applicant and CNSC staff, as well as

comments received from Indigenous Peoples and
the public.

Section 4 (this IER)
and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S.2,T.2,
U.2,V.2, W.2, X.2, Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization (this IER)

and
REGDOC2.3.1 Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Appendix A Indigenous Engagement)
and
Formal comments from
Indigenous Peoples, and the
prepared responses, will be
submitted by the project
proponent to the CNSC
(responsible authority) and
posted on the CEAA Registry
under project #80122
Indigenous consultation activities are integrated in Sections 4 (this IER)
REGDOC 2.9.1 the EA process to the extent possible. and
Appendix A.2 Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)
Subsection 19(3) of CEAA 2012 states that Primarily direction for CNSC
community and Indigenous traditional knowledge but
may be considered in the EA. The CNSC staff will Section 6 (this IER)
REGDOC 2.9.1 provide guidance to the applicant at the earliest and
Appendix A.3.8 possible stage in the EA process concerning the ) )
extent to which community and Indigenous Sect|'o'n 6.4 (Project EIS,
traditional knowledge shall be considered in the Traditional Land and
Resource Use)
EA.
Identify the lands, water and resources of specific Sections 3 and 6 (this IER)
social, economic, archaeological, cultural or and
REGDOC 2.9.1 - ; ; ;
splrltu.al value to Indlgenous.people, including Section 6.4 (Project EIS,
Appendix B.8 established and asserted Indigenous or treaty Traditional Land and

rights that may be affected by the facility or
activity.

Resource Use)
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SEEHIE @G Section of the EIS and/or IER

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Guidelines

Describe Indigenous land and resource use at the
site and in the local and Regional Study Areas
(RSA).

Sections 3 and 6 (this IER)
and

Section 6.4 (Project EIS,
Traditional Land and
Resource Use)

Identify traditional activities, including activities for
food, social, ceremonial and other cultural
purposes, in relation to such lands, waters and
resources with a focus on the current use of lands,
waters and resources for traditional purposes.

Sections 3 and 6 (this IER)
and

Section 6.4 (Project EIS,
Traditional Land and
Resource Use)

Describe the traditional dietary habits and
dependence on country foods and harvesting for
other purposes, including harvesting of plants for
medicinal purposes. The analysis should focus on
the identification of potential adverse effects of the
facility or activity on the ability of future
generations of Indigenous people to pursue
traditional activities or lifestyle.

Sections 3, 6, and 7 (this IER)
and

Section 6.4 and 6.5 (Project
EIS, Traditional Land and
Resource Use and
Indigenous Health and
Indigenous Receptor)

To support the assessment of human health (see
Section 3.2.7), the licensee should provide
information on radiation levels to which members

Section 8 (this IER)
and
Section 5.8 and 6.5 (Project

REGDOC 2.9.1 of the public may be exposed, including EIS. Human Health and
Appendix C.6 consideration of consumers of country food whose Ind’igenous Health and
exposure pathways may differ due to cultural Indigenous Receptor)
norms; for example, any dietary characteristics of
Indigenous Peoples.
The licensee should describe the potential effects Section 5.8 and 6 (Project
of the facility or activity on the physical well-being EIS, Human Health and
of Indigenous Peoples, and other people resulting Indigenous Interests)
REGDOC 2.9.1 from biophysical effects, including the effects of
Appendix C.7 the facility or activity on all environmental

components (for example, atmospheric
environment) and the resulting effects on human
health.
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

REGDOC 2.9.1
Appendix C.8

Identify any change that the facility or activity is
likely to cause in the environment and any effect of
any such change on the health and socio-economic
conditions, physical and cultural heritage and on
the current use of lands and resources for
traditional purposes by any Indigenous Peoples
including effects on hunting, trapping, fishing and
gathering.

Section 6 (this IER)
and

Section 6, specifically 6.4
(Project EIS, Indigenous
Interests, Traditional Land
and Resource Use)

Identify any concerns raised by Indigenous people
about the facility or activity in relation to any
Indigenous or treaty rights.

Section 4 (this IER)
and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S5.2,T.2,
U.2, V.2, W.2, X.2,Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization (this IER)

and

Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)

and

Specific comments and
concerns raised by
Indigenous Peoples
pertaining to rights are
identified and responded to
in: Formal comments from
Indigenous peoples, and the
prepared responses, will be
submitted by the project
proponent to the CNSC
(responsible authority) and
posted on the CEAA Registry
under project #80122
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

REGDOC 3.2.2
Section 4.1

Licensees shall conduct research to identify
Indigenous Peoples who's potential or established
Indigenous and/or treaty rights may be adversely
affected by the activity described in their licence
application, and determine the appropriate level or
scope of engagement activities to be conducted
with each identified group.

Key factors to consider when determining which
Indigenous Peoples to engage include:

Historic or modern treaties in the region of
the regulated facility.

Potential impacts to the health and safety of
the public, the environment and any potential
or established Indigenous and/or treaty rights
and related interests.

Proximity of the regulated facility to
Indigenous communities.

Existing relationships between Indigenous
Peoples and licensees or the CNSC.
Traditional territories.

Traditional and current use of lands.

Settled or ongoing land claims.

Settled or ongoing litigation related to a
potentially impacted group.

Membership in a broader Indigenous
collective or tribal council or Indigenous
umbrella group.

Section 3 (this IER)
and

Section 6.2.2 (Project EIS,
Identified Indigenous
Communities)
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Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

The IER shall include:

1. alist of Indigenous Peoples identified for
engagement;

2. asummary of any Indigenous engagement
activities conducted to date;

3. adescription of planned Indigenous
engagement activities;

4. the proposed schedule for interim reporting
to the CNSC.

Section 2, 3 (Table 3-1), 4.4,
and 4.5 (this IER)

and

Appendices J.1, K.1, L.1, M.1,
N.1,0.1,P.1,Q.1,R.1,S.1,
T.1,U.1,V.1],W.1,X.1,Y.1,
Z.1: Tables of Record of
Engagement - 2015 October
to 2021 May of each
Indigenous community and

REGDOC 3.2.2 organization (this IER)
Section 4.2 and
Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)
The IER shall be submitted: This IER is a supporting
1. as part of a licence application, or Technical Support Document
2. as part of a project description if an EA (TSD) to th.e Project EIS .and
decision under CEAA 2012 is being sought accompanies the EIS in its
prior to a licensing decision. submission as part of the
licence application.
Licensees should provide the methodology and Section 3 (this IER)
REGDOC 3.2.2 rationale used to develop the list of identified and
e Indigenous peoples. . .
Section 4.2.1 Section 6.2.2 (Project EIS,

Identified Indigenous
Communities)




REPORT, GENERAL

UNRESTRICTED

INDIGENOUS ENGAGEMENT REPORT
232-513130-REPT-001 REV. 6

PAGE 30 OF 931

Section of the
Guidelines

Summary of Guideline Requirements

Section of the EIS and/or IER

Licensees should document all Indigenous
engagement activities to track interests and
concerns raised as well as any steps taken to
minimize impacts or to address issues.

REGDOC 3.2.2
Section 4.2.2

Section 4 (this IER)
and

Appendices J.1, K.1, L.1, M.1,
N.1,0.1,P.1,Q.1,R.1,S.1,
T.1,U.1,V.1],W.1,X.1,Y.1,
Z.1: Tables of Record of
Engagement - 2015 October
to 2021 May of each
Indigenous community and
organization (this IER)

and

Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,S5.2,T.2,
U.2, V.2, W.2, X.2,Z.2: Tables
of Interests and Concerns of
each Indigenous community
and organization (this IER)

and

Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)

and

Formal comments from
Indigenous Peoples and the
prepared responses, will be
submitted by the project
proponent to the CNSC
(responsible authority) and
posted on the CEAA Registry

under project #80122
The Indigenous engagement report shall include a Chapter 4.5 (this IER)
REGDOC 3.2.2 high-level outline of proposed engagement and

Section 4.2.3 activities.

Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)
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Section of the

o Summary of Guideline Requirements Section of the EIS and/or IER
Guidelines
Once an EA has commenced, the approach and Section 4.4 (this IER)
level of effort applied to addressing alternative and

means is established on a project-by-project basis,

L ) . Appendices J.2, K.2, L.2, M.2,
taking into consideration:

N.2,0.2,Q.2,R.2,5.2,T.2,

Canadian = thelevel of concern expressed by U.2, V.2, W.2, X.2, Z.2: Tables

Environmental Indigenous Peoples or the public. of Interests and Concerns of

Assessment each Indigenous community

Agency (2015) and organization (this IER)
and

Section 6.2 (Project EIS,
Indigenous Engagement)

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency. 2015. Addressing “Purpose of” and “Alternative Means” under the CEAA, 2012. March
2015.

CNSC. 2020. Environmental Protection: Environmental Principles Assessments and Protection Measures. REGDOC-2.9.1. September
2020.

CNSC. Generic Guidelines for the Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, pursuant to the CEAA, 2012. May 2016.
CNSC. Public and Indigenous Engagement: Indigenous Engagement. REGDOC-3.2.2. August 2019.
Government of Canada. (CEAA, 2012).
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3. DESCRIPTION OF IDENTIFIED INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES AND ORGANIZATIONS

A proposed list of Indigenous communities and organizations was identified by CNL and described in this IER.
Identification of communities was based on consultation with the CNSC and through the use of publicly
available sources of information including:

= Indigenous community and organization websites;
= The Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Information System (ATRIS) (Government of Canada 2019); and
= Crown Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada Indigenous community profiles.

The proposed list was based on the identified potential or established Indigenous or treaty rights of
Indigenous communities in the vicinity of the NSDF Project and is provided in Table 3-1 along with a brief
rationale for inclusion. The inclusion of specific communities considers the nature of the established and/or
claimed rights and potential impacts on those rights caused by the proposed NSDF Project based on a
preliminary assessment of existing and available information. As such, the working list is subject to change
based on information and dialogue with the identified communities and organizations.

Table 3-1
Identified Indigenous Communities and Organizations

Indigenous Communities (by representative Organization) and/or

o Identification Rationale
Organizations

=  The CRLsite is located within the
vicinity of known traditional
territory, there are ten AOO
communities located close to the
NSDF Project site.

=  The NSDF Project site directly

Algonquins of Ontario (AOQO), comprising ten Algonquin communities:
. Antoine Algonquin First Nation
=  Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

= Algonquin Nation Kijicho-Manito Madaouskarini overlaps and is within the unceded
=  Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation AOO Settlement Area where
= Algonquins of Greater Golden Lake First Nation Algonquins from various

communities exercise Aboriginal

. Mattawa-North Bay Algonquin First Nation
y Algond rights and interests.

. Ottawa Algonquin First Nation
=  Shabot Obaadjiwan First Nation (Sharbot Lake)
= Snimikobi (Ardoch) (Beaver Creek) Algonquin First Nation -

=  Accepted for negotiations with Self-
Government
Framework Agreement (Signed)

*  Whitney Area Algonquins = Established CNL relationship
(member of CNL’s Environmental
Stewardship Council (ESC)*

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation (included as part of the AOO =  Historic relationship with AECL and
but also separately identified) CNL

] Closest First Nation to the CRL site

=  The CRLssite is located within the
vicinity of known traditional
territory.
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Indigenous Communities (by representative Organization) and/or

Organizations

Identification Rationale

Accepted for negotiations with Self

Government
Framework Agreement (Signed)

Established CNL relationship
(member of CNL’s ESC)*

Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council (AANTC) (two of its
member communities):

=  Kebaowek First Nation (formerly known as Eagle Village First
Nation)

= Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation

The CRL site is located within the
vicinity of known traditional
territory.

Assertion of Rights

Métis Nation of Ontario (MNO) (community councils representing the
project location):

=  MNO North Bay
= MNO Mattawa Métis

=  MNO Sudbury via the Mattawa/Lake Nipissing Traditional
Territory Consultation Committee

Assertion of rights in the vicinity of
NSDF Project

Established CNL relationship
(member of CNL’s ESC)*

Historic Métis community identified
at Mattawa

Williams Treaties First Nations, comprised of seven first nations:
= Alderville First Nation (Mississaugas)

=  Beausoleil First Nation (Chippewas)

=  Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation

=  Chippewas of Rama First Nation

= Curve Lake First Nation (Mississaugas)

=  Hiawatha First Nation (Mississaugas)

=  Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation

Historic treaty, the CRL site is located
within lands covered by one of the
Williams Treaties.

Anishinabek Nation (formerly known as Union of Ontario Indians),
which advocates forty member First Nations, seven of which are
included and noted above (i.e., Alderville First Nation, Beausoleil First
Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation, Chippewas of Rama
First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island
First Nation and Pikwakanagan First Nation).

Umbrella organization that has
members with potentially affected
rights.

Algonquin Nation Secretariat (ANS), which represent three First Nation
communities in Quebec: Timiskaming First Nation, the Algonquins of
Barriere Lake, and Wolf Lake First Nation.

Umbrella organization that has
members with potentially affected
rights.

*Note that CNL has established an ESC for the CRL site. The function of the council is to provide opportunity for face-to-face meetings and to build
an enhanced working relationship through effective two-way dialogue with a representative membership of community opinion. Of the
communities the AOO represents, only the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan hold a seat on the ESC. The MNO also hold a seat on the ESC.

This IER provides background information on these communities and/or representative organizations and
includes, where possible, reference to individual community’s elected council, geographic location,
population, and associations or memberships. The IER will be updated as these communities and
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organizations provide additional information as the NSDF Project progresses. The information summarized in
this IER reflects a summary information available to CNL as of December 2021. CNL has undertaken a
verification process (as outlined in Section 4.4) with the identified Indigenous communities and organizations
or have made ongoing attempts to engage with Indigenous communities and organizations who did not
respond to CNL information and requests up to May 2021. CNL utilized all available information from June
2016 to May 2021 to conduct the verification to be in a position to finalize and submit the Final EIS to the
Responsible Authority (CNSC) for the next step in the EA process.

In July 2021, the CNSC announced acceptance of the Final EIS and all environmental assessment and licensing
application documents for the NSDF Project. A two-part public hearing to consider CNL’s application to amend
its operating licence to authorize the construction of the proposed NSDF has been set to commence in
February 2022. During Part 1 of the public hearing, which is scheduled to take place on February 22, 2022, the
CNSC Commission will hear submissions from both CNL and CNSC staff on the licencing application and
environmental assessment. Following Part 1, a comment period will be opened where Indigenous
communities and members of the public will be invited to submit feedback on the project. During Part 2 of the
hearing, scheduled to begin on May 31, 2022, Indigenous communities and members of the public will have an
opportunity to present their comments to the CNSC commissioners. Opportunities exist for the Indigenous
communities and organizations to continue their involvement in the NSDF Project and ongoing engagement
updates, including activities related to NSDF Project commitments, will be incorporated into the IER as the
living document.

