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1 WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 2015

2 UPON COVMENCI NG AT 1: 00 P. M

3 THE CHAI RMAN: Good afternoon, |adies
4 and gentlenmen. M name is Terry Sargeant,

5 al t hough many of you in this room know nme from

6 other places, including having grown up in this

7 town, | also still have a cottage in this town

8 where | stayed last night, while all of the others
9 were staying in the hotel. | was very

10 confortable.

11 | amthe chair of the Manitoba C ean
12 Envi ronnent Commi ssion, as well as the chair of

13 this panel conducting this review Wth ne on the
14 panel to ny right is Neil Harden, to ny left Bev
15 Suek, and further to the left, Edwin Yee. In

16 addition to the panel we have sone staff with us;
17 our Comm ssion secretary, Cathy Johnson, our

18 Comm ssi on adm ni strator, Joyce Mieller, our

19 techni cal staff, Bob Arnstrong, report witer, and

20 Cece Reid our recorder

21 First item of business, cell phones.
22 I f you have a cell phone, please turn the ringer
23 of f, and you can | eave a buzzer on. |If you get a

24 call and you need to take it, please step out of

25 the room
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1 Now, we are here today because in 2011

2 the Mnister of Conservation and Water Stewardship

3 asked us, the Cdean Environnent Comm ssion, to

4 hol d public neetings to hear concerns about

5 Mani t oba Hydro regul ati on of Lake Wnni peg. W

6 were asked to hold neetings in both the north and

7 south basins of the lake, and also in the Cty of

8 Wnnipeg. This is our fourth week on the road.

9 W have been in Northern Manitoba, we were in the
10 central Interlake, and this week it is here, and
11 just on the other side. Next week we are further
12 up the east side of the |ake, and then back up
13 north. And March, and for a couple of weeks into
14 April, we will be in the Gty of Wnnipeg.

15 Now, we recogni ze that Lake W nni peg
16 Regul ation is a key piece of the Manitoba Hydro

17 system but we have not been asked to | ook at any
18 other parts of the Manitoba Hydro system sinply
19 the regul ation of Lake Wnni peg. W have

20 specifically been asked to | ook at the reasons why
21 Lake W nni peg Regul ation canme into being in the

22 early 1970s. W have been asked to | ook at

23  whether or not Lake Wnni peg Regul ati on has

24  succeeded or failed in neeting those goals. And

25 al so we have been asked to | ook at the effects and
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1 i npacts of Lake W nni peg Regul ation since it went

2 into full operation in 1976.

3 W try in our community nmeetings to be
4 as informal as possible to encourage as many of

5 you as wi sh to share your experiences to cone

6 forward. Qur hearings are recorded. This is

7 required by the Environnent Act. A verbatim

8 transcript of what is said each day wll be

9 produced within two or three days and posted on

10 our website.

11 Anyone who is present may nake a

12 presentation. W ask that if you do cone forward
13 and make a presentation, you state your nane, tel
14 us how Lake W nni peg Regul ati on may have i npacted
15 you, how it nmay have inpacted your community. And
16 we would like to hear, if you have any views on

17 whet her the project has been good for the province
18 as a whole. And we also would Iike to hear what
19 deci sions you think the panel should reach, and

20 then any other information that you think is

21 i nportant.

22 Typically, we limt the oral

23 presentations to about 15 m nutes. However, we

24 found in the rural communities that often people

25 will conme forward and speak for four or five
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1 m nut es, and then sonebody el se will speak, and

2 then the first person will come back and add

3 sonet hing, and we have no problemat all with

4 that. W also, if sonmebody indicates ahead of

5 time that they would |ike to speak a bit | onger

6 than 15 m nutes, as has been the case today, we

7 allow that as well.

8 Finally, there are options to oral

9 presentations. |If you are not prepared to nmake
10 one today, or if you don't like to speak in

11 public, we do accept witten subm ssions. A

12 witten subm ssion need not be any nore invol ved
13 than a letter or an enail. You can find addresses
14 to send themon our website, which is

15 cecnmanitoba.ca. Witten subm ssions carry the

16 sanme wei ght as any oral presentation or any

17 evi dence that we hear. The panel nenbers read al
18 of the witten subm ssions, and they becone as

19 much a part of the record as any other evidence
20 present ed.

21 Norrmal |y, we have had Manitoba Hydro
22 at this tinme nmake a brief presentation describing
23 just what Lake Wnnipeg Regulation is all about,
24  but the person who does that is mssing in action.

25 W expected himto be here by now He is not, so
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1 we will carry on. Wen he does show up, he can

2 put up his panels and we may have hi m nake the

3 presentation or we may just |eave the panels and
4 you can look at themand talk with himduring any
5 breaks we may have.

6 So |l wll nowturn to the

7 presentations frompeople in the room W have

8 had two people indicate ahead of tine that they

9 wish to speak this afternoon, so we wll take

10 those two first, and then following them!| wll
11 open it up to anybody else in the roomwho wants
12 to make a presentation, wants to ask a question,
13 wants to throwin a bit of advice, whatever.

14 So first on ny list is Councillor

15 Thora Pal son. Just before you start, if you are
16 asking questions or nmaking a statenent or, you

17 know, you can speak fromyour chair |later on. W
18 do need to have you use a mc, though, so it does
19 get recorded. So if you want to say anyt hing,

20 just wait until we get the mc to you. R ght now
21 it isin front of you, Ms. Palson. You can

22 proceed when ready.

23 M5. PALSON: Good afternoon. My nane
24 is Thora Pal son, councillor here in Gmi. [|I'm

25 speaking today to represent the Rural Municipality
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1 of Gmi.

2 We understand that Lake Wnnipeg is

3 the key asset to the ongoi ng operations and

4 success of Manitoba Hydro. Their corporate

5 responsibility is to recognize that this is a

6 natural resource that belongs to all of us. Mny

7 econonmi es rely on Lake W nni peg, including

8 personal and public investnents, livelihoods. CQur
9 | ake is a uni que eco-system
10 Here in Gnli, being a community on

11 t he shores of Lake W nni peg, we see our shoreline
12 eroding at an alarmng rate. W see |oss of

13 personal property, public property, wildlife

14 habitat, and a detrinental change to the | ake's
15 water quality. This affects our property val ues,
16  our econony and our surroundings. W believe that
17 by Manitoba Hydro continuing to maintain high | ake
18 levels, it can not allow our |ake to performits
19 natural fluctuation and filtration, and therefore,
20 has beconme a direct cause of |oss of property,

21 econony and habitat.

22 It is apparent that Manitoba Hydro

23 continues to increase profit nmargins w thout

24 regard to waterfront property owners, businesses

25 that rely on tourismrevenue, fishers who depend
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1 on the healthy lake for their livelihood,

2 muni cipalities that nust protect public assets and
3 the wildlife that is losing its habitat.

4 Many communities and citizens around

5 Lake Wnnipeg, including the RMof Gnli, have

6 petitioned the Province of Manitoba to reduce the
7 wat er | evels as set by the Lake W nni peg

8 Regul ation. Qur hope is that by |owering water

9 | evel s shoreline erosion along the shores of the
10 south basin of Lake Wnnipeg can be m nimzed, and
11 the health of the | ake can be better maintained by
12 its natural neans.

13 It is our understanding that Manitoba
14 Hydro has indicated that this is not a reasonable
15 solution. Reducing |ake |evels would cause the

16 corporation to lose mllions of dollars in |ost

17 energy production, with little or no inpact on

18 erosion and the health of Lake Wnnipeg. The RM
19 of Gnmi strongly disagrees with this assunption
200 We are witnessing with our own eyes erosion of

21 shoreline, |oss of habitat and the changi ng health
22 of our | ake.

23 Scientific research is not the only

24 measure that tells us what is happening in our

25 backyard. Long term personal observations are no
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1 | ess a neasure of the problens that our

2 municipality is facing. W can see how the

3 shoreline has changed in our life tine. W can

4 see the natural habitat that's been affected. And
5 we see the change in the | ake's water quality.

6 | do believe that the citizens of

7 Mani t oba are fortunate to have a Crown corporation
8 providing a natural energy resource. | know that
9 Mani t oba Hydro nakes great efforts to give back to
10 t he peopl e of Manitoba providi ng sponsorships,

11 subsidi zing First Nations comrunities affected by
12 | and changes, and its revenue has contributed to
13 the Provincial coffers to everyone's benefit.

14 My questions are; why is Mnitoba

15 Hydro not conpensating property owners, businesses
16 and nunicipalities that are | osing assets and

17 habitat from erosion due to high | ake | evels; why
18 is Manitoba Hydro not financially assisting in

19 protecting assets? How can Manitoba Hydro justify
20 continuing this course of operation when it cones
21 at the expense of people, property and wildlife?
22 And finally, the Governnent of Manitoba's acts and
23 regul ations set the rules for sustainable

24 devel opment of Natural Resources. Wy do we as

25 citizens of Manitoba feel that Manitoba Hydro is
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1 not adhering to the provisions for sustainable

2 devel opment as set by the province? Thank you.

3 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, Ms. Pal son.
4  Any questions? Thank you. Next on our I|ist

5 Nel son Gerrard.

6 MR. NELSON CERRARD: (Good afternoon.

7 Am | speaking into the mc here, is that better?
8 THE CHAIRVAN: It is.

9 MR. NELSON GERRARD: I n | ooking back
10 over the last 30 years to prepare this

11 presentation, | found that | had an awful lot to
12 say. And last night when | timed ny presentation
13 | was well over an hour. So to cut it back to 25
14 mnutes |I've had to do sone cutting and sl ashi ng,
15 and | have dispensed with ny audi o vi sual

16 presentation, or conponent. But to stick to ny 25
17 mnutes I'mgoing to have to dive right in here.
18 My nane is Nelson CGerrard and | have
19 owned | ake front property at Hnausa since 1985.