As noted in the earlier referenced Record of Decision, funding was offered by the CNSC to assist Indigenous
Peoples to participate in the NSDF Project, review of the licence application, and the processes for the CNSC
Commission Hearing on the NSDF Project. Following consideration of applications (to date) by Indigenous
Peoples for funding, participant funding was allocated to the Algonquins of Ontario (AOQ), Algonquins of
Pikwakanagan First Nation (AOPFN), Métis Nation of Ontario (MNO) and the Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation
Tribal Council (AANTC). Further information on the participant funding process is provided in the CNSC
Participant Funding Program which is available on the CNSC'’s Project webpage.

CNL has provided capacity funding to specific Indigenous communities and organizations to participate in the
EA process as well as their collaboration on NSDF Project pre-construction commitments.

3.1 Indigenous Communities and Population Around NSDF/CRL

3.1.1 Indigenous Communities

The list of identified Indigenous communities and organizations is presented in Table 3-1 and are described in
more detail in this chapter of this IER. Table 3-2 below recognises and describes each of the Indigenous
communities in terms of their location, approximate distance to the NSDF Project site and whether or not the
specific Indigenous community is a physical community with one defined location such as a First Nations
Reserve. Knowing whether the Indigenous community is located in one physically defined location is helpful in
understanding socio-economic information associated with the community (e.g., Census of the Population
data potentially available for First Nation communities on reserves is not available for Indigenous communities
where there is no single physical location). Figure 3-1 is a map that shows the various Indigenous communities
in relation to the NSDF Project.
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Figure 3-1: Identified Indigenous Communities and Organizations in Relation to the NSDF Site
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Table 3-2
Indigenous Communities and Organizations Identified in the Near Surface Disposal Facility Project

Indigenous Community

Is This a Community in One

Distance to the NSDF Project

A . ich
or Organization Description Physically-Defined Location? site (measu:‘it:‘c‘le)as astraight
Algonquins of Ontario
Algonquins of m AOO community Yes — Golden Lake 52 km
Pikwakanagan Recognized Status First Nation by
First Nation (AOPFN) federal government
Reserve at Golden Lake
(Pikwakanagan No. 06216)
Antoine Algonquin = AOO community No 107 km
First Nation No reserve
m Population is generally in Mattawa
and area farther west
Algonquin Nation Kijicho | @ AOO community No 116 km
Manito Madaouskarini m No reserve
Population is generally in the
Bancroft area
Bonnechere Algonquin AOO community No 52 km
First Nation m No reserve
m Population is generally in the
Renfrew/Golden Lake area
Algonquins of Greater m AOO community No 52 km
Golden Lake First Nation No reserve
m Population is generally in the
Golden Lake area
Mattawa-North Bay m AOO community No 107 km
Algonquin First Nation m No reserve
Population is generally in the
Mattawa — North Bay area
Ottawa Algonquin AOO community No 146 km
First Nation m No reserve
Population is generally in the
Ottawa area
Shabot Obaadjiwan AOO community No 150 km
First Nation (Sharbot m No reserve
Lake) m Population is generally in the
Sharbot Lake area
Snimikobi (Ardoch) m AOO community No 150 km
(Beaver Creek Algonquin No Reserve
First Nation m Population is generally in the
Ardoch and Sharbot Lake area
Whitney and Area s AOO community No 90 km

Algonquins

m Noreserve

Population is generally in the
Whitney area
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Indigenous Community
or Organization

Description

Is This a Community in One
Physically-Defined Location?

Distance to the NSDF Project
site (measured as a straight
line)

Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation

Kebaowek First Nation

m Recognized Status First Nation by

federal government

Reserve lands associated with this
community include the Kebaowek
First Nation - Kipawa No. 06140
Reserve is situated on the shore of
Lake Kipawa to the northeast of
Temiscaming, Quebec

Yes — Lake Kipawa

150 km

Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg
First Nation

Recognized Status First Nation by
federal government

Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg

First Nation occupy one area of
reserve lands: Kitigan Zibi No.
06100

Situated to the southwest of the
borders of Maniwaki in the
Outaouais region of Quebec

Yes — Adjacent to Maniwaki,
Quebec

113 km

Métis Nation of Ontario

MNO Mattawa Métis

MNO registered citizens generally
in the Mattawa area

No

107 km

MNO North Bay

MNO registered citizens generally
in the North Bay area

No

165 km

MNO Sudbury

MNO registered citizens generally
in the Sudbury area

No

285 km

Williams Treaties First Nations

Alderville First Nation

m Recognized Status First Nation by

federal government
Located at Alderville, Ontario near
Rice Lake

Yes — Rice Lake

215 km

Beausoleil First Nation

Recognized Status First Nation by
federal government

Located on Christian Island,
Georgian Bay

Yes — Christian Island,
Georgian Bay

259 km

Chippewas of Georgina
Island First Nation

Recognized Status First Nation by
federal government

Located on Georgina Island, Lake
Simcoe

Yes — Georgina Island, Lake
Simcoe

240 km

Chippewas of Rama
First Nation

Recognized Status First Nation by
federal government
Located near Orillia, Ontario

Yes — Rama/Orillia, Ontario

220 km

Curve Lake First Nation

Recognized Status First Nation by
federal government

Located on Curve Lake, near
Peterborough, Ontario

Yes — Curve Lake, near
Peterborough, Ontario

193 km




REPORT, GENERAL UNRESTRICTED
INDIGENOUS ENGAGEMENT REPORT

232-513130-REPT-001 REV. 6

PAGE 38 OF 931

. . . - Distance to the NSDF Project
Indigenous Community A Is This a Community in One . .
L, Description . . . site (measured as a straight
or Organization Physically-Defined Location? line)
Williams Treaties First Nations (cont’d)
Hiawatha First Nation m Recognized Status First Nation by Yes —Rice Lake, Ontario 217 km
federal government
m Located on shore of Rice Lake,
Ontario.
Mississaugas of Scugog m Recognized Status First Nation by Yes — Lake Scugog, Ontario 238 km
Island First Nation federal government
m Located on Lake Scugog, near Port
Perry, Ontario.

AOO = Algonquins of Ontario; MNO = Métis Nation of Ontario.

Table 3-2 demonstrates that there is only one physical Indigenous community within 100 km of the CRL site.
That community is the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation (AOPFN). More information on the AOPFN is
provided below. There is a much larger population of Indigenous individuals in the RSA, but these individuals
do not live in Indigenous-governed communities, but rather live in the other communities and rural areas
within the RSA with those communities providing the necessary infrastructure. The general Indigenous
population in the surrounding region is described in Section 3.2.

3.2 Indigenous Population

While the AOPFN is the only physical Indigenous community within 100 km of the NSDF Project site there are a
large number of individuals of Indigenous identity in the broader regions. This section includes a population
estimate of Indigenous people within four large census divisions surrounding the NSDF site. These include:
Renfrew County, Ontario; Nipissing District, Ontario; Pontiac Regional Municipality, Quebec; and
Témiscamingue Regional Municipality, Quebec. Large areas of these four Census Divisions extend beyond

100 km from the NSDF site (Note that there are relatively small portions of six other census divisions just
within the 100 km radius, including Haliburton, Hastings, Frontenac, and Lennox and Addington within
Ontario, and La Vallee-de-la-Gatineau and Les Collines-de-I'Outaouais within Quebec).

These Census Divisions are shown in Figure 3-2 below. The figure also shows four census subdivisions which
are discussed in this section. These are: the Pikwakanagan First Nation Reserve; the Town of Laurentian Hills,
Petawawa, and the Town of Deep River within which the NSDF site is located.
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Figure 3-2: NSDF Site and the Census Divisions of Renfrew, Nipissing, Pontiac and Témiscamingue
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Shown in Table 3-3 below is the Indigenous population in the surrounding Census Divisions in Ontario and
Quebec, specifically Renfrew County, Nipissing District, Témiscamingue and Pontiac Regional Municipalities.
Table 3-3 shows all four of these census divisions. Table 3-3 also provides census data on Indigenous language
and identity within these areas.

Table 3-3
Indigenous Peoples in Surrounding Census Divisions
Renfrew Nipissing Témiscamingue| Pontiac MRC Total Percent of the
County CD County CD MRC (CD) (CD) Population
Total Population 102,394 83,150 15,980 14,251 215,775
Mother Tongue — Indigenous 20 265 40 5 330 0.2%
Languages
Knowledge of Indigenous 60 495 135 15 705 0.3%
Languages
Indigenous Population 8,460 11,540 1,920 2,545 | 24,465 11.3%
(Indigenous Identity)
Indigenous dentity - 4,715 6,305 1,535 455 13,010 6.0%
First Nations
Indigenous Identity — Métis 3,160 4,640 360 1,940 10,100 4.7%
Registered or Treaty Indian 2,645 4,875 1,500 390 9,410 4.4%

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.
CD = census division; MRC = Municipalité régionale de comté.

The 2016 Census of the Population reports that approximately 11.3% of the population of Renfrew County,
Nipissing District and the Regional Municipalities of Témiscamingue and Pontiac identified themselves as
Indigenous people. Of that 11.3%, 6.0% identified as First Nations individuals and 4.7% as Métis2. The MNO
has a more involved citizenship test than self-identification-. Also, 4.4% of the population identified
themselves as a Registered of Treaty Indian (under the Indian Act).

The four combined Census Divisions represent a very large land area stretching in the northwest to include
North Bay and Temagami, Ontario, in the northeast beyond Témiscamingue, Quebec and southeast to Bristol
in Quebec.

The CRL site is located within the municipal boundary of the Town of Deep River. Details about the Indigenous
population within the Town appear in Table 3-4.

2 |t should be noted that the Census of the Population relies on self-identification of Indigenous identity. The MNO requires all of its
potential applicants to meet the citizenship requirements of its Registration Policy. Therefore, the population of Métis peoples as
represented by the census versus the MNO may and likely are different.



REPORT, GENERAL

UNRESTRICTED
INDIGENOUS ENGAGEMENT REPORT
232-513130-REPT-001 REV. 6

PAGE 41 OF 931
Table 3-4
Town of Deep River — Indigenous Population
Number Percent

Total Population 4,109 —

Mother Tongue — Indigenous 0 0.0%
Knowledge of Indigenous Languages 10 0.2%
Indigenous Population - Indigenous ldentity 270 6.6%
Indigenous Population - Indigenous Identity - First Nations 175 4.3%
Indigenous Population - Indigenous ldentity — Métis 75 1.8%
Registered or Treaty Indian 110 2.7%

Source: Statistics Canada 2017 a,b,c,d,e,f.

According to the 2016 Census, the percentage of the population that identifies themselves as Indigenous is
6.6%, of which slightly over two thirds identify themselves as a First Nations individual and slightly less than

one third as Métis.

3.3 Algonquins of Ontario

The AOO is an organized collective of communities assembled to enable a unified approach to reaching a
settlement over a comprehensive land claim including an area of over 3.6 million hectares (ha) within the
Ottawa River and Mattawa River watersheds in eastern Ontario (AOO, 2017b). The area that is the subject of
the Algonquin Land Claim in Ontario includes the National Capital Region, all of Renfrew County and most of

Algonquin Park.
The AOO are comprised of ten Algonquin communities:

= Antoine Algonquin First Nation;

= Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation;

= Algonquin Nation Kijicho-Manito Madaouskarini;

= Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation;

= Algonquins of Greater Golden Lake First Nation;

= Mattawa/North Bay Algonquin First Nation

= QOttawa Algonquin First Nation;

=  Shabot Obaadjiwan First Nation;

= Snimikobi (Ardoch) (Beaver Creek) Algonquin First Nation; and,
=  Whitney Area Algonquins.

Sixteen Algonquin Negotiation Representatives (ANRs), serving three-year terms represent these
communities. The ANRs are comprised of the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation Chief and Council
along with one representative from each of the other Algonquin communities listed above.
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The ANRs are responsible for representing AOO interests concerning treaty negotiations with the Federal and
Provincial governments related to lands identified by the AOO as their traditional territory. A technical
advisory group also supports ongoing treaty negotiations (AOO, 2019a).

Having never signed a treaty with the Crown, the AOO submitted a comprehensive land claim based on
unresolved Indigenous rights and title (Indigenous and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC), 2020b). The Algonquin
Land Claim covers an extensive area populated by approximately 1.2 million people (Figure 3-3). Currently
under negotiation, it is a large and complex land claim. At present, the Federal government, the Province of
Ontario and the AOO are working toward a resolution through a negotiated Final Agreement, forming a
modern-day treaty (INAC, 2020b).
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Figure 3-3: Algonquins of Ontario Settlement Boundary

The Algonquins of Golden Lake (now known as the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation) initiated the land
claim by formally petitioning the Governor General in 1983 and the Province of Ontario in 1985. In 1991, the
claim for negotiations was accepted by the Province and in 1992 the Federal Government agreed to also enter
claim negotiations. A Framework Agreement was signed by the Federal Government in 1994 and in 2012, a
preliminary Draft Agreement-in-Principle was released by the federal and provincial governments for public
review. Extensive negotiations were undertaken in 2013 as revisions to the draft agreement were negotiated.
A proposed Agreement-in-Principle, reflecting negotiations, was released in 2015. The AOO held a vote on the
proposed agreement in early 2016. The non-binding Agreement-in-Principle was signed by all three parties in
2016 October. Negotiations are still underway toward a Final Agreement. The agreement, if successful, will
serve to protect Indigenous and treaty rights protected under Section 35 of the Constitution Act (1982) in the
form of a modern-day treaty (AOO, 2019a; INAC 2020b).

3.3.1 Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

Table 3-5 provides an overview of the land base size and registered population both on and off reserve lands
for the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation (AOPFN) included in CNL’s Indigenous Engagement Program.

This is the only AOO community that has population data updated by the federal government regularly as it is
the only federally registered community.
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Table 3-5
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nations Land Base and Population

o Total Land Base Registered Indigenous Total Registered
Land Base Description . . .
Size (ha) Population Population
On Reserve Off Reserve On and Off
Lands Lands Reserve Lands
Pikwakanagan .
Pikwakanagan (No. 06216) 688.8 453 2,645 3,095

First Nation
Source: INAC, 2021b

The Pikwakanagan First Nation occupy one area of reserve lands: Pikwakanagan No. 06216 (Table 3-5).
Situated on the southeast shore of Golden Lake where it flows in to the Bonnechere River, in Renfrew County,
Ontario, the reserve covers an area of 688.8 ha. Pikwakanagan First Nation has a total registered population of
2,943 (as of 2021 April). Roughly 85 per cent of the registered population reside off reserve lands (2,642). The
reserve was established through a Crown patent in 1873 following several petitions from the community who
were known at the time as Golden Lake.

The Pikwakanagan First Nation recently voted in favor of the “Algonquins of Pikwakanagan Land Code” and
“Individual Agreement” with the Government of Canada under the federal First Nations Lands Management
Act (1999) which provides the First Nation with the authority to develop land laws associated with the reserve
lands, resources and the environment, and according to the community, enabling increased opportunity for
economic development and the potential addition of lands. The Individual Agreement transfers control over
the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation land and resources previously under the Indian Act to the
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation under their Land Code (Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation,
2020a).

Traditional activities such as trapping and hunting are also practiced by community members and efforts are
made to pass on this traditional knowledge. Moose and elk are harvested by community members both
within and outside of Algonquin Provincial Park, within this First Nation’s traditional territory (Algonquins of
Pikwakanagan First Nation, 2020a).

The First Nation manages its own moose and elk harvest under a Harvest Management Plan (HMP) and total
harvest numbers are allocated through agreements to work in conjunction with the Ministry of Natural
Resources and Forestry (MNRF), including taking part in information gathering activities. The HMP is reviewed
and updated annually, and contains provisions specifying the Sustainable Harvest Target, eligible participants,
and the season and geographic location for harvesting activities. The current Harvest Management Plan is
representative of all ten Algonquin First Nation communities within the AOO (Algonquins of Pikwakanagan
First Nation, 2020a). The First Nation is also one of several communities that chose to participate in the
planning of the Ottawa Valley Forest (OVF) Forest Management Plan (OVF, 2011b).

The Pikwakanagan First Nation is governed by an elected council comprised of a Chief and six councillors. The
types of electoral systems undertaken by First Nations in selecting a chief and councillors falls under one of
four processes: a custom system, the Indian Act election system, the First Nations Elections Act, or under the
provisions of a self-governing agreement. The electoral system for this community is a Custom Electoral
System and council election occurs every three years through voting members of the First Nation. Several
standing committees are present within the First Nation’s administration, each of which is represented by at
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least one council member. These committees provide planning and decision-making processes and include:
Health and Social; Education; Finance; Personnel and General Administration; Lands, Estates and Membership;
Economic Development, Housing and Archaeology (Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation, 2020a). The
Pikwakanagan First Nation is a member Nation of the AOO and is also associated with the Anishinabek Nation
(formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020).

The Pikwakanagan First Nation is a signatory of the AOO Agreement-in-Principle (2016) described above in
Section 3.1, as well as the earlier issued Algonquins of Ontario (1983) Comprehensive Land Claim. Based on
information provided in ATRIS, the community is also part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of
Ontario Indians) — Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which ATRIS indicates is in a phase of
acceptance for negotiations. ATRIS also identifies two active and one dormant court cases (Government of
Canada, 2020).

Table 3-6 shows the approximate on-reserve population in 2011 and 2016 and total private dwellings of the
AOPFN.

Table 3-6
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — On-reserve Population and Total Dwellings

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

Population — 2011 432
Population — 2016 440
Total Private Dwellings 214

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

Table 3-7
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Population Change and Age of Population On-Reserve
Pikwakanagan Average across
. .g Laurentian Hills, Deep Renfrew County Ontario
First Nation .
River and Petawawa

Percent Change 2011 o 0 o o
to 2016 1.90% 3.6% 1.0% 4.60%
Average Age of the 39.3 39.7 432 41.9
Population
Median Age of the 40.5 39.9 44.8 424
Population

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

Table 3-6 indicates that the Census data identified that the AOPFN had a total population on reserve of 440
individuals in 2016. This confirms that most of the population of Pikwakanagan lives off reserve. The average
age of the population on reserve is 39.3 (Table 3-7), which is slightly younger than Renfrew County and the
province of Ontario.

Information on Indigenous identity and knowledge of Indigenous languages is presented in Table 3-8.
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Table 3-8
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Mother Tongue, Knowledge of Languages
and Indigenous Identity

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

Population — 2016 440

Mother Tongue — Indigenous 0

Language Spoken Most Often at Home

English 440

Indigenous Languages 0

Knowledge of Languages

English 430
French 15
Algonquin 10

Indigenous Population

Total Population 430
Indigenous Identity 375
Indigenous Identity — First Nations 365
Indigenous ldentity — Métis 10

Population by Registered or Treaty Indian Status

Total — Status Indian 345

Total — Non-Status 85

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

As shown in Table 3-8, most of the individuals that live on reserve in Pikwakanagan are Status Indians and self-
identity as First Nations individuals. The Pikwakanagan First Nation have linguistic traditions in the Algonquin
language (Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation, 2020a), even though only a small percentage of the
population identified as having knowledge of the Algonquin language (Table 3-8). Within the community,
efforts are being taken to revitalize the language and culture through language programs and the community’s
Omamiwinini Pimadjwowin Algonquin Way Cultural Centre. The Centre is operated by a not-for-profit
organization, Omamiwinini Pimadjwowin, established by the First Nation’s Council in order to foster and
preserve the Algonquin cultural traditions, customs, practices, heritage, language and arts. The organization
stewards a collection of approximately 600 historical/cultural objects including: ceremonial, hunting and
trapping, canoe and water transportation, and military paraphernalia at the centre. A traditional Pow Wow is
also held annually by the community (Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation, 2020a and 2020b).

Discussions with various Indigenous communities has revealed an interest in economic, employment and
contracting opportunities associated with the NSDF Project and CNL more generally. With respect to the
AOPFN more specifically, information on income, employment and labour force status is presented in
Table 3-9 and Table 3-10 below.
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Table 3-9

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Population and Labour Force Status

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

Population — 2016 440
Labour Force Status

Total Population 350
In the Labour Force — Employed 150
In the Labour Force — Unemployed 35
Not in the Labour Force 160

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

Table 3-10

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Selected Income and Employment Information

pikwakanagan Average across
. .g Laurentian Hills, Deep Renfrew County Ontario
First Nation .
River and Petawawa

Average Employment Income in
2015 for Full-Time Workers 538,345 570,259 557,938 568,628
Composition of Total Income
Market | incl

arket Income (includes 71.2% 90.3% 84.7% 88.9%
employment)
Employment Income 61.4% 71.4% 67.4% 72.9%
Government Transfers 29.3% 9.8% 15.3% 11.1%
Median Total Income of $35,648 $85,260 $67,421 $74,287
Households
Average Total Income of $46,241 $95,271 $79,375 $97,856
Households
Average After Tax Income of $43,364 $79,691 $67,792 $80,322
Households
Participation in the Economy
Participation Rate 54.3% 63.6% 61.1% 64.7%
Employment Rate 42.9% 60.0% 56.6% 59.9%
Unemployment Rate 18.4% 5.9% 7.3% 7.4%

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

As Table 3-10 shows, the average total income of households for the AOPFN was $46,241. This is significantly
lower than the average total income of households in Renfrew County ($79,574) and Ontario ($97,856). It is
also significantly lower than the average across the municipalities of Laurentian Hills, Deep River and

Petawawa ($95,271).
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The AOPFN also has a much higher unemployment rate (18.4%) than the average of these three municipalities
(5.9%), Renfrew County (7.2%) and Ontario (7.4%) as a whole. Similarly, the participation rate and
employment rates are lower than other three geographies.

Table 3-11 below shows the highest certificate, diploma or degree obtained by individuals and is a good
representation of the education/training level attainment.

Table 3-11
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Highest Certificate, Diploma or Degree Obtained

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan
First Nation

Highest Certificate, Diploma or Degree (15 and older)

Total 345

No Certificate, Diploma or Degree 90
Secondary High School or Equivalent 90
Apprenticeship or trades certificate or diploma 35
Trades certificate or diploma other than Certificate of Apprenticeship or Certificate of 30
Qualification

Certificate of Apprenticeship or Certificate of Qualification 10
College, CEGEP or other non-university certificate or diploma 115
University Bachelor's degree 10

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f

As Table 3-11 shows slightly under one half of the population has some postsecondary school certificate,
diploma, degree or qualification and roughly three---quarters of the adult population has completed
secondary school or equivalent.

Information on housing on the AOPFN is provided in Table 3-12 and Table 3-13.
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Table 3-12
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Population, Household and Dwelling Characteristics

Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation

Population — 2016 440
Household and Dwelling Characteristics

Total Occupied Dwellings 180
Single-detached House 175
Other Attached Dwelling 5
Apartment in a Building with Less than 5 Storeys 5

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

Table 3-13
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — Average Household Size and Average Size of Census Families
Algonquins of Average across
Pikwakanagan Laurentian Hills, Deep Renfrew County Ontario
First Nation River and Petawawa

Average Household Size 2.4 2.4 2.3 2.6
Aver.a.ge Size of Census 27 )8 )8 29
Families

Source: Statistics Canada 2016a,b,c,d,e,f.

Table 3-12 indicates that the total number of occupied dwellings on reserve are 180, of which almost all are
single detached- houses. Table 3-13 indicates that the average household size is 2.4 and is therefore similar to
Renfrew County and Ontario in general.

Houses on the reserve are serviced by wells and private septic systems. The community has a Public Works
Department that is responsible for roads and waste management.

3.3.2 Antoine Algonquin First Nation

The Algonquin community of Antoine, also known as the Antoine Algonquin First Nation, is a non-status
community centred around Mattawa, Nipissing District, Ontario. The community has an administrative office

in Mattawa.

The community is affiliated with the AOO Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3. Further, the
community is noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest Management Plan (OVF,
2011b). The importance of hunting and trapping to the Antoine community is also documented in the Antoine
Algonquin First Nation Aboriginal Background Information Report to the Nipissing Forest Management Plan.
Other resource use activities described in that report included: berry picking, the collection of traditional
medicines and traditional crafts and skills (Antoine First Nation, 2008).
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3.33 Algonquin Nation Kijicho-Manito Madaouskarini

The Algonquin Nation Kijicho Manito, also members of the Madaouskarini Band, are an Algonquin community
situated in North Hastings County, Ontario. There is limited information describing this community, although
its website notes origins in the Bancroft region and identifies a Band Council comprised of a Chief and eight
council members. The community site references support to community members through community
economic development initiatives, as well efforts to increase awareness of Indigenous culture, history and
language through the facilitation of community workshops and other cultural activities (Kijicho Manito
Madaouskarini Algonquin First Nation, 2020).

The community is affiliated with the AOO Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3. Further, the
community is noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest Management Plan (OVF,
2011b).

3.34 Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation

The Algonquins of Bonnechere, formerly also referred to as the Bonnechere Métis Association, renamed their
community through referendum in 2003 as the Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation and claim both status and
non-status members within its community (Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation, 2020). The community is
located around the Bonnechere River near Golden Lake, and the community administrative office is situated in
Renfrew, Renfrew County, Ontario. Limited information on the history of the Bonnechere was present on the
community website at the time this research was undertaken.

The Bonnechere note linguistic traditions in the Algonquian language. Efforts to educate community members
in Algonquin cultural traditions are evident through a youth group, materials presented within the community
website, and community cultural workshops (Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation, 2020).

Harvesting information presented on the community website relates to harvest of moose, deer and elk and
the community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3
Further, the community is noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest
Management Plan (OVF, 2011b).

3.3.5 Algonquins of Greater Golden Lake First Nation

The Algonquin community of Greater Golden Lake First Nation is centred around Golden Lake, Renfrew
County, Ontario. As a non-status community, there is no reserve land specifically associated with the Greater
Golden Lake community. The community website has limited information but indicates members are mainly
situated in the Pembroke and Petawawa area and the surrounding Ottawa Valley (Algonquins of Greater
Golden Lake, 2020).

Based on information available on the website, the First Nation has over 3,000 community members across
Canada with some in the USA and Europe. The community presents its members with opportunities to revive
and promote traditional language (Algonquins of Greater Golden Lake, 2020).

Harvesting information presented on the community website relates to harvest of moose, deer and elk and
the community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.
Further, the community are noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest
Management Plan (OVF, 2011b). Based on information presented on the community website, the First Nation
has participated in the development for the: Ottawa Valley Forest, Bancroft Minden Forest and the
Mazinaw-Lanark Forest Management Plans.
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3.3.6 Mattawa-North Bay Algonquin First Nation

The Algonquin community of Mattawa-North Bay is centred around Mattawa, Nipissing District, Ontario. A
community administrative office is situated in Mattawa.

The governing structure of the community is currently through an elected Chief and Council with six acting
council members. The community also has an elected board of directors for its Madadjiwan Economic
Development Corporation (Mattawa-North Bay Algonquin First Nation, 2020).

The community notes that while hunting or delivering furs, its ancestors used Mattawa as a staging point for
resting and canoe repair before and/or after attempting the Mattawa River run. A more permanent
settlement of Mattawa arose in the early eighteen-hundreds (Mattawa-North Bay Algonquin First Nation,
2020).

Harvesting information presented on the community website relates to harvest of moose and elk, and the
community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.
Further, the community is noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest
Management Plan (OVF, 2011b).

A 1998 Report by Settlement Surveys Inc., titled, Native Background Information Report and Values Maps for
the Mattawa Algonquin Community, which was a supporting document to the 2009 Forest Management Plan
for the Nipissing Forest, included a series of what could be considered traditional knowledge interviews.
Assuming that the Mattawa Algonquin community was a predecessor to the current Mattawa-North Bay
Algonquin First Nation, the traditional knowledge interviews asked questions about use of various resources in
the area. While the survey was dedicated to the Nipissing Forest, it could be assumed that the same resources
would have been harvested elsewhere in their traditional territory. The tree resources sought included:
poplar, red and white pine, oak, birch, white cedar, basswood, etc. Berry resources included cranberries,
chokecherries, blueberries and raspberries. Fish species included golden eye. Animal resources included
partridge.

3.3.7 Ottawa Algonquin First Nation

The Ottawa Algonquin First Nation is a community based out of Wendover, Ontario, to the east of Ottawa. The
community claims both status and non-status members within its community (Ottawa Algonquin First Nation,
2017). Information regarding the community is limited. The community website was accessed in 2017 and
identified a Resource Management Policy and reference to an area with defined boundaries of:

“the Algonquin Nation as described by the Ottawa River Watershed and the margins of adjacent watershed
where Algonquins have harvested in contemporary, historic and pre-European contact time.” (Ottawa
Algonquin First Nation, 2017).

The community website appears to no longer be active. The community is affiliated with the AOO-represented
Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.

3.3.8 Shabot Obaadjiwan First Nation

The Shabot Obaadjiwan First Nation is a community with an administrative address identified as west of
Arden, Ontario, north of Kingston with a mailing address in Sharbot Lake. The community website describes
some cultural information and a Chief is identified. Some detail is provided with respect to moose and elk
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harvesting procedures and protocols, as well as some information on traditional cultural etiquette and
teachings, and employment opportunities (Shabot Obaadjiwan First Nation, 2020).

The community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.

3.3.9 Snimikobi (Ardoch) Algonquin First Nation

The Algonquin community of Snimikobi, also known as the Ardoch Algonquin First Nation or Beaver Creek,
resides largely at the headwaters of the Mississippi River and Rideau River, around the Ardoch and Sharbot
Lake area, north of Kingston, Ontario (Holmes, 1998). Its administrative office is located in Ardoch, Ontario.

The community expresses its traditional heritage through the Omamiwinini (a pre- ‘Algonquin’ reference) with
Anishinabe linguistic traditions, and has a strong traditional harvesting relationship with a self-seeding aquatic
plant (‘wild rice’) known as Manomin (Ardoch Algonquin First Nation, 2020).

The governing structure of the community, while based on a traditional family head system, is currently under
the review of a community Interim Council. The council is working toward determining a system based on an
extended family system, although not centred exclusively in genealogical ties, but rather one that is
consensus-based (Ardoch Algonquin First Nation, 2020).