20 Both ny honme acreage at Hnausa and ny farmland at
21 Ri verton, are water front properties. | live with
22 Lake Wnnipeg on a daily basis, and | know it

23 intimately. Both of ny properties are negatively
24  affected by chronic high water.

25 Lake Wnnipeg is our very own prairie
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1 ocean, a virtual jewel in Manitoba's crown. It is

2 truly a multifaceted resource in every sense. One

3 of Manitoba's greatest assets, environnentally,

4 historically, esthetically and economcally. And

5 we all share responsibility for its stewardship

6 That's why | have taken tine to participate in

7 this hearing, despite obvious m sgivings that

8 deci si ons may have al ready been nade.

9 There is so nmuch that can be said on
10 the issue of Lake Wnnipeg Regulation that it is
11 hard to be brief. If I had only a mnute or two
12 to communi cate what is nost inportant, however, |
13 would sunmarize in the follow ng eight points.

14 1, What we are facing is a very

15 serious problem and it is not a problem of public
16 perception. It is an environnental problemwth
17 human rights inplications.

18 2, Despite an often m sl eadi ng

19 narrative devel oped to legitimze the status quo,
20 a very different truth is evident in the w sdom of
21 t hose that know the | ake. Excessively high water
22 | evel s have becone a destructive new norm and

23 Mani t oba Hydro is insufficiently responsive in

24 mtigating high water.

25 3, Current regulation practices
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1 di sregard inportant site specific conditions on

2 t he vul nerabl e and heavily popul ated south basin.
3 4, Before a permanent licence is

4 granted, an inpartial environmental inpact study

5 is needed to establish the actual effects of

6 regul ation so that problens can be dealt with

7 ef fectively.

8 The erosion advisory group study done
9 in 2000, thought by sone to be such an

10 environmental review, in fact expressly ruled out
11 any environmental assessnent.

12 5, The ternms of the |licence need to be
13 reviewed and tightened. No profit driven

14 corporation with vested interests should be relied
15 on to self police.

16 6, Existing infrastructure enabl es

17 Mani t oba Hydro to increase outflow by 50 per cent.
18 So prudent regul ati on does have trenendous

19 potential to solve high water problens in all but
20 the nobst extreme cases.

21 Wth the ability to prevent fl ooding,
22 cones the noral and legal responsibility to do so
23 to the full extent possible.

24 7, 21st century technol ogy needs to be

25 applied to inprove efficiency at problematic sites
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1 such as Jenpeg, the only station affected by Lake

2 Wnnipeg water |evels.

3 8, This is not a choice between Hydro

4 profitability or loss. It is a choice between

5 responsi bl e stewardshi p and envi ronnental negl ect.

6 | f any doubt exists as to the sad

7 state of Lake W nni peg south basin, consider these

8 facts. Once characterized by beautiful beaches,

9 t he degraded shorelines of Lake Wnni peg are now
10 under constant siege by damagi ng high water. A
11 chronic epidem c of shoreline erosion has spread
12 i ke cancer permanently destroying beaches and
13 eating away at properties. Barricades of rock
14 paid for by desperate honmeowners have repl aced
15 beaches. And the ragtag remants of ill-conceived
16 eroding nud dykes built atop crunbling | akeshore,
17 recall a recent nulti-mllion dollar engineering
18 boondoggl e paid for by Manitoba taxpayers. It is
19 no | onger uncommon for water |levels to | ap at
20 ground level and spill over the banks in |ocations
21  where flooding was historically unknown. Pent up
22 by regul ation, the | ake has becone an unfl ushed
23 toilet blighted by al gae. Sand beaches and sand
24 bars have | ong since disappeared due to sustained

25 hi gh wat er and unrel enti ng waves that now di g away
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1 at beaches of nmud. No matter how nuch land it

2 consunes, the swollen | ake continues to seek new
3 bounds. Potential residents | ook el sewhere to

4 invest their savings and build their dream hones.
5 Real estate val ues stagnate, properties go unsold
6 for years. The tax base for local nunicipalities
7 erodes along with the land. Once productive

8 farmand that sustained famlies for a century,

9 even with periodic natural flooding are now

10 swanps. Fragile wldlife habitat and wetl ands

11 di sappear under the waves. For nmany, and |

12 i nclude nyself, the dreamof l|iving on Lake

13 W nni peg has been a recurrent nightmare.

14 The effects of Lake W nni peg

15 Regul ati on were spelled out when plans for this
16 project were first released to the public in 1975,
17 40 years ago. The sunmmary report of the Lake

18 Wnnipeg, Churchill and Nelson R ver Study Board
19 clearly states the antici pated consequences,

20 acknow edgi ng permanent changes to the | ake's

21 water reginme, galloping increases in erosion by as
22 much as 100 per cent, and the governnent's noral
23 responsibility to conpensate those adversely

24  affected.

25 Just a couple of quotes fromthat
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1 study. The operation of Lake W nni peg Regul ation

2 project wll alter the water regine of the |ake.

3 The long term average |level is expected to be

4 raised by .65 feet froman elevation of 713.35, to
5 714. Note this would be an increase of just under

6 ei ght inches.

7 Furthernore, the adjustnment of the
8 shore profile to a new higher |evel -- higher |ake
9 level will result in a landward profile shift,

10 which is erosion, of between 5 and 75 feet. And
11 if we take the upper level that was used in the
12 nodel s, the nodel giving the upper limt suggests
13 that the profile shift, that is erosion, would
14 occur over a period of 20 to 200 years, and

15 inplies that 100 per cent of the |and | oss

16 associated wth the profile shift would be

17 attributable to the project, i.e. Lake Wnni peg
18 Regul ati on.

19 It also states, "Private property

20 damages, lifestyle disruptions and i ncone | osses
21 resulting fromdi splaced resources shoul d be

22 conpensated. To do otherwi se would be to

23 distribute or transfer costs to a specific group
24  of Manitobans."

25 In other words, unless those affected
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1 by the consequences of regulation are directly

2 conpensated, they in fact are subsidizing the cost
3 of hydro production, while Manitoba Hydro cl ai nms

4 massive profits.

5 In contradiction to the summary

6 report, and the observations of |akeshore

7 residents, the official narrative is that water

8 | evel s are virtually unchanged, 713.4 before

9 regul ation, 713.6 after regulation. On this basis
10 both Hydro and Manitoba governnent steadfastly

11 mai ntai n that post regulation water |evels on Lake
12 Wnnipeg are benign with regard to erosion. These
13 statistics however conceal a disturbing new trend
14 that has resulted in a new norm since 1992 of

15 dramatically higher |evels averagi ng some eight to
16 12 inches.

17 The precise extent of the increase and
18 the increased damage nay be open to debate, but it
19 would be absurd to refute what eye wi tnesses have
20 been observing firsthand over many years. It is
21 inportant to note that erosion rates are al so

22 transforned by an altered water regi ne. For

23 exanple, a relatively constant |evel of 713.5,

24 that is without high and |l ow fluctuations, is nore

25 destructive than a fluctuating average of 713.5,
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1 that is with high and | ow fluctuations. The

2 reason is that sand beaches and sand bars, which
3 are created when water is low, are a shoreline's
4 great est defence agai nst occasional high water

5 damage. Sand beaches are pernmanently destroyed by
6 sust ai ned high water. FErosion is therefore

7 greater under a reginme of sustained high water.

8 The conparison of pre and posting

9 regulation levels is also highly problematic, in
10 that it is a conparison of apples and oranges. O
11 course attenpts have been made to reconcile

12 figures, but in the end official wind elimnated
13 pre-regul ation |l evels varied between 712.9 and

14 713.4. A difference of six inches. These nunbers
15 are therefore unreliable and potentially

16 m sl eadi ng.

17 Anot her significant but

18 under -recogni zed factor that warrants

19 consideration in regulation policy is a phenonena
20 cal |l ed seiche, which m ght be defined as sl osh

21 effect. This is a frequent problemin the south
22 basi n when strong northerly wi nds subside. In

23 this case, the west shoreline of Lake W nni peg,

24  particularly between Arnes and Hecla Island can

25 sustai n sudden water | evel increases of several
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1 feet in a short tine.

2 A dangerous new trend is behind the

3 destruction being wtnessed, as acknow edged by

4 Mani t oba Hydro's chief hydraulic engineer in 1998,
5 t he new average of Lake Wnni peg water |evels from
6 '92 to '98 was approximately eight inches above

7 the long termnorm Since that tine, |ake |evels
8 have remai ned excessively high, so the new norm

9 over the last 20 years or so is now far above the
10 acknow edged figure of 713.6.

11 That a wet cycle is responsible for

12 the sustained high water often exceeding the 715
13 mar k has been Manitoba Hydro's position since the
14 1980s, along with the clains that there is nothing
15 that they can do about it. The fact is it is

16 their policy to avoid spilling water until |evels
17 exceed the 715 mark. |In 1996, for exanpl e,

18 Mani t oba Hydro refused to spill high water

19 t hroughout the sunmer despite the severe danmmges
20 and direct appeals fromthe public. The disaster
21 that followed in the spring and sunmer of 1997 is
22 a matter of record. In light of that fiasco and
23 the flooding imm nent again in 1998, it would have
24 seened reasonable to expect that Manitoba Hydro

25 woul d use maxi mum di scharge to get the | ake down
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1 to safer levels. But on August 1, 1997, after

2 just three nonths, Mnitoba Hydro reverted to its
3 policy of retaining water by closing the spillway
4 at Jenpeg. Their reasoning was that |evels had

5 dropped to 715, so they were no longer required to
6 spill water. The result of that decision was yet

7 anot her debacle in the south basin.