The community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.
Further, the community is noted as having chosen to participate in the planning of the OVF Forest
Management Plan (OVF, 2011b).

3.3.10 Whitney and Area Algonquins

Information regarding the Whitney and Area Algonquins community is limited. The community resides in
and/or around the Town of Whitney, Ontario which is near the Algonquin Park East Gate side of Algonquin
Park in Renfrew County.

The community is affiliated with the AOO represented Harvest Management Plan noted above in Section 3.3.

34 Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation

The Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation (AAN), also referred to as the Algonquins of Western Quebec, or Algonquin
Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council (AANTC) was voluntarily established in 1992. Its purpose was to provide
representation in land claim development and negotiation for member nations. Traditional territories claimed
include the Ottawa River valley (Figure 3-4). At its inception, it comprised five member nations: Eagle Village
First Nation (Kipawa), Lac Simon First Nation, Abitibiwinni First Nation, Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation,
and Long Point First Nation (Winneway). In 1999 Kitcisakik First Nation also became a member. In 2000,
Wahgoshig First Nation affiliated as a political member, without becoming a formal tribal council member.
(AANTC, 2020; Government of Canada, 2020).

The AANTC identifies its fundamental priorities as:

“...the protection and advancement of the human rights of indigenous peoples, particularly those of the
Algonquin Nation, and to provide support to the member communities in human resources
management, policy, communications and construction.” (AANTC, 2020).

The Chief of each participating Algonquin member community, a Grand Chief and a Vice Grand Chief (the
official designated spokespersons), and an Elder, a Women and a Youth Representative, all collectively make
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up the Board of Directors, or Nation Council. All Representatives are elected through a community vote
(AANTC, 2020).
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Figure 3-4: Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation (2010) Claim Area

Of the member/affiliated communities, CNL’s Indigenous Engagement Program includes two: Kebaowek First
Nation and Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation. Table 3-14 provides an overview of the land base size and

registered population both on and off reserve lands for these two First Nations.

Table 3-14
Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation First Nations Land Base and Population

Total Land . . .
. . Registered Indigenous Total Registered
Land Base Description Base Size . .
Population Population
UE))
On Reserve Off Reserve On and Off
Lands Lands Reserve Lands
Kebaowek Kebaowek(No. 06140) 50.6 300 774 1,074
Kitigan Zibi Kitigan Zibi (No. 06100) 21,009 1,647 1,934 3,578
Anishinabeg

Source: INAC, 2021i and 2021j

3.4.1 Kebaowek First Nation

The Eagle Village First Nation-Kipawa, also known as Kebaowek First Nation, is one of the nine currently
federally recognized Algonquin communities in Quebec. The area of reserve land of this community is small in
comparison to some of the other First Nations in Quebec, as well as compared to many First Nations
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elsewhere in Canada. Lands upon which the community reside were set apart as a Reserve in 1975 following
their purchase from a third party (Morrison, 2005). Reserve lands associated with this community include the
Kebaowek First Nation No. 06140. The reserve is situated on the shore of Lake Kipawa to the northeast of
Temiscaming, Quebec, and is approximately 50.6 ha in size (Table 3-14).

The total registered population of this community is 1,074 (as of 2021 April) (Table 3-14). Approximately 72
per cent of the registered population reside off reserve lands (774). Within the community, the languages
spoken include English, Algonquin and French. Community members reside, work, study, shop and maintain
family ties in both Quebec and Ontario (Kebaowek First Nation, 2019). Various positions are held within the
band government structure to administer services to the community (e.g., medical, education, land
management, recreation etc.) (Kebaowek First Nation, 2020).

Kebaowek First Nation is governed by an elected council comprised of a Chief and three councillors. The
electoral system occurs under the Indian Act. The Eagle Village First Nation is a member Nation of the
Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council (Government of Canada, 2020; INAC, 2021i).

Kebaowek First Nation is a signatory of the Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Comprehensive Land Claim (2010)
(Figure 3-4). The claim asserted rights of the seven member/affiliated communities of the AANTC over
identified traditional territory (Government of Canada, 2020).

This First Nation, although not a formal member of the ANS (see Section 3.8 below), made a joint assertion
with two of its represented communities (Timiskaming First Nation and Wolf Lake First Nation) claiming
traditional territory in the Ottawa River valley (ANS, 2013 Comprehensive Land Claim) (see Figure 3-4)
(Kebaowek First Nation, 2019; Government of Canada, 2020).

Kebaowek First Nation is also associated with an earlier comprehensive land claim: River Desert Indian Band,
with others (1989) (Government of Canada, 2020). Further detail on this claim is provide above in Section 3.4.

3.4.2 Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation

The Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation (also known also as the River Desert Band or Maniwaki) is one of the
nine currently federally recognized Algonquin communities in Quebec. Of these, the community resides on the
largest area of reserve lands which were founded in 1851 (Morrison, 2005). The Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First
Nation occupy one area of reserve lands: Kitigan Zibi No. 06100. Situated to the south-west of the borders of
Maniwaki in the Outaouais region of Quebec, on the west bank of the Gatineau River, the reserve covers an
area of 21,009 ha (Table 3-14). As a result of earlier displacement by the encroachment of Europeans along
the Ottawa River this community became a place for many Algonquins to settle (Morrison, 2005).

Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation has a total registered population of 3,578 (as of 2021 April) (Table 3-14),
the largest population of the nine Algonquin First Nations recognized by the federal government in Quebec.
More than half of the registered population reside off reserve lands (1,934). Band administration oversees
various departments providing services to the community (e.g., employment, land management, education
etc.) (Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation, 2020). The community has developed a business association to
provide support to small and new businesses, has developed capabilities in manufacturing (e.g., tree
products), is a member of the Canadian Council for Aboriginal Business, and conducts eco-tourism both on and
off reserve lands. Cultural activities such as hunting, survival and cultural camps have been established along
with a cultural centre and annual traditional Pow Wow (Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation, 2012; Kitigan Zibi
Anishinabeg First Nation, 2020).
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Within the community, extensive efforts have been made to preserve its traditional language, Anishinabe,
through community signage, translation at meetings, at traditional talking circles, local radio, and in school.
Further, all Band employees are encouraged to learn the language (Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation,
2012).

The Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation is currently governed by an elected council comprised of a Chief and
six councillors. The electoral system occurs under the Indian Act. This First Nation is a member Nation of the
Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council (Government of Canada, 2020; INAC, 2021j).

Several comprehensive land claims have been submitted to the federal government by the Kitigan Zibi
Anishinabeg First Nation. In 1986, the Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation submitted the River Desert Indian
Band (1986) Comprehensive Land Claim to the federal government, claiming Aboriginal rights and title within
Ontario and Quebec. Based on information provided through ATRIS, the claim was accepted for review and
additional supporting information requested of the First Nation, although the Chief resubmitted the claim that
same year arguing the original information was sufficient. The reissued claim was note accepted for review. A
second independent claim was submitted in 1987 as the River Desert Indian Band (1987) Comprehensive Land
Claim. This claim was not accepted for review as a comprehensive claim (Government of Canada, 2020).

In 1989 a third comprehensive land claim: River Desert Indian Band, with others (1989) was submitted
asserting rights and title in Quebec and Ontario within the Ottawa River Valley. The claim had the support of
other Algonquin First Nations within Quebec including Eagle Lake First Nation, Timiskaming First Nation, Wolf
Lake First Nation and Lac Simon First Nation. Combined, these communities comprised a majority of the
Quebec Algonquin population. The claim was accepted for review however the federal government noted an
overlapping claim with the Ontario Algonquin First Nation (Algonquins of Golden Lake, now known as
Pikwakanagan First Nation). The government also noted that other Quebec Algonquin communities were
excluded from the submission (Grand lac First Nation and Barriere Lake First Nation). In 1991, following a
meeting of the nine Algonquin community Chiefs where a decision was made to prepare a collective claim,
Eagle Lake First Nation, Timiskaming First Nation and Wolf Lake First Nation withdrew their support of the
1989 claim. In 1994, the Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation suspended their 1989 claim in order to provide
an opportunity for the other Algonquin First Nations to undertake research in support of a future claim
(Government of Canada, 2020).

Later in 1994, in the absence of a mobilized Algongquin community toward a claim of traditional territory in the
Ottawa River Valley, the Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg (1994) Comprehensive Land Claim was submitted. It was
modified in 1997, and then presented in 1998 as a “declaration of rights and self-determination and territorial
claim”. While the First Nation submitted the claim independently for lands within Quebec as their traditional
territory, it was not accepted by the federal government based on the argument that it could not be
negotiated separately from other western Quebec Algonquin First Nations. The First Nation was provided the
opportunity to either proceed with a collective claim among itself and the other Algonquin First Nations or
with a binding sign-off to the Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg claimed territory from the other Algonquin First Nations.
The Kitgan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation rejected this position and re-asserted its claim. Based on information
provided through ATRIS, the claim was not accepted for negotiation (Government of Canada, 2020).

The Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation is a signatory of the Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Comprehensive
Land Claim (2010) (Figure 3-4). The claim asserted rights of the seven member/affiliated communities of the
AANTC over identified traditional territory. Based on information provided through ATRIS, the claim stage
indicates the claim was submitted/under review (Government of Canada, 2020).
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Numerous specific claims have been submitted by this First Nation based on information provided though
ATRIS. Three active court cases are also identified on the site (Government of Canada, 2020).

3.5 Meétis Nation of Ontario

Three Indigenous Peoples are constitutionally recognized by the government in Canada, as per s.35(2) of the
Constitution Act, 1982: First Nations, Inuit and Métis. The term “Métis” is defined by the Métis National
Council (MNC) as: “a person who self-identifies as Métis, is distinct from other Aboriginal peoples, is of historic
Meétis Nation Ancestry and who is accepted by the Métis Nation.” (Métis National Council, 2020).

The Métis Nation of Ontario (MNO) was formed in 1993 to represent communities and individuals recognized
by the Métis Nation within Ontario and works to represent the rights, interests and collective aspirations of
Métis people and communities throughout the province. The MNO identifies a registry of over 20,000 Métis
citizens (MNO, 2020d).

The organization uses a democratic process across Ontario in defining its structure. At four-year intervals,
provincial and regional leadership are elected through a voting system by Métis citizens. Through signed
Charter Agreements, MNO Community Councils established throughout the province are mandated to support
local governance, and work collectively among the councils and with the MNO to represent the interests and
rights of regional rights-bearing Métis communities throughout Ontario (MNO, 2020a). Across the province
there are approximately 30 Chartered Community Councils representing local Métis citizens (MNQ, 2020d). In
combination with the Community Code and Community Electoral Code, the MNO Charter Agreements
function as policy documents for Community Councils to refer to during community elections. A Lands,
Resources and Consultation Branch engages with the Community Councils to assist in enabling fulfillment of
their mandates. Community Council interests are represented through one of nine Regional Councillors at a
Provisional Council of the Métis Nation of Ontario (PCMNO) (MNO, 2020c). Nine Regional Consultation
protocol areas are identified below in Figure 3-5.
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Figure 3-5: Geographic Locations of Traditional Métis Harvesting Territories in Ontario and the NSDF Site

Members of the MNO Mattawa/Lake Nipissing Métis Traditional Territory Consultation Committee and MNO
Lands, Resources and Consultation Branch have participated in CNL’s Indigenous Engagement Program for the
Project. The Consultation Committee was comprised of representatives from the following: a PCMNO Region 5
Councillor, two members of the Sudbury Métis Council, and a member from each of the Mattawa Métis
Council and North Bay Métis Councils. Several staff representing the MNO Lands, Resources and Consultation
Branch have also participated.

In 2008 the MNO signed an Ontario-Métis Nation Framework Agreement with the provincial government. An
accommodation agreement has also been negotiated between Ontario and the MNO with respect to Métis
harvesting rights. This agreement effectively allows harvesting of food by Métis without a license in traditional
territories provided they hold a Harvester’s Certificate (MNO, 2020b).

A new Framework Agreement on Métis Harvesting rights was signed in 2018 replacing a previous interim
agreement from 2004. The Framework Agreement provides for the Ontario Government recognition of the
MNO Harvesting Policy, including MNO Harvesters Cards issued under the policy within the MNO’s identified
Harvesting Areas. The agreement also sets out processes for collaboration and timelines for discussions and
negotiations in future (MNO, 2020b).

In 2017 the Province of Ontario and the MNO identified that a “a historic Métis community developed from
the inter-connected Métis populations at Mattawa and spanning the Ottawa River from Lac des Allumettes
(Pembroke) to Timiskaming and environs (the “Historic Mattawa/Ottawa River Métis Community”). It would
be noted that: “Identifying historic Métis communities is a necessary part of the legal requirements for
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establishing Métis rights, protected by section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982, however, the identification of
historic Métis communities alone does not define contemporary rights-bearing Métis communities, determine
who in Ontario is Métis, who holds Métis rights, or define Métis harvesting areas or territories.” (MNO and
Ontario Government, No Date).

3.6 Williams Treaties First Nations

Several First Nations situated within Central Ontario and along Lake Ontario’s north shore of Lake in the late
1800s, claimed fishing, hunting and trapping rights. These rights were associated with certain lands where title
had not been extinguished by surrender or otherwise. A lawyer, Angus Seymour Williams, who was
representing the Department of Indian Affairs, chaired a Federal Commission which led to the acquisition of
three separate land parcels located in Central and Southern Ontario in 1923. The purchases were known
collectively as “the Williams Treaties”, taking its name from the head of the Royal Commission. It was under
the Williams Treaties that First Nation signatories surrendered their right, title and interest in the lands
described therein R. v. Howard (1994). This included the loss of fishing and hunting rights.

Three parcels of land were set aside in two Williams Treaties. On 1923 October 31, the first treaty was made
between the Chippewas Indians of Christian Island, Georgina Island and Rama and His Majesty the King. On
1923 November 15, a second treaty was made between the Mississauga Indians of Alderville, Mud Lake, Rice
Lake and Scugog Lake and His Majesty the King. Much of the land in question was being used for settlement or
economic ventures in the lumber and mining industries at the time the treaties were signed. The treaty
negotiations involved the Government of Canada with legislative authority over “lands and lands reserved for
Indians” and the Government of Ontario with control over “all lands, mines, minerals and royalties” (Surtees,
1986).

The agreements which provided for the acquisitions were associated with the following areas of land:

1. Asection enclosed by the northern shore of Lake Ontario, about one township in depth between the
Trent River and the Etobicoke River.

2. A parcel of land lying between the northern extremity of (1) above and Lake Simcoe. This area was
bounded (approximately) by the Holland River and the boundary between the counties of Victoria and
Ontario. This southern tract is approximately 6,475 square (sq) kilometre (km) and runs along the north
shore of Lake Ontario from Toronto to the Bay of Quinte, north to Lake Simcoe and Rice Lake and east
to the Trent River.

3. Alarge tract of land between Lake Huron and the Ottawa River bounded on the north by the Mattawa
River-Lake Nipissing and French Line and on the south by earlier treaties concluded in 1818 and 1819
(Surtees, 1986).