8 This practice of hoarding water as
9 inventory has resulted in extrene |long term water
10 | evel s in excess of 715 wind elimnated, on nine

11  occasions between 1979 and 2013, six of these

12 occasions during just eight years between 2005 and
13 2013. | can't help noticing that 2014 is not

14 included on this list, despite the fact that

15 fl oodi ng was i mm nent throughout the sunmer and
16 fall of 2014, even on properties such as m ne

17 whi ch at 720, 722, has never been flood prone. It
18 was only by a mracle that we escaped this crisis
19 wthout a fall storm

20 Such failure to take reasonabl e

21 precautions is not unlike a driver approaching an
22 intersection at high speed. Wether he totally
23 di sregards the stop sign before running it, or

24 possi bly applies the brakes just a little, he

25 clearly poses an unreasonable risk to others. 1In
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1 law, the definition of negligence is conduct that

2 falls bel ow the standards of behavi our established
3 by law for the protection of others, against

4 unreasonable risk of harm A person has acted

5 negligently if he or she has departed fromthe

6 conduct expected of a reasonably prudent person

7 acting under simlar circunstances. It would seem
8 reasonabl e to expect that a Crown corporation

9 enpowered with the neans to avert harm al so has
10 the obligation, noral and legal, to exercise those
11 means to the full extent, not just a little too

12 | at e.

13 A disturbing red flag in the officia
14 narrative around regul ati on has been the use of

15 red herrings to cloud the issue. Perhaps the

16 cl earest exanple is to pas off isostatic rebound
17 as a significant factor in high water. Since the
18 rel ease or retention of water at Jenpeg is in fact
19 a deliberate decision made by Mnitoba Hydro.

20 | sostatic rebound really has nothing to do with

21 water levels. What then is the intent of Manitoba
22 Hydro in making it seem so?

23 For decades now, government has kept
24 lock step wth Manitoba Hydro. Governnent

25 per sonnel come and go, and because the technical
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1 details of regulation seemconplex, it has becone

2 standard practice to defer to Manitoba Hydro on
3 i ssues around Lake Wnnipeg Regulation. In this
4 day and age of greater transparency and

5 accountability, however, it has becone evident

6 that errors in judgnent are not uncommon, even at
7 high levels. As case after case in the nedia has
8 shown, the need for objective oversight is

9 becom ng increasingly clear. The striking recent
10 exanple is Premer Selinger's apology to the

11 Pim ci kamak Cree First Nation, acknow edgi ng for
12 the first time "the harns that have been done

13 t hrough Hydro devel opnent.” It was no doubt

14 difficult for Premer Selinger to concede error,
15 even though it was not his fault, and it was

16 heartening to witness this new candor and shift
17 toward accountability. It was no doubt even nore
18 difficult, however, for the people of Cross Lake
19 to west this adm ssion fromthe Government. To
20 par aphrase the words of a band spokesman, this
21 apol ogy cane as cold confort after 37 years of

22 repeat ed denial and dism ssal by both Manitoba
23 Hydro and successive Manitoba Governnments.

24 The true inpact of Lake W nni peg

25 Regul ation, so painfully obvious that we are
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1 rem nded of the Enperor's new clothes, will also

2 eventual ly becone a matter of record. \Whether

3 t hrough the governnment's own decision to take

4 things in hand, or through litigation or

5 investigative journalism The adm ssion of error
6 and harns done through Hydro devel opnent will then
7 al so be shown to apply to the people of the south
8 basin of Lake Wnni peg. Though site specifics

9 di ffer between north and south, the sane principle
10 applies.

11 It is not too late for governnment to
12 intercede and get on the right side of history.
13 Hard questions nust be asked, however, and an

14 inpartial environnmental inpact study is needed to
15 sort out the facts.

16 Nor shoul d Government accept that the
17 choice is between Manitoba Hydro's continuing on
18 its present course, or financial ruin and brown
19 outs. Lake Wnni peg Regul ati on was designed to
20 operate over a four-foot range of water |evels,
21 and if for some reason due to design problens,

22 extrene high water is required to keep Jenpeg

23 operating, new technol ogy should be used to make
24 Jenpeg nore efficient.

25 For exanple, if the forebay at Jenpeg
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1 was encl osed, which is nmuch nore doabl e than

2 dyking the entire south basin, water elevation at
3 i ntake could be nmaintained at any | evel by

4 el ectric punping stations. This would make Jenpeg
5 i ndependent of Lake W nni peg water |evels.

6 Jenpeg, which is a mnor facility, is the only

7 generating station that relies on high water on

8 Lake Wnnipeg. Since all other stations are

9 downstream at nuch | ower elevations, they are

10 unaf f ect ed whet her Lake W nni peg stands at 715 or

11 711.
12 One badly needed change to the licence
13 is a reduction in the | evel at which mandatory

14 water release takes effect, at the very least to
15 714. As Manitoba Hydro points out, this does not
16 mean that water |evels would never rise above 714,
17 but it would curtail the nunber of tines that the
18 715 benchmark is exceeded. It would nean that

19 Mani t oba Hydro woul d be required to start applying
20 the brakes well before running the stop sign.

21 Wth due regard for the effects of rel eases on

22 communi ties downstream it would also be in their
23 best interest that water is spilled gradually and
24  over time before crisis levels are reached.

25 In conclusion, it is in the best
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1 interests of all that the terns of this |licence

2 are carefully reviewed and revised to achieve a

3 much needed change and better outcones.

4 Thank you.

5 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, M. Gerrard.
6 That didn't even take 20 m nutes, you had five

7 mnutes left. Just a couple of -- can you provide

8 us with an electronic copy of your presentation?

9 MR. NELSON GERRARD: Yes, | have done
10 t hat .
11 THE CHAI RVMAN:  You have al ready.

12  Thank you very nuch.

13 | would Iike to thank you, you have
14  obviously put a lot of work into this presentation
15 and we appreciate that. Just -- you raised a

16 nunber of questions, but one | would like to

17 pursue a little bit right now, and it was al nost
18 at the end of your presentation, you stated that
19 Jenpeg is the only station that requires water to
20 be at 715 to keep running?

21 MR. NELSON CERRARD: Well, it doesn't
22 require that water be at 715. It was built to

23 operate between 711 and 715, and it is just the
24  tendency of Hydro spokesnen to indicate that high

25 | evel s are better, or are required in sone way,




Gimli Lake Winnipeg Regulation February 5, 2015

Page 27
1 that seens to indicate that there are problens.

2 Hydro engineers will tell you there are probl ens

3 wth shallow channels, |ack of head before the

4  water goes through the turbines, the horizontal

5 rushi ng turbines which are outdated, weeds and

6 ice, et cetera, that affect the flow, and so it is
7 better for themif they have higher water at

8 Jenpeg. But it is also a very mnor station, and
9 maybe it should just be decomm ssioned as it was
10 never intended as a hydro generating station in

11 the first place.

12 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Now, | think you al so
13 added to that that the stations, the big stations
14 on the I ower Nelson don't require Lake Wnnipeg to

15 be kept at 715. Is that what you said?

16 MR. NELSON CERRARD: They are at nuch
17 | oner el evations, so the water comi ng through, it
18 is going to proceed down the river unaffected by,

19 you know, how much is in Lake W nni peg.

20 THE CHAIRMAN:  So is it your view that
21 they woul d operate as efficiently if, for exanple,
22 Lake W nni peg was at 714 nmax?

23 MR. NELSON GERRARD: You know, |'m not
24  an engi neer, but common | ogic would indicate that

25 to be the case. | don't know why that woul dn't be
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1 the case.
2 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. | don't know
3 either, but I can tell you that we will pursue
4 that. It is an interesting question.
5 M5. SUEK: You nentioned a study in

6 1975 that says that there were going to be

7 consequences fromregul ati ng Lake Wnni peg. Can
8 you -- | didn't get the source of that study.

9 Whose study was that?

10 MR. NELSON GERRARD: It was the

11 Mani t oba Gover nnent conmi ssioned a study goi ng

12 into regulation that basically set out the plan
13 for regulation, and it was published in 1975.

14 M5. SUEK: It was a Manitoba

15 Gover nment study then?

16 MR. NELSON GERRARD: Yes.

17 M5. SUEK: Ckay. W probably have it
18 sonewhere then

19 THE CHAI RMAN:  Actually, it was a

20 Canada, Manitoba and Manitoba Hydro. It is the
21 Churchill -- Lake W nni peg/ Churchill/Nel son River
22 Study Board summary report, which was produced in
23 1975. It is actually a very good docunment. It
24 does include a nunber of -- it is probably the

25 cl osest that anybody got to an environnent al
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1 assessnent at that tine. Envi ronnment al assessnent

2 as a science was brand new, as a requirenment for
3 licensing, | don't know that it existed anywhere
4 in Canada at that tinme. But that report actually
5 did a pretty good environnental assessnment. And
6 you quoted a couple of their conclusions, the

7 setback or the loss of -- howdid they put it --
8 was going to nove inward about 75, |andward shift
9 inward up to 75 feet, and there were a coupl e of
10 other things in there that -- it was a good report
11 and we to have copies of it.

12 M5. SUEK: That's sonething that |

13 would like to read.

14 THE CHAIRVAN:.  We will get you a copy.
15 MR. YEE: Thank you, M. Cerrard. |
16 just have one point for clarification. | believe
17 it was your third point you nmentioned that the

18 Lake W nni peg Regul ation ignores site specific

19 conditions. | was wondering if you could just

20 el aborate on that a bit?