Figure 3-6 provides the land cessions established under the Williams Treaties.
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Figure 3-6: Williams Treaties (1923)

Seven First Nations comprise the Williams Treaties First Nations: the Mississaugas of Alderville First Nation,
Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Scugog Island First Nation, the Chippewas of Beausoleil First
Nation, Georgina Island First Nation and the Rama First Nation. The Williams Treaties First Nations currently
work collectively to review developments associated with land and resources that occur in their treaty area, as
well as independently, depending upon where developments are occurring.

In September 2018, the Government of Canada, the Province of Ontario and the seven Williams Treaties First
Nations announced that the Federal Court had granted a discontinuance of the Alderville litigation as a result
of the parties reaching a negotiated settlement that resolved the litigation. Terms of the settlement included:
financial compensation, an entitlement for each First Nation to add additional lands; recognition of continuing
harvest rights and a commitment to work together to implement those rights; and a commitment by Ontario
and Canada to a formal apology (Williams Treaties First Nations, 2018).

Williams Treaties First Nations are also associated with varying tribal councils and representative organizations
as noted in the overview of individual First Nations below. The following is a brief description of the
Ogemawahj Tribal council, Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians), and Association of Iroquois
and Allied Indians.
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The Ogemawahj Tribal Council is a tribal council which represents the economic, political and social well-being
of the Mississaugas, Ojibwa and Potawatomi First Nations within southern Ontario. Six member communities
are associated with the tribal council: Alderville First Nation, Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina
Island First Nation, Chippewas of Rama First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, and Moose
Deer Point First Nation. The Chief and one Elder from each of the six member First Nations comprise the tribal
council board of directors. A political and advocacy staff are also maintained (Ogemawahj Tribal Council,
2020).

Information on the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) is provided below in Section 3.7.

The Association of Iroquois and Allied Indians (AlAl) advocates the political interests of its member Nations in
Ontario. Member Nations are of the Oneida, the Mohawk, the Delaware, the Potawatomi and the Ojibway and
include: Batchewana First Nation Ojibways, Caldwell First Nation, Delaware Nation at Moraviantown,
Hiawatha First Nation, Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte, Oneida Nation of the Thames and Wahta Mohawks. It is
a non-profit organization providing a political alliance to protect the collective Aboriginal and Treaty rights of
its member Nations (AlAl, 2020).

The following is an overview of Williams Treaties First Nations that were included in CNL’s Indigenous
engagement outreach. Land base size and registered population of both on and off reserve lands for each of
the Williams Treaties First Nations included in CNL’s Indigenous Engagement Program is presented in Table
3-15.

Table 3-15
Williams Treaties First Nations Land Base and Population

Total Land . . .
. . Registered Indigenous Total Registered
Land Base Description Base Size . .
Population Population
(ha)
on Off Reserve On and Off
Reserve
Lands Reserve Lands
Lands
; ; Alderville First Nation (No. 06211) 1,199.8

AIdt.erwIle First 320 983 1303
Nation Sugar Island 37A (No. 06212) 40.5

Chippewa Island (No. 06338)* 3.1
Bea.usolell First Christian Island 30 (No. 06199) 5530.0 683 2,260 2,943
Nation

Christian Island 30A (No. 06200) 7.9

Chippewa Island (No. 06338)* 3.1
Chippewas of Chippewas of Georgina Island First
Georgina Island Nation (N0.06198) 1353.0 209 720 929
First Nation

Chippewas of Georgina Island First

Nation 33A (No. 06341) 13

Chippewa Island (No. 06338)* 3.1 749 1,304 2,053
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Total Land . . .
. . . . Registered Indigenous Total Registered
First Nation Land Base Description Base Size . .
Population Population
(LE))
Chippewas of Rama First Nation (No.
Chippewas of 06195) 908.4
Rama First Nation
Indian River (No. 06207) 1.0
Curve Lake 35A (No. 06214) 202.3
;:r;\ilsnLake First Curve Lake First Nation 35 (No. 06213) 765.7 303 1,819 2622
Islands in the Trent Waters 36A (No. 139.6
06197)** :
Hiawatha First Nation (06215) 890
Hiawatha First
Nation Islands in the Trent Waters 36A (No. 139.6 205 654 859
06197)** :
Islands in the Trent Waters 36A (No.
Mississaugas of 06197)** 139.6
Scugog Island 53 196 249
First Nation Mississaugas of Scugog Island (No. 3345
06196) ’

Source: INAC 20213, 2021d, 2021e, 2021f, 2021g, 2021h, and 2021k.
*Chippewas Island is an Island located in Twelve Mile Bay in Georgian Bay. Beausoleil First Nation, the Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation and the Chippewas
of Rama First Nation occupy this land.

**|slands in the Trent Waters 36A is a group of islands in Peterborough County, located in Pigeon, Buckhorn and Stony Lakes. The Curve Lake First Nation, the
Hiawatha First Nation and the Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation occupy this land.

3.6.1 Alderville First Nation

The Alderville First Nation is a community of the Mississauga Anishinabeg of the Ojibway Nation, with
linguistic traditions in the Ojibway language (Alderville First Nation, 2016) although many within the First
Nation do not speak the language and have made efforts more recently to learn and teach it to younger
members of the community (MacDonald, 2012). Since the mid-1830s, Mississauga Anishinabeg have resided in
Alderville (Alderville First Nation, 2020). Lands associated with this community include Alderville First Nation
Reserve No. 06211, situated in Roseneath, Northumberland County on the south side of Rice Lake
approximately 21 km southwest of Peterborough, Ontario, and Sugar Island 37A Reserve No. 06212, located
on an island in the north end of Rice Lake, Peterborough County, approximately 14 km southeast of
Peterborough. The combined land base is approximately 1,240 ha (Table 3-15).

The total registered population of this community is 1,303 (as of 2021 April) (Table 3-15). While Alderville First
Nation Reserve N0.06211 comprises the predominant land base for the community, approximately 75 per cent
of the registered population reside off reserve lands (983). Many community members are employed by either
the First Nation or by community members with self-owned businesses both in and outside of the community.
Community members own most of the homes within the reserve (FNMHF, 2015).

The Alderville First Nation is governed by an elected council comprised of a Chief and four councillors. The
electoral system occurs under the Indian Act and council elections occur every two years through ballot vote.
The Alderville First Nation is a member Nation of the Ogemawahj Tribal Council and is also associated with the
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Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020;
INAC, 2021a).

The Alderville First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding Southern Ontario Treaties
(1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) —
Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which, according to ATRIS, is in a phase of negotiations
stage. The community is associated with several specific claims and assertions, many of which, based on
information provided through ATRIS, are settled or concluded (Government of Canada, 2020).

3.6.2 Beausoleil First Nation

The Beausoleil First Nation is largely a community of the Ojibway Nation, with some connection also to the
Pottawatomi Nation. Ojibway is the traditional language (Government of Canada, DATEa unknown).

The Beausoleil First Nation occupies three areas of reserve lands (Table 3-15). Christian Island 30 No. 06199 is
the largest (5,330 ha) area of reserve lands associated with this community and is an island situated in south-
eastern Georgian Bay, in Simcoe County, Ontario. ‘Chimnissing’ is another name used by some community
members for the island, meaning “Big Island” in Ojibway (Beausoleil First Nation, 2020). The community has
been present here since the mid 1800’s (Government of Canada, DATEa unknown). Two other small islands
(Hope Island and Beckwith Island to the north and west respectively) are associated with this reserve area. The
land base for this reserve is 5,530 ha.

Christian Island 30A No. 06200, the second reserve area associated with this community, is 7.9 ha in size and is
located to the east of Christian Island 30 and rests at Cedar Point, on the mainland of Simcoe County,
approximately 16 km west of Midland, Ontario. Primary access to Christian Island 30 is via ferry
transportation, although access during the winter can also occur via ice road or hovercraft (FNMHF, 2013a).

The smallest reserve area associated with this First Nation is Chippewa Island No. 06338 (3.1 ha) which is
located to the north in Twelve Mile Bay in Georgian Bay, approximately 30 km South of Parry Sound Island.
The Beausoleil First Nation occupies this land along with Chippewas of Georgian Island First Nation and the
Chippewas of Rama First Nation. The combined land base of the First Nation is 5,541 ha (3.1 ha of which is
shared with other First Nations at Chippewa Island).

The Beausoleil First Nation has a total registered population of 2,943 (as of 2021 April). Approximately 77 per
cent of this community (2,260) resides off reserve lands (Table 3-15). Community members living on-reserve
reside predominately on Christian Island 30 (FNMHF, 2013a). There are several privately owned and band
owned businesses associated with residential and seasonal services (Government of Canada, DATEa
unknown).

The Beausoleil First Nation is governed by an elected council comprised of a Chief and six councillors. The
electoral system occurs under the Indian Act and council elections occur every two years. The Beausoleil First
Nation is a member Nation of the Ogemawahj Tribal Council and is also associated with the Anishinabek
Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020; INAC, 2021d).

The Beausoleil First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding Southern Ontario
Treaties (1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) —
Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which, based on information provided through ATRIS, is
in a phase of negotiations stage. ATRIS also identifies the community as associated with several specific claims
and assertions. A closed court case is also identified (Government of Canada, 2020).
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3.6.3 Chippewas of Rama First Nation

The Chippewas of Rama First Nation are an Anishinaabe people with linguistic traditions in the Ojibway
language, and are descendants of the Chippewas of Lakes Simcoe and Huron (Chippewas of Rama First Nation
2020).

The Chippewas of Rama First Nation occupies three areas of reserve lands (Table 3-15). The largest area is the
Chippewas of Rama First Nation No. 06195 which is 908.4 ha and situated approximately five km northeast of
Orillia on the eastern shore of Lake Couchiching, in Simcoe County, Ontario. Another land base associated with
this community is Chippewa Island No. 06338 (3.1 ha) which is located to the north in Twelve Mile Bay in
Georgian Bay, approximately 30 km South of Parry Sound Island. The Chippewas of Rama First Nation occupies
this land along with Beausoleil First Nation and the Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation. The third
reserve area is Indian River No. 06207 which is one ha in size and adjacent to the Village of Port Carling on
Bank of Indian River, Township of Muskoka Lakes, Ontario. This last reserve is shared with the Wahta Mohawk
First Nation. The combined land base associated with this community is approximately 912.5 ha (3.1 ha of
which is shared with other First Nations at Chippewa Island, and 1 ha of which is shared at Indian River).

The First Nation has a total registered population of 2,053 (as of 2021 April) and approximately 64 per cent
(1,304) of the community reside off reserve lands (Table 3-15).

The Chippewas of Rama First Nation reserve was selected as the location for a First Nation casino in 1994.
Tourism associated with the casino have resulted in First Nation community employment, as well as
development of business and local services (Chippewas of Rama First Nation 2020).

The Chippewas of Rama First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and six Councillors (INAC
2021f). The First Nation’s election system is under the First Nations Elections Act and band elections are held
every four years. Separate polls are held for each of the office of Chief and six Councillor positions, and each
seat must be nominated prior to elections are undertaken (Chippewas of Rama First Nation 2020). The First
Nation is a member of the Ogemawahj Tribal Council, and the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario
Indians) - Southeast Region (Chippewas of Rama First Nation 2020).

The Chippewas of Rama First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding Southern
Ontario Treaties (1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario
Indians) — Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which is in a phase of negotiations stage. The
community is associated with several specific claims and assertions. A closed court case is also identified
(Government of Canada, 2020).

3.6.4 Curve Lake First Nation

The Curve Lake First Nation is a community of the Mississauga Anishinabeg of the Ojibway Nation, with
linguistic traditions in the Ojibway language.

Three areas of reserve lands are associated with Curve Lake First Nation (Table 3-15). The largest is Curve Lake
First Nation 35 No. 06213 (765.7 ha) which is located on a peninsula situated between Buckhorn Lake and
Chemong Lake in Peterborough County, Ontario. To the west of this reserve is Curve Lake 35A No. 06214
(202.3 ha) which is situated on Fox Island in Buckhorn Lake. A third area, Islands in the Trent Waters 36A

No. 06197 (139.6 ha), comprises a group of several smaller islands in Pigeon, Buckhorn and Stony Lakes,
Peterborough County. This reserve area is shared with the Hiawatha First Nation and the Mississaugas of
Scugog Island First Nation.
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The total registered population of this community is 2,622 (as of 2021 April) with approximately 69 per cent
(1,819) of the registered population residing off-reserve lands (Table 3-15). The population is diverse, including
both members and non-members of the First Nation residing on territorial lands (FNMHF, December 2013b).

The current government structure employs a large staff of approximately 100 full-time and approximately 18
part-time employees across various administrative departments. A First Nation owned and year-round
operated Cultural Centre serves as a draw to tourists in to the area, providing additional revenue to the
community. Curve Lake First Nation also shares management authority of the nearby Petroglyphs Provincial
Park (located east of reserve lands), through an agreement with MNRF Ontario Parks branch. The site is
considered sacred by the First Nation (Curve Lake First Nation, 2020) and contains the largest known
concentration of petroglyphs within Canada (Ontario Parks, 2020).

The Curve Lake First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and eight council members with band
elections held every three years. The First Nation’s election system is under the Custom Electoral System that
adheres to a Curve Lake First Nation Leadership Selection Code (Curve Lake First Nation, 2020; INAC, 2021g).
Curve Lake First Nation is not affiliated with any tribal council but is associated with the Anishinabek Nation
(formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020).

The Curve Lake First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding Southern Ontario
Treaties (1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) —
Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which is in a phase of negotiations stage based on
information provided in ATRIS. The community is associated with several specific claims and assertions
(Government of Canada, 2020).

3.6.5 Hiawatha First Nation

The Hiawatha First Nation, also known as the Mississaugas of Rice Lake, is a community of the Mississauga
with linguistic traditions in the Ojibway language.

This First Nation occupy two areas of reserve lands (Table 3-15). Hiawatha First Nation Reserve 06215 is
located on the north shore of Rice Lake, east of the Otonabee River in Peterborough County, Ontario. The
reserve has an approximate land base of 890 ha. A second area, Islands in the Trent Waters 36A No. 06197
(139.6 ha), comprises a group of islands in Pigeon, Buckhorn and Stony Lakes, Peterborough County. This
reserve area is shared with the Curve Lake First Nation and the Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation. The
Hiawatha First Nation has a total registered population of 859 (as of 2021 April) with approximately 76 per
cent (654) of the registered population residing off-reserve lands (Table 3-15).

The First Nation owns Serpent Mounds Park to the east of the community where it previously provided
tourism services such as camping, cottage rentals and boating. The park was closed to the public in 2009 due
to a decline in the tourism market. The park is the location of the National Historic Site of Serpent Mounds, an
ancient historic and burial site, which is currently under the care of the Hiawatha First Nation (Hiawatha First
Nation, 2020). First Nation operated businesses include a gas-bar, restaurant, tent and trailer park. Despite the
park closure, tourism is considered an important component of economic development for the community
with visitors encouraged to attend the annual Pow Wow displaying traditional dancing, singing and drumming
(FNMHF, 2011).