21 MR. NELSON GERRARD: Well, what | was
22 referring to was the particular situation of the
23 south basin as conpared to the wind elimnated

24  average for the entire lake. And nost of the

25 popul ation is in the south basin, and |'m not
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1 di sm ssing any on the north end, but this is the

2 area that is particularly affected, partially

3 because of geol ogy, because of the nature of the
4 shore materials and the shal |l owness of the | ake,
5 but al so because prevailing northwesterly w nds

6 keep the south end high nost of the tine, nuch

7 hi gher than the north end. And that has all kinds
8 of inplications, apart from sei che, which

9 mentioned is that slosh effect. But you get, an
10 actual reality in the south basin is very, very
11 different fromwhat has been indicated by w nd

12 elimnated levels. And that's the reality that
13 peopl e actually have to live with it. So it is
14 probl ematic at best to ignore that fact and sinply
15 stick to the theoretical, this is what the w nd
16 elimnated level is. It just doesn't reflect

17 reality for nost people.

18 And | can certainly testify to that,
19 you know, since 1985, and having had a | ot of

20 communi cation and participation in nmeetings with
21 Governnment and Hydro at a high level, and it was
22 just -- it is just a point which is under --

23 m srepresented or under represented or under

24  appreciated, | guess. And sonehow it needs to be

25 factored in because it is reality. And we don't




Gimli Lake Winnipeg Regulation February 5, 2015

Page 31
1 live in a, you know, in an ivory tower. W live

2 with the lake as it is, not as it is on paper.

3 MR. YEE: Thank you very rmuch.

4 MR. NELSON GERRARD: If | could just

5 add one thing with regard to the sumary report.

6 When the summary report was put on the table at a
7 hi gh |l evel neeting at the Manitoba Legi sl ature,

8 and the chief hydraulic engineer was asked --

9 everybody turned to himwhen this was read out,

10 these predictions. And there was an awkward

11 sil ence when the chief hydraulic engineer had to
12 answer that question. And his answer was very

13 sinple, it is an old study. But that's not really
14 an adequate answer. The study may be old, but the
15 science is really, you know, basically the sane.
16 And the principles are basically the sane. As |
17 sai d, you could quibble over the anobunt, you know,
18 specific details. But the general principle is,
19 you know, very obvi ous.

20 And the other point | nade about the
21 new norm it is particularly frightening. Because
22 if you live on Lake W nni peg, you keep getting

23 this message, get used to it. This sort of cane
24  through when the nud dykes that | referred to were

25 being thrown up in a panic, and tens of mllions
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1 of dollars were being thrown at that. They wanted

2 to build a five foot dyke through ny front yard,

3 which has never been flooded, | nean, in history,
4 if there was water there two or three tines in 100
5 years, | would be surprised. And now!|l was to

6 have a five foot dyke. The nessage sent out by

7 that is quite alarm ng and anybody wi th common

8 sense would flee the area and sell their property
9 and go build on West Hawk Lake, which seens to be
10 where a lot of people, Hydro officials have their
11 cottages. Thank you for your attention.

12 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, M. Gerrard.
13 | don't -- I"'mnot famliar with your reference to
14 the legislature, but in ny view the study board

15 report from'75 is not old science or an old

16 report, it is not old, it is a very valuable

17 report still today. And sone of the stuff we have
18 been reading in preparation for these hearings,

19 |"ve read studi es going back into the late '50s,
20 and they are very good and they are very rel evant
21 to what we are considering.

22 So thank you very nuch for the tine

23 you put into preparing this presentation and for
24 com ng out here today.

25 MR. NELSON GERRARD: | appreciate your
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1 attention, thank you.

2 THE CHAI RVMAN: Ckay. Those are the

3 only two people who are registered in advance of

4 today's neeting. So is there anybody else in the
5 roomwho would like to make a presentation? |If so
6 just wave your arms, stand up, conme forward?

7 Anybody who has any questions or coments, do the

8 sane. Well, we will go to M. Nelson
9 MR. NELSON: |'m here now.
10 THE CHAI RVAN:  Just state your nane,

11 pl ease, Bal dur.

12 MR. NELSON: Baldur Nelson, Gnmi,

13 Mani t oba resident. Just a question. | was -- |
14 have a nunber of inquiries into your Conm ssion as
15 to being forwarded to Manitoba Hydro. Those

16 guestions -- or at least | was told -- would all
17 be avail able on February 2nd. Wile it is only
18 two days past, | wonder if that is still their

19 tinetable?

20 THE CHAI RVAN: | believe so. And

21 believe, I"'mtold that they are posted on Hydro's
22  website.

23 MR. NELSON: | haven't been notified
24  as such.

25 THE CHAIRVAN:  Well, | think if you go
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1 to Hydro's Lake W nni peg Regul ati on website and

2 their responses to the questions, you may have to
3 go through it, because | don't know what order --
4 M5. JOHNSON: There is a link from our
5 website.

6 THE CHAI RVAN:  There is also a link

7 fromour website. | don't knowif they will be

8 separated into your questions or whether yours

9 wll be mxed up with hundreds of others.

10 MR. NELSON: It seens to nme up to date
11 that they're grouped by topic. Generally your

12 | ady, Carnen, e-mails nme when there is a new batch
13 of answers, and | haven't been notified yet. She
14 has been quite diligent in the past of keeping ne
15 aware of the goings on, to the point that she

16 offered ne to sit and do a presentation today,

17 which | had to disregard. And |I'm now on the

18 docket for March 18th, because | do not have

19 answers to those questions. Thank you.

20 THE CHAIRMAN: | think they have al

21 been done, and we actually have paper copi es here.
22 | nmean, you could look through it or you can go
23 online. But all of the questions that were

24  submtted have been answered by the deadline.

25 MR. NELSON: | will check on that.
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1 Thank you.

2 THE CHAI RMAN: Ckay. Thank you. Ross

3 Bai |l ey down at this end.

4 MR. ROSS BAILEY: Yes, thank you. W
5 nane is Ross Bailey. |I'mactually registered to
6 present this evening. |If it is nore convenient

7 for the panel, | can do that this afternoon. It

8 makes no difference to ne, but maybe you guys wl|l
9 get honme earlier if | do it this afternoon.

10 THE CHAI RVAN:  Wel |, sounds good to
11 them It doesn't nake nuch difference to ne

12 because |I'm staying in MKklavik tonight, but

13 others are driving back to Wnni peg. So we

14 welconme that, Ross, if you are prepared to cone
15 forward and do that.

16 MR. ROSS BAILEY: M nane is Ross

17 Bailey, | grewup in Gmi. As a matter of fact,
18 nore than 50 years ago | was Terry Sargeant's

19 not her's paper boy, but | don't think that puts ne

20 in any better standing than anybody el se.
21 | grewup in Gnmi and | have owned
22 | akefront property since 1975, and | have |ived on

23 t he | akeshore since 1985. 1In addition, | sold
24 real estate in the Gmi area for 15 years. | was

25 a nmenber of the Lake W nni peg shoreline advisory
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1 group, and | currently serve on the Province of

2 Mani t oba shoreline erosion technical commttee.

3 The data referred to in this

4 presentation was obtained fromthe Manitoba Hydro
5 website.

6 The purpose of ny presentation is not
7 to report on the effects of |ake |evels on ny

8 property, it is to |lend awareness of a much

9 greater issue, a crime | believe against nature
10 and the environnent, one that if we are not to

11 beconme part of the solution, we will all continue
12 to be part of the problem The issue is the |oss
13 of the beaches al ong the shores of Lake W nni peg.
14 When Manitoba Hydro applied for a

15 tenporary operating licence to regul ate Lake

16 Wnnipeg water levels, the licence was granted on
17 t he basis of several assunptions, including, but
18 not limted to, operating range between 711 and
19 715 feet above sea level. And that was determ ned
20 to be in the best interests of all parties.

21 A 50 per cent increase in the outfl ow
22 woul d protect property owners fromextrene high
23 water levels. A lowend of 711 would still ensure
24 a consistent supply of water to generate

25 hydroel ectricity. |In theory, this proposal
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1 appeared to satisfy nost of the users and quite
2 obviously it satisfied the granters of the
3 licence. In practice, however, there are flaws in
4 this nodel, and an analysis of the data that has
5 been col l ected during the years of regul ati on now
6 allow us to nodify the nodel to correct these
7  flaws.
8 At the upper level of 715 feet --
9 these are all above sea level, we just take that
10 as understood -- Mnitoba Hydro has shown an
11 inability to control the | ake | evel as evidenced
12 by the many occurrences of sustained | ake | evels
13 above 716 feet, and even 717 feet, including the
14 summer of 2014, this past sumrer. As an observer,
15 it was at 717 for quite a period of tine.
16 The upper range data does sonewhat
17 mrror the pre-regulation in that from 1930 to
18 1975, the 715 level was exceeded in nine different
19 years. And from 1975 to 2014, it was al so
20 exceeded in nine different years. Were the node
21 tends to fail nore greatly is at the |lower end of
22 regul ation. From 1975 to 2014, the | ake fel
23 bel ow 712 only four tinmes, or ten per cent of the
24 tinme, and was never below 711. From 1930 unti l
25 1975, the lake fell below 712, 12 different years,




Gimli Lake Winnipeg Regulation February 5, 2015

Page 38
1 that's 12 conpared to four after regulation, or 38

2 per cent of the tine. And it actually fell bel ow
3 711 six times, six years.

4 The greatest |osers due to this

5 reduction in years of |ow water are the narshes

6 and the beaches surroundi ng the south basin of

7 Lake Wnnipeg. Both require periods of |ow water
8 to rebuild their ecosystens. The beaches are not
9 a static entity, they are dynam c and, therefore,
10 ever changing. W are extrenely fortunate to have
11 a huge volunme of sand under the water along the

12 shorelines of Lake Wnnipeg. This sand cones

13 ashore during the stormevents, that's howit gets
14 there. Wen the stormevents take place during

15 periods of high water, we have all w tnessed the
16 subsequent erosion and the shoreline destruction.
17 Thi s has al ways been a fact al ong the shoreline.
18 But in years past when a stormevent took place

19 during periods of |low water, 711, 712, the beaches
20 were rebuilt. This no |onger happens, as

21 witnessed by the pernmanent |oss of nmany of our

22 beaches. By nmy count, in the RMof Gnli the 22
23 or 23 mles of beach that used to exist, it was

24 continuous beach in the RMof G nmi except where

25 there are marshes, it has been reduced to | ess
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1 than half by a conbination of the effects of

2 erosion protection and the inability of the | ake
3 to rebuild beaches during periods of |ow water.

4 I"mnost famliar wwth RMof Gmi, but simlar
5 results will be found everywhere in the south

6 Dbasin of the |ake.

7 The val ue of the beaches can not be

8 understated. They have been there for thousands
9 of years and they should not be | ost forever due
10 to the m sguided actions of two or three

11 generations of us.

12 Anot her factor that may or may not

13 have been originally contenplated in the

14 regulation nodel is climte. Wather events cause
15 the actions along the shoreline of Lake W nni peg,
16 and current recognition of climte change and its
17 effect nust be taken into consideration when

18 devising a new nodel. It is worth noting that of
19 the 12 maxi mum wi nd setup events, which |I'msure
20 you are famliar wth, those are the events that
21 cause the nost damage al ong the | ake, of the 12
22 maxi mum ones, only one took place between 1945 and
23 1992, that was in 1956. And five have occurred
24 since 1992. | believe that was probably not

25 contenplated in this nodel, but we had five of the
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1 12 biggest wind setups since 1992.

2 In ny opinion, the solution to help

3 reduce the negative effects of regulation is to

4 reset the upper limt of the licence to 714 feet

5 above sea level. As the lower limt has never

6 been reached since regul ati on began, there should
7 be no threat to Manitoba Hydro's ability to

8 continue to generate a consistent supply of

9 el ectricity to the people of Manitoba. Even if

10 the 711 level is reached, I'msure that a prudent
11 applicant would have built in a cushion to protect
12 their interests.

13 | do not know at what | ake |evel the
14 ability to produce maxi numelectricity is

15 conprom sed. That figure has never been given by
16 Mani t oba Hydro, it is obviously sonmewhere bel ow
17 711 -- but it nust be somewhere below 711. Once
18 the upper Iimt is reached, in this case 714, then
19 it is sinply a matter of water in, water out, as
20 it is today. And one could expect a recurrence of
21 the past data but at a | evel one foot |lower. So
22 take the last 30 or 40 or 50 years of data, or the
23 data since regulation, you could then assune that
24  the same things would occur but at a one foot

25 | ower level. This would provide a cushion at the
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1 high end to help mtigate erosion damage, and it

2 would provide nore years of 711 to 712 levels to

3 hel p re-nourish the beaches and the marshes.

4 We must not squander this opportunity
5 to adjust the nodel of Lake W nni peg Regulation to
6 best suit the needs of all Manitobans and preserve
7 a resource that should be continued to be enjoyed
8 by future generations long after all of us are

9 gone. Thank you.

10 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, Ross. You
11 mentioned clinmate change, and we've heard over the
12 | ast few weeks, and in our preparations over the
13 | ast few nonths, we have heard that there is a | ot
14 nore water coming into the |ake than there was

15 before, through particularly the Wnni peg and

16 Assiniboine, later Red River. Well, actually, the

17 Red River fromNorth Dakota as well. |Is there --
18 | mean, | don't know, but could Hydro spill nore
19 than they are spilling now and bring the | ake

20 | evel down?

21 MR ROSS BAILEY: To get to 714, you

22 can get to any level you want if you | eave the
23 gates open until you get to that |evel.
24 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Wel |, there have been a

25 coupl e of periods in recent years where they have
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1 had t he gates open for about two years non-stop.

2 MR. ROSS BAILEY: Until they got down
3 to 715. Keep themopen until they get to 714,

4 that's your new level and it is water in, water

5 out. A big part of the clinmate issue, if you are
6 getting into climate change, is there is nore

7 vi ol ent weather, | think everyone around the gl obe
8 wll agree, and the violent weather we get on Lake
9 W nni peg are wind storms. And the wind storns

10 provide the two and three and three and a hal f

11 foot setups that |ead to higher levels of 719, 720
12 at this end of the | ake and cause the damage.

13 Five out of the 12 | argest have been in the | ast
14 20 years.

15 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you for that.

16 Anybody have any questions?

17 MR. HARDEN: Just one clarification

18 here. Wen you tal king about formally with 22 to

19 25, was that kilometres or mles of beach?

20 MR. ROSS BAILEY: Mles, I'"'man old
21 guy.

22 THE CHAIRVAN:  Me too. |'meven ol der
23 than you, | know that. Thank you again, Ross.

24 Anybody el se have anything they w sh

25 to add? Yes, sir, cone forward.
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1 MR, HUNT: H there, nmy nane is Laurie

2 Hunt, deputy mayor of the RM of St. Andrews.

3 Adding to a couple of things that

4 M. Bailey said in regards to Netley marsh. This

5 is where we have problens, in St. Andrews it

6 exceeds further than Lake Wnnipeg into Netley

7 Creek area. It goes on to say that the wi nd setup

8 effects, the worst one probably we had was 2010,

9 QOct ober, which was el ection day in the Province of
10 Mani toba. The new G nmli Council at that tinme had
11 to be sworn in the next norning and do all kinds
12 of renmedi ation. That night we had over a thousand
13 peopl e evacuated along Netley Creek area due to
14 that w nd setup.

15 The other thing is, Netley Marsh, as
16 it is now, is hardly there anynore. The centre

17 channel is probably four tines as wide as it once
18 was. The west channel and Sal anonia channel are
19 basically non-existent, if you go back and | ook at
20 the maps from 1976 onwards. So this is caused to
21 the seiche effect that was nentioned. The |evel
22 of Netley Creek that evening in Cctober was 722,
23 because it overflowed the dykes that were built in
24 '05 and '06 fromthe province of 721.

25 | also sit on the board of Red R ver
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1 Basin, so this has been docunented al so through

2 Netl ey Marsh, and we know it is a filter, you

3 know, fromthe Red River, we all know what cones

4 down river. There was a mcro conference here for
5 Red River Basin put on in 2013, and the

6 gentl eman's nane was Robert Sanford, and he is an

7 expert now on weat her changes, and | believe

8 hi nsel f and the Red River Basin wll be submtting
9 a report to this al so.

10 That's all | have, thank you.

11 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Thank you, M. Hunt, we
12 were in Selkirk yesterday, and we were in

13 Br okenhead and Grand Marais the day before, or

14 earlier this week, and we heard a | ot about

15 Net | ey/ Li bau marsh in all of those conmmunities.

16 And we have al so heard from ot hers about

17 Net | ey/ Li bau marsh, so we are pretty aware of the

18 probl ens there, and they are significant.

19 MR. HUNT: Thank you.

20 THE CHAI RVAN:  Anybody el se have --

21 yes, sir?

22 MR. LOARY: Hi, ny nanme is Gordon

23 Lowy, | live in the Village of Dunnottar. | have
24 been on the lake ny entire life since 1952, in and

25 around W nni peg Beach and Dunnottar at that tinmne.
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1 | just want to table sonething, and

2 I|"msure it has been discussed in other neetings,
3 but I just want to nmake sure it gets | ooked at.

4 It is nore from you know, the title of this group
5 is Cean Environnent Comm ssion hearings, so |'m
6 thinking nore about the |ake's health when | bring
7 this up. | think there should be sonething, and

8 you are going to put recommendations forth, and

9 |'ve heard different discussions on it, and |'m
10 tal ki ng about the causeway goi ng over to Hecl a.

11 There is a nove afloat that it should be taken out
12 to inprove -- not the outflows of the lake, |I'm
13 not | ooking at, |I'm|looking at renoving sone of

14 the nitrogen in the lake to elimnate sone of the
15 i ssues caused by that. And | believe this

16 commttee should table that. And it may not be

17 Hydro's responsibility -- |I'mnot saying whose

18 responsibility it is to renove it, but it is

19 sonet hi ng that should be investigated once and for
20 all to see if that would affect the flushing of
21 our | ake. Because Hydro clains, | believe in that
22 report, that the dans don't stop the flushing of
23 the lake. But it has been said that causeway may
24 slow it down at Hecla. Thank you.

25

THE CHAI RVAN: ' mnot sure that we
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1 have heard nuch about the Hecla causeway during

2 t hese hearings, but we have heard about those

3 specific concerns in previous hearings that we

4 have conducted. That is beyond the scope of our

5 responsibility. Qur terns of reference don't cone
6 anywhere near that. But the health of the water

7 inthe lake is a matter of, well, it is a matter

8 of significant concern to all Mnitobans. W have
9 commented on it in past reports, particularly on
10 reports about City of Wnni peg sewage treatnent

11 and the nitrogen phosphorous issue -- and that

12 i ssue, and specific things |ike the causeway to

13 Hecla certainly need a |ot further investigation,
14 but it is beyond the scope of this round of

15 hearings. But thanks for making the comment.

16 Anybody el se wish to have a say? Yes,
17 sir, please cone forward, or you can sit there and
18 we can take the mc there.