The Hiawatha First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and five council members (Hiawatha
First Nation, 2020). The First Nation’s election system is under the Indian Act with a council quorum of a
minimum of four members of Band Council to pass council decisions (INAC, 2021h). The Hiawatha First Nation
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is not affiliated with any tribal council but is a member of the Association of Iroquois and Allied Indians
(Government of Canada, 2020). The Hiawatha First Nation is currently in the process of developing its own
Land Code, reflecting its own unique laws, priorities and traditions (Hiawatha First Nation, 2020).

The Hiawatha First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding Southern Ontario
Treaties (1764-1862). The community is associated with several specific claims and assertions based on
information provided in ATRIS. A closed court case is also identified (Government of Canada, 2020).

3.6.6 Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation

The Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation are an Anishinaabe people with linguistic traditions in the
Ojibway language. The First Nation are descendants of a larger group known as the Chippewas of Lakes Huron
and Simcoe (Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation, 2020).

Three areas of reserve lands are associated with Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation (Table 3-15). The
Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation Reserve 06198, the largest reserve area, is comprised of three
islands (Georgina Island, Snake Island and Fox Island) in the south-eastern portion of Lake Simcoe within the
Regional Municipality of York, Ontario. This reserve has an approximate land base of 1,353 ha. The smallest
area of reserve lands associated with this community are on the mainland Chippewas of Georgina Island First
Nation 33A No. 06341 (1.3 ha), to the south of Snake Island, at Island Grove on the southern shore of Lake
Simcoe. A ferry is the predominant means of connecting the island community to the mainland. Seasonal use
of an ice road also permits access (Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation, 2020). A third land base
associated with this First Nation is Chippewa Island No. 06338 (3.1 ha) which is located to the north in Twelve
Mile Bay in Georgian Bay, approximately 30 km South of Parry Sound Island. The Chippewas of Georgina Island
First Nation occupies this land along with Beausoleil First Nation and the Chippewas of Rama First Nation. The
combined land base associated with this community is approximately 1357 ha (3.1 ha of which is shared with
other First Nations at Chippewa Island).

The First Nation has a total registered population of 929 (as of 2021 April) (Table 3-15). Approximately

78 per cent (720) of the community resides off reserve lands. Employment within the community is supported
through the Band office, ferry/shuttle service to and from the mainland, a marina, and a restaurant. Various
administrative services are provided through the Band office to support the community (e.g., medical centre,
water system plant, emergency services, school etc.). Establishment of a ferry service has enabled the leasing
of properties with cottages. Properties with leased cottages are present on Snake, Georgina and Fox islands
(Government of Canada, DATEb unknown).

The Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and four
Councillors. The First Nation’s election system is under the First Nations Elections Act and band elections are
held every two years. The First Nation is a member of the Ogemawahj Tribal Council and the Anishinabek
Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020; INAC, 2021e).

The Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding
Southern Ontario Treaties (1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of
Ontario Indians) — Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which, based on information provided
through ATRIS, is in a phase of negotiations stage. ATRIS identifies the community as associated with several
specific claims and assertions. A closed court case is also identified (Government of Canada, 2020).
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3.6.7 Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation

The Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation is a descendent of the Mississauga Nation. Efforts are underway
to restore the Mississauga language within the community as the population rebounds from smaller numbers
(Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, 2020).

Two areas of reserve lands are occupied by the Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation (Table 3-15).
Mississaugas of Scugog Island No. 06196 is located approximately 42 km southwest of Peterborough at the
north end of Scugog Island in Lake Scugog, Regional Municipality of Durham. The Island is 334.5 ha in size. The
second reserve area, Islands in the Trent Waters 36A No. 06197 (139.6 ha), comprises a group of islands in
Pigeon, Buckhorn and Stony Lakes, Peterborough County. This reserve area is shared with the Curve Lake First
Nation and the Hiawatha First Nation.

Compared to other communities described above, the Mississaugas of Scugog Island community is smaller in
number. This community has a total registered population of 249 (as of 2021 April), with approximately 79 per
cent (196) residing off reserve lands (Table 3-15). Compared to the 1980’s when the population allegedly was
fewer than 15 community members (Denby, Date unknown) this population reflects a considerable increase
and efforts to revitalize the culture of this First Nation are being undertaken, including Elder teachings and
restoration of the traditional Mississauga language within the community. Efforts to support the community
have also been made through economic development programs and services leading to local employment
opportunities. Included among these is the Great Blue Heron Casino, owned and operated by the First Nation,
and which is located on reserve lands on Scugog Island (Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation, 2020).

The Mississaugas of Scugog First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and two Councillors. The
First Nation’s election system is under the Indian Act. Band elections are held every two years. The
Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation is a member of the Ogemawahj Tribal Council and is associated with
the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) - Southeast Region (Government of Canada, 2020;
INAC, 2021k).

The Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation is a signatory of the 1923 Williams Treaties and preceding
Southern Ontario Treaties (1764-1862). The community is part of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of
Ontario Indians) — Governance — Sectoral Self-Government negotiations which, based on information provided
through ATRIS, is in a phase of negotiations stage. The community is associated with several specific claims
and assertions. A closed court case is identified as well as an additional case, although the status is not noted
(Government of Canada, 2020).

3.7 Anishinabek Nation (formerly Union of Ontario Indians)

The Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) is a political organization which advocates for 39
member First Nations within Ontario, divided among four strategic geographic regions: Northern Superior,
Lake Huron, Southwest and Southeast. Approximately one third of the First Nation population (roughly
65,000) in Ontario is represented by the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians).

Of the First Nation communities associated with this organization, seven are included in CNL’s Indigenous
Engagement Program: Alderville First Nation, Beausoleil First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island First
Nation, Chippewas of Rama First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
and Pikwakanagan First Nation. All of the communities fall within the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of
Ontario Indians) Southeast district.
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The Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) Leadership Council is comprised of a Grand
Council Chief a Grand Council Elder, four Regional Deputy Grand Council Chiefs and, as well as elders and
council members representing each of the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) four
geographic regions. ‘Rules of Procedure’ are enacted by the Grand Council as a means of governing council.
Rules are administered by the Anishinabek Nation Government (Anishinabek Nation, 2020).

As a political organization, the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) traces its roots back to
the Confederacy of Three Fires, prior to European contact. In 1949, the Union of Ontario Indians was
incorporated by the Anishinabek Nation. The Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) is
headquartered near North Bay, Ontario at the Nipissing First Nation. Satellite offices are present in Thunder
Bay, Curve Lake First Nation, and Munsee-Delaware First Nation. Various services and programs are provided
to member communities through the Anishinabek Nation (formally Union of Ontario Indians) including those
relating to: education, health, social services, treaty research and intergovernmental affairs. The UOI currently
has approximately seventy staff (Anishinabek Nation, 2020).

3.8 Algonquin Nation Secretariat

The Algonquin Nation Secretariat (ANS) and Algonquin Nation Programs and Services Secretariat (ANPSS) form
the Algonquin Nation Tribal Council (ANTC), a bicameral organization. The ANTC represents three federally
recognized Algonquin Communities within Quebec: Timiskaming First Nation, the Algonquins of Barriere Lake,
and Wolf Lake First Nation. The Council’s administrative office is based in Notre Dame Du Nord, Quebec, at
Timiskaming First Nation. The ANS serves as the Council’s political arm with the mandate of providing services
associated with lands and resources, policies, and political developments. The service arm of the Council is the
ANPSS, mandated to provide support services to member communities (Algonquin Nation Tribal Council,
2020a).

The Algonquin Nation Secretariat (2013) Comprehensive Land Claim was a joint assertion of Algonquin rights
in the Ottawa River valley. Figure 3-7 provides the boundary of the asserted area which includes over
34,000 sq km, straddling the Ontario-Quebec border along the Upper Ottawa River (Algonquin Nation Tribal
Council, 2020b).

Between 1992 to 2010, Barriere Lake First Nation, Timiskaming First Nation and Wolf Lake First Nation were
represented by the ANS and research was presented to the federal government in 2001 on behalf of these
communities. From 2010, Timiskaming and Wolf Lake First Nations were represented and jointly made this
assertion of rights with Eagle Lake First Nation in 2013. Based on information provided through ATRIS, there is
no record indicating the claim was either accepted for review or for negotiation (Government of Canada,
2020). Based on an August 2020 review of ATRIS it is unclear exactly the status of this assertion.
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Source: Government of Canada, 2020 (with addition of Project location)
The red circle indicates the general proximity of the NSDF Project.

Figure 3-7: Algonquin Nation Secretariat (2013) Claim Area

Table 3-16 provides land base size and registered population both on and off reserve lands for each of the
Council’s represented First Nations included in CNL’s Indigenous Engagement Program.
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Table 3-16
Algonquin Nation Tribal Council First Nations Land Base and Population

Total Land . . .
o . Registered Indigenous Total Registered
Land Base Description Base Size . .
Population Population
(ha)
On Off Reserve On and Off
Reserve
Lands Reserve Lands
Lands
Timiskaming First Nation Timiskaming (No. 06092) 1852 659 1,723 2,382
Algonquins of Barriere .
Lake Rapid Lake (No. 06135) 29.7 336 459 795
Wolf Lake First Nation n/a - 6 239 245

Source: INAC, 2021c, 2021l and 2021m

3.8.1 Timiskaming First Nation

The Timiskaming First Nation is an Algonquin community which occupy one area of reserve lands at
Timiskaming No. 06092 in western Quebec near the Ontario border, approximately 600 km from Ottawa. The
reserve is 1,852 ha in size (Table 3-16) and was originally established in 1851. In 1854, the community receive
an area of 110,000 acres situated at the head of Lake Temiskaming. The reserve adjoins the municipality of
Notre-Dame-du-Nord (Timiskaming First Nation, 2020).

This community has a total registered population of 2,382 (as of 2021 April), with approximately 72 per cent
(1,723) residing off reserve lands (Table 3-16).

The Timiskaming First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and six Councillors. The First
Nation’s election system is under the Custom Electoral System (INAC, 2020n) and elections are held every
three years. Current information on the community is limited at the time of research as the community
website is under construction. However various administrative departments that serve the community appear
to be present (e.g., employment, education, economic development, health etc.) (Timiskaming First Nation,
2020).

The Timiskaming First Nation is a signatory of the Algonquin Nation Secretariat (2013) Comprehensive Land
Claim described above. This First Nation is also associated with an earlier comprehensive land claim: River
Desert Indian Band, with others (1989). Based on information provided in ATRIS, the First Nation withdrew its
support of this claim in 1991. Further detail on this claim is provided above in Section 3.2.2. The community is
associated with two specific claims, one of which is identified as concluded and one with an unknown status.
Two active court cases are also identified (Government of Canada, 2020).

3.8.2 Algonquins of Barriere Lake

The Algonquins of Barriere Lake First Nation, also known as Mitchikanibikok Inik, are located on the shores of
Rapid Lake, on the shore of the Cabonga Reservoir, in Quebec, roughly 134 km north of Maniwaki.
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The Algonquins of Barriere Lake First Nation occupy one area of reserve lands which was created in 1961
(Morrison 2005). The community previously was situated at the site of Barriere Lake. Rapid Lake No. 06135 is
29.7 ha in size. This community has a total registered population of 795 (as of 202 April), with approximately
58 per cent (459) residing off reserve lands (Table 3-16).

The traditional territory of Barriere Lake is identified as being entirely within the province of Quebec (Eyford,
2014). The community notes traditional activities including trapping, hunting, harvesting and fishing over an
area of more than 10,000 sq km within Quebec. The Algonquin language is spoken fluently within the
community, as well as English and French (Algonquins of Barriere Lake First Nation, 2020).

The Algonquins of Barriere Lake First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and six Councillors.
Based on information provided through ATRIS, the First Nation’s election system is under the Indian Act with a
council quorum of a minimum of four members of Band Council to pass council decisions (INAC, 2021c).

The Algonquins of Barriere Lake Nation entered into a Trilateral Agreement with the federal government and
the Province of Quebec in 1991. The main objective of the Agreement was to develop an integrated
renewable resources management plan. Since that time there has been a history of various disputes with both
governments (INAC, 2020a). While the Barriere Lake First Nation was represented by the ANS prior to the
Algonquin Nation Secretariat (2013) Comprehensive Land Claim described above, it was not a signatory to the
claim. Three active court cases are identified (Government of Canada, 2020).

3.8.3 Wolf Lake First Nation

The Wolf Lake First Nation, or Algonquins of Wolf Lake, are the smallest of the three member communities
currently represented by the ANS and are situated approximately 37 km northeast of the town of
Témiscamingue on Hunter's Point Lake, Témiscaming, Quebec. No reserve lands are designated for this First
Nation although six members of the community reside on other reserves. Their administrative office is located
in Témiscaming. The community has a total registered population of 245 (as of 2021 April) (Table 3-16).

The ANTC identifies traditional territory of this First Nation as being the Dumoine River watershed and the
Kiipawa region (Wolf Lake First Nation, 2020). The community is associated with a project aimed at protecting
heritage and cultural traditions of the Anishinabe through the practice and teachings of medicinal plant
harvest (ANTC 2020a). It has also undertaken initiatives in culture-based tourism such as establishing and
operating the Algonquin Canoe Company in order to supplement its social, economic and cultural
development (Wolf Lake First Nation, 2020). The community is of Anishinabe origins and the language of the
present community is primarily English (ANTC, 2020a).

The Wolf Lake First Nation has an elected Council comprised of a Chief and two Councillors and their election
system is under the Custom Electoral System (INAC, 2021m).

The Wolf Lake First Nation is a signatory of the Algonquin Nation Secretariat (2013) Comprehensive Land
Claim) described above. Wolf Lake First Nation is also associated with an earlier comprehensive land claim:
River Desert Indian Band, with others (1989). Based on information provided in ATRIS, the First Nation
withdrew its support of this claim in 1991. Further detail on this claim is provided above in Section 3.8. The
community is associated with two specific claims. Active court cases are also identified (Government of
Canada, 2020).
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4, INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES AND ORGANIZATIONS ENGAGEMENT

This section summarizes CNL's Indigenous engagement objectives, the methods adopted to meet these
objectives, the Indigenous communities and organizations that CNL has identified, engagement activities that
have been undertaken as of December 2021, feedback received as of December 2021, and future engagement
activities. As of May 2021, at the time of the Final EIS submission, CNL has verified (or attempted to verify) a
path forward and next steps with the identified Indigenous communities and organizations, including
formulating NSDF Project commitments to address outstanding interests and concerns. Progress on pre-
construction commitments are described in Section 4.4 of this IER and a condensed summary of CNL
commitments to each community or organization, from the Near Surface Disposal Facility Project Consolidated
Commitment Lists, are in Appendices J through Z of this IER.

4.1 Objectives

As part of its corporate, environmental and social responsibility, CNL recognizes and encourages the ongoing
engagement of Indigenous communities throughout the course of its EA process for the NSDF Project. During
engagement activities, CNL seeks to inform communities while building awareness and understanding of NSDF
Project activities. CNL communicates with community members on the potential effects of NSDF Project
activities on the environment and on Indigenous and/or treaty rights including rights to trap, hunt, fish, gather
or conduct cultural ceremonies.

CNL’s Indigenous engagement objectives include:

= |nitiating and maintaining two-way communication channels between CNL and Indigenous Peoples to
determine the best methods for communicating Project information and to provide opportunities for
Indigenous communities to provide input on Project considerations including: design, the EIS process,
and assessment of impacts, etc.;

=  Developing meaningful, user friendly information and communication products geared for the public
and Indigenous communities, and providing accessible and current information on Project activities;

=  Demonstrating CNL’s long-term commitment and approach to safe and responsible management of
AECL's radioactive waste and decommissioning liabilities;

= Informing and educating Indigenous communities about nuclear decommissioning, environmental
remediation and radioactive waste management;

= Using engagement to further the development of long-term relationships with Indigenous
communities; and

= Meeting all regulatory based communication and engagement requirements.
To meet these objectives, CNL has developed specific strategies to increase the effectiveness of the

engagement program so that Indigenous engagement requirements for the NSDF Project are met. These
strategies include:

= Presenting information in a format that is easily understood through a variety of communications
channels using targeted key messaging;

= Engaging technical experts to communicate information in various formats;

= Accomplishing all required activities in a timely manner; and

= Providing various means for Indigenous communities and organizations to access information.
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Regulatory requirements for Indigenous engagement are set out above in Section 2 of this IER. As noted
earlier, the CEAA (2012) provides a clear description of the environmental effects on Indigenous Peoples that
are to be taken into account. The REGDOC-3.2.2 Indigenous Engagement provides more detailed information
on Indigenous engagement and sets out the “requirements and guidance for licensees” with respect to
Indigenous engagement. It also provides procedural direction for licensees as noted above in Section 2.

Additional CNSC requirements that are to be addressed or considered with respect to Indigenous Peoples are
identified in Table 2-1 of this IER. Additional regulatory requirements for Indigenous engagement are also
noted in the CNSC’s REGDOC-2.9.1 Environmental Protection: Environmental Principles, Assessments and
Protection Measures, as well as the CNSC’s Generic Guidelines for the Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement, pursuant to CEAA, 2012, which are all identified above in Table 2-1.

Key requirements identified in that table associated with the various guiding documents generally relate to
identifying Indigenous community perspectives and/or information associated with:

= NSDF project components and related activities;

= effects assessment, including VCs identified for the NSDF Project, spatial and temporal boundaries for
the assessment, and adverse impacts to potential or established Indigenous and/or Treaty rights;

= potential positive or negative effects of the NSDF Project on the natural environment, community
socio-economic conditions/elements, community health and diet, traditional land and resource use
(e.g., hunting, trapping, fishing and gathering), and physical and/or cultural heritage features;

= proposed mitigation measures in the EIS with respect to potential effects, including those potential
impacts on Indigenous and/or Treaty rights;

= |ndigenous treaties and outstanding or ongoing claims associated with the CRL site;

= traditional Indigenous knowledge associated with the CRL site; and

= the NSDF Project Indigenous engagement process.

On March 8, 2017, the CNSC released a Record of Decision addressing expectations on the scope of factors to
be assessed in the environmental assessments of three CNL-designated projects under CEAA 2012. One of
these three projects mentioned was the NSDF Project. Pursuant to Section 19 of CEAA 2012, the CNSC
determined the project scope for the environmental assessment must include the factors mandated in
paragraphs 19(1) (a) to (h) of CEAA 2012, with no additional factors. The Record of Decision also set out that
the environmental assessment must consider the CNSC’s Generic EIS Guidelines (CNSC 2016a) with respect to
information and requirements for identifying VCs and spatial and temporal boundaries, and engaging
Indigenous Peoples and the public on these key points.

See Appendix A for a copy of the Record of Decision.

4.2 Identified Indigenous Communities

A proposed list of Indigenous communities and organizations was identified by CNL and is provided above in
Table 3-1 along with a brief rationale for inclusion. As noted earlier, the proposed list is subject to change
based on information and dialogue with the identified groups. Background information presented in this IER
on these communities and/or representative organizations will be revised as additional information is
provided by these communities and organizations through the engagement process.

As noted in the Record of Decision, funding was offered by the CNSC to assist Indigenous Peoples to
participate in the Project, review of the Licence application, and the CNSC'’s hearing processes. Following
consideration of applications by Indigenous Peoples for funding, participant funding was allocated to the AOO,
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AOPFN, MNO, and the AANTC. Further information on the participant funding process is provided in the CNSC
Participant Funding Program Decision (2017 January 25) which is available on the CNSC’s Project webpage.

CNSC and CNL have made extensive efforts and provided financial resources to allow Indigenous communities
and organizations to participate in the EA process for the NSDF Project. Along with CNSC’s Participant Funding
Program to support Indigenous Peoples participation, CNL has also provided supplementary resources and
funding to further enhance participation from Indigenous Peoples.

In 2018, the AOO, AECL, and CNL signed a tri-partite Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to guide dialogue
between the parties on matters of mutual interest. More specifically, the MOU is intended to be a vehicle to
work towards the development of a Long-Term Relationship Agreement between the parties. The MOU
identifies the need for a group that will examine and communicate the technical details of the NSDF
environmental assessment and another group that will advance a Long-Term Relationship Agreement
between the parties. The MOU broadly identifies potential topic areas for the Long-Term Relationship
Agreement. The AOO and CNL have been deeply engaged since the signing of the MOU to work through each
commitment. From 2019 to 2021, the AOO, AECL, and CNL developed a Terms of Reference and work plan for
the Long-Term Relationship Agreement. The Long-Term Relationship Agreement is intended to cover the
interests of all three parties with respect to both the CRL and NPD sites, as well as other projects and/or
initiatives across the unceded AOO Settlement Area. The Long-Term Relationship Agreement discussions are
relevant to NSDF as it is expected that certain project-specific initiatives and commitments will be
implemented or realized under the agreement. The AOO initially focused its interests on the Long-Term
Relationship Agreement and the NPD Closure Project. In late 2020, the AOO indicated an interest in the NSDF
Project. Funding was provided by CNL to the AOO for their continued participation in the environmental
assessment process. CNL is committed to provide funding for the AOO’s involvement in the planning, pre-
construction, construction, and operations phase of the NSDF Project.

CNL and AECL had been engaging with the AOPFN through the AOO until, in March 2020, the AOPFN identified
that the proper channel of engagement with them on the NSDF Project was through the AOPFN Consultation
Coordinator. The AOPFN expressed the need to be engaged as an independent First Nation from the AOO
regarding CNL-related projects and activities. In order to facilitate a meaningful engagement with the AOPFN
directly, CNL initiated discussions with the AOPFN on establishing an NSDF Project-specific contribution
agreement to ensure support of AOPFN’s participation in the environmental assessment process. Contribution
agreement meetings started in early June 2020 and a contribution agreement was signed in September 2020.
The contribution agreement includes funding for AOPFN-led studies and support for meetings on the AOPFN’s
review of the Algonquin Knowledge and Land Use Study, their review of NSDF Project documents, and
engagements with CNL leading up to the CNSC Commission Hearing on the NSDF Project. Upon signing of the
contribution agreement, monthly Working Group meetings started in September 2020. Since the September
2020 signing, amendments have been made to the contribution agreement for high priority actions that
require capacity support moving forward in developing project-specific relationship policies, plans, and
programs between the AOPFN and CNL. CNL is committed to continuing the Working Group with the AOPFN
and to providing funding for the AOPFN’s involvement in the planning, pre-construction, construction, and
operations phase of the NSDF Project. In early 2021, CNL and AECL commenced discussions with AOPFN on
establishing a tri-partite MOU to guide dialogue between the parties on matters of mutual interest for the CRL
site, not specific just to the NSDF Project. The MOU was signed in May 2021. The MOU is a step towards the
establishment of a longer-term co-operation or relationship agreement between the AOPFN, CNL, and AECL.
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In 2018, the MNO and CNL signed an MOU along with a Reciprocal Funding Agreement for the NSDF and NPD
Projects that has enabled the MNO to participate in the NSDF Project environmental assessment. The MOU
was reached with the MNO and, more specifically, the Mattawa/Lake Nipissing Traditional Territory
Consultation Committee, which includes the Sudbury Métis Council, the North Bay Métis Council, and the
Mattawa Métis Council, which represent the regional rights-bearing Métis community. The summarized
objectives of the MOU include: to establish, in relation to the NSDF Project, a mutually beneficial, cooperative,
productive, and ongoing working relationship; to provide a process for CNL to engage with the local and
regional Métis communities, address any potential effects, and discuss necessary mitigation measures; and to
enable the ability of the MNO to participate in the NSDF environmental assessment processes. The MOU also
indicates their intention to pursue a longer-term relationship with CNL. CNL provided funding to the MNO to
assist their engagement, undertake technical studies, participate in a valued components workshop, and allow
staff to co-ordinate activities and work with CNL. The MNO also carried out a comprehensive traditional
knowledge and land study funded by the CNSC. CNL is committed to provide funding for the MNQ’s
involvement in the planning, pre-construction, construction, and operations phase of the NSDF Project. The
MNO, CNL and AECL are currently working together to establish a longer-term co-operation or relationship
agreement, more broadly related to the CRL site.

CNL initiated discussions with AANTC in late May 2020 to establish an NSDF Project-specific contribution
agreement to ensure support of AANTC's participation in the environmental assessment process. The
contribution agreement was to include meetings and discussions on AANTC comments received regarding the
2017 Draft EIS as well as engagement leading up to the CNSC Commission Hearing on the NSDF Project. One
contribution agreement meeting was held in June 2020 and in September 2020, the AANTC informed CNL that
they would not be willing to meet again until their requests made to the Minister of Natural Resources on the
Chalk River nuclear assessment projects are addressed.

Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation is a member of the AANTC. Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation was
represented at the June 2020 contribution agreement meeting.

Kebaowek First Nation is a member of the AANTC. Kebaowek First Nation was represented at the June 2020
contribution agreement meeting. In September 2021, Kebaowek First Nation sent CNL a Letter of Intent (LOI)
for review. CNL provided feedback, and a meeting was held in December 2021 to further discuss the LOI.

In October 2020, Curve Lake First Nation indicated an interest in capacity to support meaningful consultation,
engagement, and participation in the NSDF Project. In November 2020, contribution agreement discussions
began and in November 2021, CNL and Curve Lake First Nation signed a contribution agreement that
supports the Curve Lake First Nation’s participation in the environmental assessment process for the NSDF
Project.

As such, many of the engagement activities that are described below in Section 4.4 were either specifically or
mutually identified by the parties.

4.3 Engagement Methods

Section 4.4 describes the engagement that CNL has undertaken with the identified Indigenous communities
and organizations: Algonquins of Ontario (AOQ); Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation (AOPFN); Métis
Nation of Ontario (MNO); Algonquin Anishinabeg Tribal Council (AANTC); Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation;
Kebaowek First Nation, Williams Treaties First Nations (WTFN); Anishinabek Nation; Algonquin Nation
Secretariat and, Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte First Nation. It should be noted that the Mohawks of the Bay of
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Quinte are not listed on CNL’s identified list of Indigenous communities (Table 3-1) but they have provided
correspondence on the NSDF Project.

Various engagement methods were designed to communicate information to and solicit input from identified
Indigenous communities and organizations, while fulfilling CNL’s corporate and regulatory objectives. The
methods CNL has utilized to date, or plans to undertake, are highly diverse and vary based on expressed
community need and desired methods. This includes general information activities focused community
meetings and workshops and long-term relationship building activities. In Section 4.4, these activities are
described for each community but, in general, the methods are summarized in Table 4-1. Project-specific
examples are included however, as noted above, long-term relationship building engagements and funding
were also a key activity. CNL recognizes a mutual desire to establish long term relationship agreements to help
facilitate many aspects both related and unrelated to projects such as NSDF. Although CNL may have various
projects over time, it is important to both the communities and CNL that these relationships endure, grow and
respond to future activities.

In March 2020, the COVID-19 pandemic impacted in-person engagement activities. CNL has adapted to the
restrictions providing online platforms for virtual meetings, workshops, webinars, project updates and open
houses. CNL remains committed to ensure engagement activities are ongoing and in alignment with current
pandemic restrictions.



REPORT, GENERAL UNRESTRICTED
INDIGENOUS ENGAGEMENT REPORT

232-513130-REPT-001 REV. 6

PAGE 75 OF 931

Table 4-1
Project-specific Engagement Methods

Engagement Method Example Activities

Project Specific Agreements and Long- » Project-specific agreements (i.e., separate Memorandum of
Term Relationship Meetings and Understanding (MOUs) entered into with the AOO, the MNO
Negotiations and the AOPFN):

= Provision of funding to assist in resource capacity development

= Capacity assistance and building, as appropriate, such as basic
costs to support meetings such as hall rental or production of
print materials, in kind access to the technical expertise of CNL
staff, reimbursement for some expenses to participate in
engagement activities such as site visits, tours

= Provision of funding for the collaboration of NSDF Project
commitments

= Broader CRL site long-term relationship agreements with CNL
(not specific to only the NSDF project)

Technical Assistance and Contribution = Contribution Agreements entered into with AOPFN and Curve
Agreements Lake First Nation

=  Provision of funding to assist in technical review of CNL
produced studies

=  Provision of funding for Indigenous led studies

= Provision of funding for the collaboration of NSDF Project
commitments

= Peer review studies and engagements with Indigenous
organization consultants and staff

=  Work plan development to formalize engagement processes
with communities and/or organization representatives
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Engagement Method Example Activities

Project Specific Meetings and Workshops *= Meetings/workshops with Indigenous community and/or
organization representatives to discuss the NSDF Project and
potential effects

=  Community meetings/open houses

» Presentations to Indigenous communities and/or organization
representatives upon request

= Targeted community initiatives
=  Workshop attendance and cultural awareness training

= Technical meetings, upon request, to provide interested
communities and/or organization representatives an
opportunity to discuss more detailed technical information
concerning the NSDF Project

Specific Communications Activities = Letters to Indigenous communities and/or organization
representatives (accompanied by follow up calls)

= Email correspondence and/or phone calls with Indigenous
communities and/or organization representatives

= Distributing the IER to Indigenous communities and/or
organization representatives

= Distributing copies of maps, technical studies or reports upon
request

=  Webinars and online meetings with Indigenous communities
and organizations

General Communications Activities = NSDF Project notifications and newspaper advertisements
= ESC meetings (for ESC member communities)

= Public information sessions, including display materials and
handouts

=  Media notifications/releases

=  Webpage content

= Site visits and participation in National Indigenous Day

= Participation and presentation at Indigenous Youth Summit

= NSDF Project site visits and benchmarking tours

4.4 Engagement Activities Completed

To demonstrate requirements of CEAA 2012 Section 5.1 (c), three formal letters were sent via registered mail
to all identified Indigenous communities and organizations requesting community input on any potential
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adverse impacts from project, asserted rights, and interests or activities members might undertake in the local
or regional areas in proximity to the NSDF project. Formal notification of the NSDF Project was sent to all
identified Indigenous communities and organizations on July 15, 2016. The introductory letter provided
information about the NSDF Project and included a request for community input on any potential adverse
impacts from project activities. As follow-up, a second letter was sent on November 10, 2016 which provided a
project update and inquired about asserted rights, interests or activities members might undertake in the local
or regional areas in proximity to the project. Following CNL’s request for comments on the NSDF revised Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and the Indigenous Engagement Report, on May 6, 2020 a third letter was
sent requesting community input on any potential adverse impacts from project, asserted rights, and interests
or activities members might undertake in the local or regional areas in proximity to the project. All project
correspondence included mechanisms for comments and/or questions and outreach (i.e., phone contact) was
conducted with communities and organizations to confirm receipt of the NSDF Project information and to
ascertain the best means for ongoing contact.