19 MR. MATECHUK: My nane is Brent

20 Mat echuk, 1'ma flight engineer by training and a
21 comercial fishermen by preference. | have |ived
22 on the | ake now forever. And | appreciate what

23 everybody has been sayi ng here about the high

24  water levels, but nobody has nentioned the

25 current.
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1 The currents are set up by atnospheric

2 pressures because the basins are unequal size and
3 300 mles apart. So what you get is a

4 differential in the atnospherics, constantly,

5 bet ween the south basin and the north basin.

6 Because of this you have a constant current going
7 back and forth through the Hecla channel. That

8 Hecl a channel nowis -- at one tinme you could wal k
9 across fromBlack Island to the mainland on the
10 east side with no problemat all in the m ddle of
11 winter. But | challenge any of our commttee in
12 front of me nowto do it now Because there is
13 virtually very little ice there because of the

14 currents. Nobody can go there with a snowobil e,
15 nobody can even dare to set foot on that channel
16 bet ween Bl ack and east si de.

17 So what we have here nowis let's do
18 some mat hematics here for a mnute. A cubic netre
19 of water weighs 2,200 pounds. It is about the

20 sanme size as your kitchen stove. Now, that water
21 can nove fromthe north basin to the south basin
22 in less than 12 hours, raising the water level in
23 the south basin as nuch as eight feet. You don't
24  even need any wind, all you need is the

25 differential pressure between the north and south
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1 basin. So the atnospherics have a ot to do with

2 what we have here, is shoreline erosion. The

3 shoreline is being eroded by the constant novenent
4 of currents. The currents used to have a

5 mtigating factor, because the channel was a | ot
6 wder prior to 1969. The channel used to be

7 7 mles wider on the west side of Hecla. But as
8 soon as the causeway went in, they provided no

9 outlet for that water. So what you have is what |
10 call a Venturi effect, the sanme thing as what you
11 would do if you put your finger over the end of a
12 garden hose. The water cones through the Hecla
13 channel there at such a rapid rate that -- and a
14 constant rate, it is not just a rapid rate, it is
15 constant rate, it nmoves back and forth constantly
16 wth the changing in atnospherics.

17 In case you don't realize it, the

18 at nosphere wei ghs 14.7 pounds per square inch at
19 standard at nosphere. Standard atnosphere is a

20 fignment of inmagination because there is no such
21 thing in the real world, what happens is that it
22 changes constantly. So the differential pressure
23 bet ween north and south basin causes this current
24 to erode constantly. And the nore water you have

25 in the north basin, the nobre the current becones a
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1 problem And that's why you are getting -- you

2 are not only getting the high water |evels, you

3 are getting the constant action of the currents

4 erodi ng our sand beaches and our -- our sand

5 beaches and our swanp areas.

6 Now, swanp areas are what cleanses the
7 wat er, and so does the sand, but they have been

8 virtually elimnated because of that Hecla

9 causeway. The Hecla causeway, what it has done,
10 it used to mtigate the current com ng through

11 t hat Hecl a channel, because the current used to go
12 around the south basin, up the west side, past

13 Hecl a on the west side and elimnate the total

14 effect of the current. But it is not happening

15 anynore because they bl ocked it off conpletely.

16 They should have built a bridge there in 1969, but
17 they didn't do it because of exponential costs, |
18 i magi ne. But they did that on Lake Manitoba and
19 it probably saved their bacon.

20 THE CHAI RMAN:  Where did they do it on

21 Lake Manitoba?

22 MR. MATECHUK: Right at the narrows.
23 THE CHAI RVAN:  Yes.
24 MR. MATECHUK: Let's see -- what we

25 need is a study of the current effect on Lake
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1 Wnnipeg in order to mtigate the pollution, the

2 al gae bl oons, and all of that, so Lake W nni peg
3 has a chance to recover fromthis pollution that's
4 com ng dowmn the Red River and all of the other

5 rivers that connect into it.

6 You used to be able to do that, you
7 used to be able to drink water out of the south
8 basin, right out of the lake. As a matter of

9 fact, when | started fishing | was able to do

10 that. | wouldn't want to try it now

11 So, | think that's what is m ssing

12 here, is conprehensive study on the effects of

13 current on Lake W nni peg.

14 Pardon nme while | pause and think for
15 a mnute. | should have witten this down but |
16 hate writing.

17 THE CHAI RVMAN:  That's okay.

18 MR. MATECHUK: Because of the high
19 water levels on the north basin, and if they go
20 through with this damon the north basin, this
21 supposedl y necessary damthat we are supposed to
22 be getting, which as far as | can see doesn't

23 benefit anybody in Manitoba, what is going to

24 happen is that it is going to increase the size of

25 the north basin, double -- or not -- | can't quote
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1 to see exactly what will happen as far as the

2 currents are concerned, but | guarantee you they

3 wll be alot stronger if this newdamis built,

4 because there is going to be that nuch nore area

5 for the air pressure, atnospherics, to work on the
6 north basin to nove that water southward. And it
7 will all go through that Hecla channel, which by

8 all stretches of the inmagination should have never
9 been sealed off with a causeway. Ri ght now,

10 according to sone of the people that |'ve talked
11 to, there is small mni islands being built in the
12 m ddl e of the | ake because all that extra soi

13 that's been washed away is starting to build up in
14 the mddle of the south basin, because there is no
15 way for it to nove towards shore, because of the
16 way the current cones around the south basin. |
17 wi sh you people had a map here so | could actually
18 poi nt out to you what actually happens here.

19 Because it is a whole schematic of how a current
20 actually operates. And wthout a map, it is

21 really difficult to showit. But if you can use
22 your imagination putting your finger over the

23 garden hose, that's basically what that extra

24  channel has done.

25 Anyway, that's about all | have got to
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1 say. | can't think of anynore right now.

2 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you

3 M. Matechuk. Thank you very mnuch.

4 Yes, sir. You can just pass himthe
5 mc
6 MR. LOARY: Back to ny statenment then

7 so with what he articul ated about the current

8 cause and the erosion, wuldn't the causeway cone
9 under your authority?

10 THE CHAI RVMAN:  No. Again, it doesn't
11 come under our authority -- let ne just finish --
12 unless it can be denonstrated that it is caused by
13 or related to Lake Wnni peg Regul ation. What we
14 do do is that we will report on everything that we
15 have heard, even if it is outside of our ternms of
16 reference. W will note in our report that we

17 heard this.

18 W typically make two ki nds of

19 recomrendati ons. We will make reconmendati ons

20 that are clearly under our terns of reference and
21 clearly relate to the licence in question. But we
22 al so make what we call non-1licensing

23 recommendations. And in recent years the Mnister
24 has tended to accept our non-licensing

25 recommendati ons, and sonme of themare quite
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1 significant. And they are being inplenented. So
2 it is possible, but | can't guarantee you today
3 that that will be the result of our deliberations,

4 but it is possible that we will nake sone general
5 kind of -- we will probably make sone ki nd of

6 recommendati on, non-licensing recomendati on about
7 t he whol e state of Lake Wnni peg. And under that
8 we will know note that these issues have been

9 identified to us and shoul d be further

10 investigated. And it is possible, wthout

11 guar ant eei ng, that the Hecla causeway will be

12 identified as sonething that needs or requires

13 further study. So, while it is not under our

14 terms of reference, we have heard you and we w ||
15 note that.

16 MR. MATECHUK: There is one statistic
17 that | neglected to nmention. The water |evel on
18 Lake W nni peg on the south basin can go up as nuch
19 as eight feet overnight, in 12 hours. To get that
20 anount of water out of the north basin into the
21 south basin requires a differential, a
22 differential pressure of only two or three pounds
23 in the atnospherics. 12 hours, so you can inagine
24 100, 000 stoves going through the Hecla channel

25 weighing 2,200 pounds, com ng through that channel
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1 constantly for 12 hours. And then what happens is
2 that the water |evel stays here until that

3 at nospheri c pressure dissipates, which could be as
4 much as three or four days. So what you have here
5 is, if you put Mount Everest in the mddle of the
6 sout h basin, 2,200 pounds tinmes several hundred

7 t housand cubic netres of water hitting it would

8 probably reduce it to an ant hill. So just bear

9 that in mnd. Thank you.

10 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you again

11 Anybody el se have sonething? Yes, M. Hunt?

12 MR. HUNT: | just have a coupl e of

13 gquestions. |If the Mnister requested this review
14 to be done in 2011, how cone it has taken four

15 years to get this off the ground, | guess, and

16 wll it take another four years to get the report
17 back fromthis?

18 THE CHAI RVAN:  Well, to your fina

19 guestion, no, it won't take another four years.
20 What happened was this was referred to us in 2011
21 as | noted and you have just noted. W started,
22 we actually struck a different panel at that tinme,
23 we started work on this, and then Manitoba Hydro
24  applied for a licence for Bipole IIl, and they
25 asked that that have priority over Lake W nni peg
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1 Regul ati on. The C ean Environnment Conmission is a

2 very small operation, there are only three

3 full-time staff. The other people on the panel

4 wth nme are part-tiners. W don't have any

5 expertise, you know, technical, scientific

6 expertise on permanent staff. W have to hire

7 t hem depending on the project that we are | ooking

8 at. So we can only really do one major study at a

9 time.
10 And when Bipole Il bunped Lake
11 W nni peg Regul ation, we finished Bipole Ill, and

12 we started turning our mnds very briefly to Lake
13 W nni peg Regul ati on again. Keeyask cane al ong.
14  Again, Hydro asked that take priority over this.

15 So that's what happened.

16 So we started this in the fall of
17 2011. By late fall, | think it was Novenber of
18 2011, we got Bipole Ill. That took us through

19 until early 2013, | think. Then we turned to

20 Keeyask, which we concluded in spring of 2014.

21 Then we turned to this last June or July, and here
22 we are. So that's what happened in those four

23 years.