See Appendix B for a copy of the July 15, 2016 NSDF Project letter.
See Appendix C for a copy of the November 10, 2016 NSDF Project letter.
See Appendix D for a copy of the May 06, 2020 NSDF Project letter.

Engagement activities have varied and are at the discretion of the various communities and subject to
community availability. As the NSDF Project and environmental assessment process progresses, the IER will be
updated and maintained as a living document going forward capturing any additional engagement activities
undertaken and progress made on engagement interests and concerns. Detailed tables of Indigenous
engagement activities for each community and organization are provided in appendices J through Z of this IER.

There is crossover in several instances in engagement activities between the NSDF Project and CNL's

NPD Closure Project given the proximity and relative timelines of each project. As such, engagement that
addresses both projects are also noted here so as to report on the discussions in their original context. All
records of meeting presentations are kept by the project and can be provided upon request.

Examples of correspondence and meeting materials are provided in the appendices of this IER.

See Appendix E for an Environmental Stewardship Council (ESC) example agenda and presentation.
See Appendix F for a Williams Treaties First Nations (WTFN) example presentation.

See Appendix G for a Metis Nation of Ontario (MNO) example presentation.

See Appendix H for an Algonquins of Ontario (AOQO) example presentation.

See Appendix | for an Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Council (AANTC) example presentation.

The list of Indigenous communities and organizations included in Table 4-2 are described in more detail in
Chapter 3 of this IER. This section will also describe the rationale for the inclusion of the various communities.
Figure 3-1 shows the home location (Reserve or office) of these various communities in relation to the NSDF
site.
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Table 4-2 below describes and summarizes the various Indigenous engagement activities undertaken for the
NSDF Project. The table is intended to demonstrate two key points:

CNL has utilized a wide assortment of engagement tools including, information sharing, formal two-
way dialogue, supporting detailed investigative studies, providing capacity funding, and the
consideration of long-term relationship agreements. The engagement activities in the table columns
reflect the increasing degree of engagement.

CNL has reached out to and/or engaged all communities and organizations identified in the table below
in the manner as demonstrated. At the same time, CNL has engaged more extensively with those the
communities and organizations that live and practice traditional activities in closest proximity to the
NSDF Project. Each community has their specific interest in the type and depth of engagement on the
Project. CNL has adapted its engagement activities accordingly.
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Table 4-2
NSDF Identified Indigenous Communities and Organizations Engagement and Involvement

Comments submitted via CNSC Particioant MOUs & Contribution Long-Term Relationship
. . Agreements TLKUS or other studies Reviewed the Draft EIS® Agreements
Funding issued . :
(CNL funding) (in progress)

NSDF Identified Indigenous Communities
and Organizations

EA process (2016 Project
Description, 2017 Draft EIS)

Yes
Y .
Algonquins of Ontario (AOO) Yes 2019 MOuU (AKfEJS) (Sections 6.2 and 6.4 Yes
of the 2021 Final EIS)
Contribution Agreement ves ves
Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation — 2019 MOUg (AKLUS, Culture and Rights (Sections 6.2 and 6.4 Yes
Study, Diet & Harvest Study) of the 2021 Final EIS)
Métis Nation of Ontario (MNO) Yes 2017 & 2019 Mou TKLUS Yes Yes
Algonquin Anishinabeg Nation Tribal Yes 2017 & 2019 Discussion paused — Yes —
Council (AANTC) P
Kitigan Zibi Anishinabeg First Nation Yes — — — — —
Kebaowek First Nation — — Letter of Intent in progress — — —

Williams Treaties First Nations (WTFN)
Process Coordinator

Alderville First Nation — — — — — _

Beausoleil First Nation — — — — - _

Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation — — - — — _

3 All Indigenous communities and organizations listed in Table 4-2 were provided the 2019 revised Draft EIS. This column identifies those that CNL has received confirmation from that a review of this draft is being conducted.
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Comments submitted via .. MOUs & Contribution Long-Term Relationship
. CNSC Participant . . 3
EA process (2016 Project Funding issued Agreements TLKUS or other studies Reviewed the Draft EIS Agreements
Description, 2017 Draft EIS) & (CNL funding) (in progress)

NSDF Identified Indigenous Communities

and Organizations

Chippewas of Rama First Nation — — — — — _

Curve Lake First Nation Yes — Contribution Agreement — — —

Hiawatha First Nation Yes — — — - _

Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation — — — — _ _

Anishinabek Nation (Formerly known as

Union of Ontario Indians) Yes — _ _ B B

Algonquin Nation Secretariat — — — — — —

Not on Engagement/Consultation List

Mohawks of Bay of Quinte (MBQ) Yes — — — — —
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Table 4-2 generally, demonstrates that more and deeper engagement has occurred with Indigenous
communities and organizations that are generally located closer to the NSDF site, have populations living
closer to the NSDF site, and, as identified by the communities and organizations themselves, likely have larger
numbers of individuals practicing traditional activities near the NSDF site.

Outlined in the remainder of this section is a summary of engagement that CNL has undertaken with each
identified Indigenous community or organization that CNL has engaged with. Detailed tables of Indigenous
engagement activities for each community and organization are provided in the appendices of this IER (i.e.,
each Indigenous community or organization has a dedicated appendix).

Detailed five-column tables labelled as “Tables of Interests and Concerns of Each Indigenous
Community/Organization” (Tables of Interests) have been provided in the appendices of this IER. These tables
were developed to support the EIS and are intended to describe in more detail the substance and stage of
engagement with each Indigenous community or organization on their various interests and concerns raised
up to May 2021, the submission of the Final EIS. These Tables of Interests identify the specific comments that
have been formally submitted the CNSC and CEAA or identify that the concerns and comments have been
raised directly to CNL at the time of the Final EIS submission.

Engagement with individual Indigenous communities and organizations are not all at the same stage. Some
Indigenous communities and organizations became engaged early on with NSDF, often on highly specific
topics while other communities have only more recently shown an interest in the NSDF Project. As well, some
communities may have engaged early on in some issues but only more recently on other interests and
concerns. As such, CNL has had significant discourse and formal exchange of comments and responses to
some communities on some interests with results having been incorporated into the Final EIS while with other
communities the engagement is not as advanced. With all Indigenous communities and organizations, in
addition to seeking the information on Indigenous interests required by the CNSC and CEAA, 2012, CNL
developed and adapted its engagement activities with each community or organization according to the
unique interests, information needs and concerns of each. The Tables of Interests have been organized and
presented to describe the stage of engagement with each community or organization on each issue.

The Tables of Interests are summarized in this section. With each Indigenous community or organization, CNL
has briefly described the Indigenous community or organization and then described the engagement
according to the following headings.

= Engagement. This sub-section summarizes the engagement CNL has had with the Indigenous
community or organization.

= Feedback. This sub-section describes the specific topics of issue, concern and interest each Indigenous
community or organization has identified formally in writing and/or verbally to CNL. Each bullet point
represents a general theme identified by each Indigenous community or organization.

= Summary Discussion of Interests and Concerns. Within each bullet CNL has generally described the
interest or concern as raised and also discussed in summary form its response to the interest or
concern and/or discussions on the topic. This feedback section directly corresponds to Columns 2 (Key
Interests and Concerns) and 3 (How CNL is addressing the Feedback/Concern) in the Tables of Interest.

= Verification. The purpose of the verification section is to describe the status of each interest or
concern with each Indigenous community or organization (as of May 2021 — submission of the Final
EIS).
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=  Where Indigenous communities and organizations submitted formal comments on the 2017 Draft
EIS, CNL has responded to those comments and provided written responses to the respective
Indigenous community or organization also indicating where changes to the EIS have been made. In
some cases, the issue raised has been resolved. However, there may be circumstances where there
is a difference in opinion and/or the Indigenous community or organization have not confirmed
that the response by CNL is deemed acceptable, even though multiple attempts have been made to
perform verification.

= CNL also notes that the NSDF Project has directly received submissions or comments from specific
Indigenous communities and organizations, including comments on the 2019 revised Draft EIS and
the 2020 Final EIS. CNL has provided written responses to the Indigenous communities and
organizations, indicating where changes have been incorporated in the EIS.

= CNL has also responded in writing to questions received during presentations when a response in
writing was requested by the Indigenous community or organization.

= CNL requested feedback from all identified Indigenous communities and organizations on
assumptions CNL had made in the EIS with respect to traditional land use around the CRL site. CNL
has incorporated information from traditional land use and knowledge studies that have been
completed by the AOO, AOPFN and MNO and verified with these organizations and community the
studies were reflected adequately in this EIS.

= CNL has provided a summary of commitments CNL has made to the Indigenous community or
organization during NSDF Project engagements, to seek confirmation from the respective
Indigenous community or organization.

Next Steps. This sub-section describes where CNL is as of December 2021 with each Indigenous
community or organization and how it plans to address outstanding interests and concerns. CNL is
aware that some interests and concerns go beyond the scope of the NSDF Project or there remain a
difference of opinion on certain interests and concerns. As such, CNL is attempting to listen, respond to
and, if possible, address all interests and concerns raised.

CNL developed a system to generally describe where each Indigenous community or organization is in the
engagement and verification process/steps as of May 2021, the time of the Final EIS submission. The
verification process is similar to the above points but is described in more detail below.

Process Step #1 — Receive Formal Comments on the Project Description or 2017 Draft EIS from
Indigenous community or organization.

Process Step #2 — Share the 2019 revised Draft EIS and offer to meet and discuss how comments were
incorporated:

= 2 (a) If offer accepted, Draft responses to comments on 2017 Draft EIS prior to the meeting (e-
mail and/or registered letter); and

= 2 (b) If noresponse, share draft responses to comments on 2017 Draft EIS and offer again to
meet and discuss (e-mail, registered mail, follow-up by phone).

Process Step #3 — Acknowledgement and possibly feedback from Indigenous community or
organization. CNL incorporates any feedback received by revising responses.
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= Process Step #4 — Share revised draft responses to comments for confirmation by Indigenous
community or organization.

= Process Step #5 — Finalize EIS.

Where each Indigenous community or organization is in the above process is described below within each
Verification sub-heading.

44.1 Algonquins of Ontario (AOO)

The Algonquins of Ontario (AOOQ) is an organized collective of Algonquin communities assembled to enable a
unified approach to reaching a settlement over a comprehensive land claim including an area of over 3.6
million hectares (ha) within the Ottawa River and Mattawa River watersheds in eastern Ontario (AOO, 2020b).
The area that is the subject of the Algonquin Land Claim in Ontario includes the National Capital Region, all of
Renfrew County and most of Algonquin Park. The AOO is comprised of ten Algonquin communities located
within the Ottawa Valley: Antoine Algonquin First Nation; Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation; Algonquin
Nation Kijicho-Manito Madaouskarini; Bonnechere Algonquin First Nation; Algonquins of Greater Golden Lake
First Nation; Mattawa/North Bay Algonquin First Nation; Ottawa Algonquin First Nation; Shabot Obaadjiwan
First Nation; Snimikobi (Ardoch) (Beaver Creek) Algonquin First Nation; and Whitney Area Algonquins. Sixteen
Algonquin Negotiation Representatives (ANRs), serving three-year terms represent these communities. The
ANRs are comprised of the Algonquins of Pikwakanagan First Nation Chief and Council (six Councillors) along
with one representative from each of the other Algonquin communities listed above. The CRL property is
located within unceded AOO Settlement Area. The AOO has indicated to CNL that the AOO have Aboriginal
rights and title throughout the unceded AOO Settlement Area, including the CRL site. This land claim is
currently under negotiation by the Algonquins of Ontario and the Governments of Canada and Ontario.

A fuller description of the AOO can be found in Chapter 3 of this IER.

44.1.1 Engagement

Table 4-3 below summarizes AOO engagement and Appendix J.1 provides a detailed record of engagement
activities that have occurred with AOO on the NSDF Project and/or Long-Term Relationship Agreement.
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Table 4-3
AOO Summary of Engagement

NSDF Identified Indigenous | Comments Submitted via .. MOUs & Contribution TLKUS or Long-Term Relationship
" . CNSC Participant .
Communities and EA Process (Project Funding Issued Agreements Other Reviewed the Draft EIS Agreements
Organizations Description, 2017 Draft EIS) g (CNL funding) Studies (in progress)
Yes Yes
Algonquins of Ontario Yes 2019 MOU (AKLUS) (Sections 6.2 and 6.4 Yes

of the 2021 Final EIS)
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CNL first reached out to representatives with the Algonquins of Ontario (AOO) in June 2016, after receiving a
copy of the AOO’s comments on the Project Description for the NSDF Project, with an invitation to meet and
discuss the NSDF Project. Engagement activities with the AOO commenced in August 2016 after receipt of the
CNL NSDF Project introductory letter sent in July 2016.

In August 2016, CNL hosted AOO Consultation Office and Technical staff for an information session at the CRL
site as well a tour of the two proposed NSDF Project location sites. Activities later in 2016 included discussions
on archaeological liaison participation at the proposed NSDF site as well as sharing documents of interest to
the AOO, which included biodiversity reports, archaeological information and topographical maps of the CRL
site.

In March 2017, CNL shared the NSDF Project 2017 Draft EIS and encouraged the AOO to participate in the
public and Indigenous comment period followed by a meeting with the AOO Consultation staff and the
Algonquin Negotiation Representatives (ANR) to discuss future engagements on the NSDF Project. CNL also
hosted the ANRs to the CRL site for a tour in April and June 2017 which included the proposed NSDF site and a
discussion on a work plan. The AOO did not submit formal comments on the NSDF Project 2017 Draft EIS
through the environmental assessment process.

In June 2017, an information session for AOO community members was held in Pembroke, ON, which included
a project overview as well as an opportunity for one-on-one discussions with NSDF Project technical staff.
Over 8,000 AOO community members were sent the invitation by mail and approximately 15 were in
attendance. All questions were verbally addressed at the open house. In late 2017, CNL shared the NSDF
Aboriginal Engagement Report and requested community input and feedback for incorporation into the EIS
and project planning. CNL did not receive any feedback from the AOO on this report.

CNL and the AOO started discussions on developing a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) in early 2018,
which included multiple meetings and email correspondence resulting in a signed MOU in July 2018. The MOU
set the platform for AOO, AECL and CNL to enter into discussions on a Long-term Relationship Agreement.
Long-term relationship agreement meetings