24 MR. HUNT: COkay. Then | believe in

25 the paper it said that this licence will be good
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1 until 20267
2 THE CHAI RVAN:  That's correct.
3 MR. HUNT: Then it will be required to

4 do the sanme hearings again?

5 THE CHAI RVAN:  Well, there will be a
6 different -- the hearings | suspect will be of a
7 different nature. | can't predict the future,

8 obviously. But this licence, a Water Power Act

9 licence is good for 50 years. The start date for
10 this licence was 1976. Hydro operated, or has

11 operated under an interimlicence since that tine.
12 They' ve asked for a final licence. Actually,

13 under the Act, they are entitled to a final

14 Iicence al nost w thout asking any questions. But
15 because the M nister knew that there was a | ot of
16 concern around Lake Wnnipeg and in the north

17 about this, rather than just give themthe

18 automatic |licence, he asked us to ook into it and
19 conduct this review

20 They will be required to apply for a
21 new | icence to start in 2026. So they w ||

22 probably do that around about 2020, 2021. So five
23 or six years fromnow, Hydro will be back applying
24 for a licence, and one would presune that there

25 will be a simlar reviewto this. | hope to be
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1 retired by then.

2 MR HUNT: M too.

3 THE CHAI RVAN:  Anybody el se have any
4 coments? Questions? M. Cerrard?

5 MR. NELSON GERRARD: | just have one
6 short question. | was under the understanding

7 that the application for pernmanent |icence

8 automatically triggered an environnental inpact

9 study, or required an inpact study. |Is that not
10 the case?

11 THE CHAIRMAN: | don't believe so

12 under the Water Power Act. |If it were under the
13 Environnent Act, yes, but this isn't an

14  Environment Act licence, this is a Water Power Act
15 i cence.

16 | would think given -- the Water Power
17 Act is quite old, it is probably safe to say that
18 it is old thinking that underlines it. | would
19 guess that when tinme cones that Hydro applies for
20 a new licence, that new thinking wll apply and
21 they will be asked to do an environment al

22 assessnment of sonme sort prior to a review of the
23 Iicence application.

24 MR. NELSON GERRARD: Thank you.

25 THE CHAI RVAN:  Anyone el se? Now
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1 let's -- we will take a break for a few m nutes.

2 Hydro has told us that they are going to be here

3 about 3:00. |If they do show up, they can put up

4 their panels and we can have the introductory

5 session from Manitoba Hydro that explains howthis
6 operation works, and that may generate sone nore

7 guestions and comments. Let's take a break for

8 about ten m nutes.

9 (Hearing recessed at 2:55 and

10 reconvened at 3:10)

11 THE CHAIRVAN: | think we will

12 reconvene. As you can see, Manitoba Hydro has

13 their panels up. Dale Hutchison is with Mnitoba
14 Hydro and will make a presentation based on these
15 panel s, and explaining a bit how Lake W nni peg

16 Regul ati on operates and sone of its effects.

17 Dal e?

18 MR. HUTCH SON:  Thank you, Terry.

19 Everyone can hear?
20 First off, | apologize for arriving a
21 little late. My bad. M last tinme in this room
22 on or this floor, |I had a really good tine at a
23 wedding, so I'msure today will be simlar.
24 | have been working with Manitoba
25 Hydro for 15 years to understand our inpacts on
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1 t he wat erways and on the people that we share them

2 wth., Today I will go through a presentation that
3 wll cover the Manitoba Hydro system Lake

4 W nni peg and Lake W nni peg Regul ati on.

5 So, to start off with, the Manitoba

6 Hydro system a huge area fromthe west to the

7 Rocky Mountains, east to the shores of Lake

8 Superior, and down south into the Red River Valley
9 of the United States flows into Lake W nni peg.

10 And the shape of this land, like a mllion square
11 kil ometre bowl, is what makes hydroel ectric

12 devel opnent possible on a |large scale in Mnitoba.
13 W have got 15 generating stations

14 that take advantage of the water flow ng through
15 the province. These are shown on this map by the
16 Dblue dots. And the size of the dots, small

17 medi um and | arge, shows how nmuch each generati ng
18 station can produce, how nuch electricity.

19 So we have got six snmall stations on
20 the Wnnipeg River. On the Saskatchewan Ri ver we
21 have got a nedium sized station at Grand Rapi ds.
22 Now, the Nelson River flows north of
23 Lake Wnni peg into Hudson Bay. W have got a
24 small generating station on the west branch of the

25 Nel son Ri ver. North of the Nelson is the
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1 Churchill River. It also flows into Hudson Bay.

2 Now, rather than buil ding generating stations on
3 this far northern river, instead its waters were
4 diverted into the Nel son through what is called

5 the Churchill River Diversion, and they are

6 diverted into Split Lake. Wiskwatimis the newest
7 generating station and it is along this Churchill
8 Ri ver Diversion route.

9 Now, the hydroel ectric advantage of

10 Churchill River Diversion is that fromSplit Lake
11 downstreamto the Hudson Bay, the Nel son has the
12 benefit of two rivers. And it is on this stretch
13 of river that we have got our | argest generating
14 stations, as you can see by the | arge blue dots,
15 Kettle, Long Spruce and Li nestone. These three
16 stations al one produce 70 per cent of electricity
17 in Manitoba. Keeyask is a nediumsized station
18 and it is currently being built on this stretch of
19 river downstreamof Split |ake. To nove the

20 electricity fromthese northern stations to the
21 south, there are two high voltage Bipole IIIl |ines
22 that run 1000 kilometres fromGIllamto a

23 converter station near Wnnipeg. There is also a
24 third Bipole Ill line that's currently being

25 constructed that you may have heard of. Fromthe
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1 converter station near Wnnipeg, electricity is

2 sent over 100,000 kilometres of distribution |ines
3 to homes and busi nesses throughout WManitoba.

4 We al so produce electricity using

5 natural gas at generating stations in Selkirk and
6 Brandon. |In an energency, we can use coal to

7 produce electricity at the station in Brandon.

8 And we don't own them but we purchase electricity
9 fromtwo wind farns, one at St. Leon and one at
10 St. Joseph. You have probably seen the windmlls

11 if you have been going south. So all together,
12 t he Manitoba Hydro system uses water to produce
13 over 95 per cent of the electricity nade.

14 Now | will talk about Lake W nni peg.
15 This is the tenth largest freshwater | ake in the
16 world. It's Manitoba's great |ake. As you can
17 see, over a dozen rivers flowinto the |ake, yet
18 there is only one natural outflow, the Nelson

19 River. This nakes it easy for the |ake to fl ood.
20 The nouth of the Nelson is quite wide but it is
21 very shallow. So in the winter ice can block the
22  flow of water out of the |ake which causes the
23 | ake to flood. And historically flooding has

24 caused problens for people around the | ake for a

25 long tine, to the point where highways have been
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1 cl osed, farmers have been unable to get their

2 crops in or out, and homes and cottages have been
3 damaged.

4 Thi s next banner shows W nni peg Free
5 Press headl i nes and phot ographs of recent flooding
6 events. Years |like 1927, 1950, 1954, 1955, 1966,
7 1968, 1969, 1970. This recurrent flooding put a
8 | ot of pressure on governnent to do sonething

9 about it. At the sane time, the demand for

10 electricity was growing in the province. So in
11 1970, the Prem er of Manitoba announced plans to
12 proceed with Lake W nni peg Regulation for flood
13 control on Lake W nni peg, and power production on

14 t he Nel son Ri ver.

15 Bef ore we could build Lake W nni peg
16 Regul ation, and actually I wll call it LWR
17 because | will be saying it quite a few tines,

18 before we could build LWR first we needed a

19 licence fromthe Province. This is simlar to if
20 you are going to build a house, you get a building
21 permt first. This licence is called an interim
22 licence, and to get it we had to provide

23 i nformati on on what we were planning to build and
24 the effect it would have on water |evels and

25 flows. |In 1970, the Province granted us an
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1 interimlicence which gave us the approval to

2 build LMWR, along with rules about how it could be
3 oper at ed.

4 And there were three types of rules.
5 The first type were operating ranges for Lake

6 Wnnipeg and sonme of the downstream | akes. For

7 i nstance, on Lake W nni peg between el evations 711
8 and 715, Manitoba Hydro can deci de how nmuch water
9 to flow through Jenpeg in order to neet

10 el ectricity demands. Above el evation 715, we are
11 required to let as nmuch water as possible out of
12 the lake, this is called maxi num di scharge. And
13 bel ow el evation 711, the Mnister of Conservation
14 and Water Stewardship tells us how nuch water to
15 | et out of the | ake.

16 The second type of rule was that we
17 had to have a m nimum fl ow of water out of the

18 lake all of the tine. And the third rule is that
19 we couldn't change the rate of flow of water at
20 Jenpeg too fast.

21 So, we agreed with these rules and

22 built LWR by 1976. So, LWR, what it involved was
23 bui l di ng a second outfl ow out of the |ake shown by
24 this squiggly line here, along with two other

25 channel s shown by these other two squiggly lines.
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1 These three channels allow nore water to fl ow out

2 of Lake Wnni peg. Now, these channels al one would
3 drain the lake, so it was necessary to build a

4 control structure at Jenpeg on the west channel of
5 the Nelson River.

6 Peopl e have different ideas about how
7 LWR affects the water | evel on Lake W nni peg.

8 Some people think that we keep the water |evel

9 hi gher all of the tine, others think we keep it

10 | ower. The Federal Government has been nonitoring
11  water |evels on Lake Wnnipeg for 100 years. And
12 what this water |evel data shows us is that Lake
13 W nni peg is behaving now just like it always did.
14 In the spring and summer, the |ake |evel rises,

15 and through the fall and winter the | ake | evel

16 falls. If there is a drought in the watershed,

17 the water level gets lower. |If there is a flood,
18 the water |evel gets higher. However, since 1976
19 when LWR was built, there has been one very

20 noti ceabl e change. And | amafraid | will have to

21 use a graph to show what that change is, because

22 it isreally the only way to show changes in water
23 | evel s over tinme.
24 So this graph shows how LWR has

25 reduced flooding in Lake Wnnipeg. One side of
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1 t he graph has water el evation above sea | evel, and

2 the bottom of the graph has the 40 years since

3 1977, the first full year that LMR was in

4 operation, up until today. The blue line is the
5 actual with LWR water elevation, and the red |line
6 is what the water |evel would be if LWR did not

7 exi st.

8 Now, you have probably noticed that

9 the last ten years or so have been very wet with a
10 ot of water flowing into the Lake W nni peg and
11 down the Nelson River. What this graph shows is
12 that in flood years |like 1997, you see it here,
13 2005, 2011 and 2014, the | ake |evel would have

14  been two feet higher and the floodi ng would have
15 | asted nuch longer if LWR did not exist. So this
16 information is denonstrating that LMR i s neeting
17 its goal of providing flood relief on Lake

18 W nni peg.

19 Now, downstream of Lake Wnnipeg is a
20 different matter. 20,000 people live along the
21 Nel son River. Land and water are extrenely
22 inportant to their identity and livelihoods. Al
23 Mani t obans benefit by having reliable | ow cost
24 el ectricity, and people around Lake W nni peg have

25 benefited by the flood relief provided by LWR
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1 However, people downstream have suffered, there

2 has been nore water flow out of the |ake during

3 the winter and during times of flood, and this

4 additional water has caused theminpacts. In

5 natural conditions, |ake levels and river flows

6 gradual |y decrease over winter. Wth LWR water

7 flows through in the winter are higher, up to 50
8 per cent higher than they woul d have been w t hout
9 LWR.  This water causes inpacts to the waterways,
10 like the ice conditions on the waterways which can
11 make travel nore dangerous. Also, it negatively
12 affects aquatic aninmals |ike beaver, m nk, nuskrat
13 and otter.

14 During the summer nonths, any tinme the
15 el evation of Lake Wnni peg gets close to or above
16 el evation 715, Jenpeg goes to maxi num di schar ge,
17 sending a surge of water down the Nel son River

18 This causes water |evel fluctuations on the river
19 and on the | akes downstream

20 Utimately, this change in water flow
21 fromLWR has affected the cultural, conmerci al

22 recreational and spiritual pursuits of people

23 Iiving downstream of Lake W nni peg.

24 Working together, in Cree this is

25 called witatosketowin, with the people who live
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1 and work al ong the Nel son River. Manitoba Hydro

2 is working to address these inpacts of LWR through
3 agreenents and ot her arrangenents with all First

4  Nations and comunities on the Nel son River,

5 t hrough projects |ike the Cross Lake Wir, and

6 t hrough progranms for resource harvesting, access

7 and navi gation, archaeol ogy and heritage

8 resources, and recreation, as shown by the photos
9 on this banner.

10 That's ny presentation. | hope you

11 have -- well, | think you have already had a bit
12 of a neeting with the Comm ssion. | hope this

13 information was useful and I will be around after
14 the neeting to answer any questions.

15 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, Dale. Yes,
16 if you have questions of him M. Nelson?

17 MR. NELSON: Where have you heard ny
18 name bef ore?

19 MR, HUTCH SON. Well, you have
20 comuni cated with the departnent, so | have
21 been -- | think I have actually provided you, or
22 have provided you with information.
23 MR NELSON: That's correct.
24 MR HUTCH SON: It went back a few
25 years.
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1 MR. NELSON: Because we are in a

2 public forum here, you nentioned a couple of

3 different things here in no particul ar order.

4 What does maxi mum di scharge really
5 nean? It seens to ne that -- and in
6 comuni cations with Manitoba Hydro -- that it can

7 nmean a nunber or a varied, very different

8 responses fromyou. For exanple, maxi nmum

9 di scharge, is that regul ated by the anmount of

10 water that can be sent downstreamor, in fact,

11 does it nean the anmobunt of water that will go

12 through the spillway, or the anpbunt of water that
13 will go through the turbines, or a conbination of
14 all of those things?

15 MR. HUTCHI SON. | appreciate that

16 maxi mum di scharge i s quite confusing because there
17 isn't a single nunber. Maxi nmum di scharges vari es
18 depending on a nunber of factors. These are the
19 | evel of the | ake, whether there is ice on the

20 river, whether there is weed gromh in the sumer.
21 Those are the main things. So the nunber does

22 change. But essentially, maxi num discharge is as
23 if Jenpeg didn't exist, if you pulled it out of

24 the river so it is not constraining the flow of

25 water, it is upstream constraints.
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1 The Nel son River in this stretch where

2 we had to build these channels, there are a nunber
3 of constrictions that affect the flow of water.

4 So at maxi mum di scharge, it is these

5 constrictions, these are rapid sections narrow ng

6 of the river, those are what limt the fl ow of

7 wat er out of the lake. It is not Jenpeg at that
8 poi nt .

9 MR. NELSON: Thank you, Dale.

10 Just for your own information,

11  worked on those spillways, or pardon ne, outlets.
12 As a matter of fact | was in Om naw n channel for
13 quite sone tinme, during the sumrer of 1973 when
14 the contractor, BACMin those days, was having a
15 heck of a tinme cutting that channel because of

16 Mani t oba gunbo. It couldn't nove it. As a matter
17 of fact, there was what | will call a plug that
18 was left in, because there was an unexpected rock
19 formati on underneath there that was not found at
20 that tinme, which I would inmagine still restricts
21 the outflow to this date.

22 On a googl e search, | went back there
23 and noticed that, in fact, in place of a straight
24  approach to Om naw n channel there is in fact two

25 el bows, which to ne are restrictions in outflow in
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1 their own right.

2 However, getting back to other things
3 here. Flood of the century, 1997, Manitoba Hydro
4 provided nme with certain data regardi ng the anount
5 of water that was going to flow generally in terns
6 of cubic feet per second. | did happen to know

7 t hat maxi mum di scharge, whi ch was supposed to be
8 in effect in those days, did not start until the
9 fl ood of the century was already into the south
10 basin of Lake Wnni peg. So whoever is in charge
11 of operating those gates, did not have the

12 foresight to see the anount of water that was

13 com ng from southern Manitoba into the |ake here.
14 That to ne is totally irresponsible.

15 Citing what | was nentioning with the
16 maxi mrum di scharge, is there a different strategy,
17 and you had sort of related to | ooking after the
18 peopl e on the downstreamside, is there a

19 different strategy in approaching or consulting
20 with people on the south basin as opposed to

21 peopl e on the downstream si de?

22 MR HUTCH SON: On the downstream

23 side, we knew right before this project even was
24 going to built that there would be inpacts,

25 adverse effects is what we call it.
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1 MR NELSON: It does seemto date that
2 there is a lot of consultation going on, on the

3 downst ream si de, and nobody is worried about --

4 and conpensation -- nobody is worried about this

5 end of the |lake. Take for instance nyself, ny

6 hone property actually was on the title and still
7 holds it as Crown |land. M ne was original Crown

8 land, title fromthe Dom nion of Canada. Nobody

9 has ever consulted ne on what can be fl ooded.

10 Anyway, |I'msorry to put you in a bad
11 spot there. One further one. @G en Snyder, is he
12 still working with you fol ks?

13 MR. HUTCHI SON: He has recently

14 retired.

15 MR. NELSON: Good for him get out of
16 the line of fire. He had said to nme at one point
17 intinme that a drop of water not going through a
18 turbine is wasted. Wuld you say that that

19 reflects Hydro's operating position? You don't
20 need to answer that one. Thank you, Dale.
21 MR. HUTCHI SON: |'m not going to speak
22 for G en.
23 THE CHAI RMAN.  He said you don't have
24 to answer that one, Dale, so take it as a
25 rhetorical question. Thank you, Bal dur.
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1 Now, before the break | had said

2 hoped that Dale's presentation would stinulate

3 sone nore discussion. W have had sone from

4 M. Nel son. Does anybody el se have anything to
5 add to this discussion this afternoon? Any nore,
6 any comrents, any questions?

7 Vel l, we have had sonme very good

8 presentations so far. One last -- M. Matechuk,
9 do you have a little nore to add to this?

10 MR. MATECHUK: Now that | see the map
11 here, I want to show you what | neant. | don't
12 know i f peopl e can perceive it or not.

13 If you will notice the size of the
14 north basin as conpared to the south basin, where
15 90 per cent of the population lives, if you put
16 two and a half pounds of pressure on here, this
17 water is noving southward, and it will increase
18 this level by about 8 feet in 12 hours. That's
19 under extrene conditions. So, | nean, this is
20 what is happening to our shoreline. This water
21 conmes through here, through this channel, around
22 this basin, taking whatever it can latch on to.
23 Because, like | said, a cubic netre of water

24  weighs approximately 2,200 pounds travelling at

25 8 mles an hour. If anybody is strong enough to
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1 stand up against that, | would sure |ike to neet
2 hi m
3 Anyway, it conmes around here taking

4 whatever it can latch on to, cones around this

5 basin, cones up through, up the west side. And

6 because of this causeway here, that's bl anked off,
7 it has no choice but to go around in circles. And
8 that is what is destroying our shoreline. W

9 can't mtigate that current. There is no other

10 way of doing it.

11 In the old days prior to '69, that

12 current would cone down here and then it would go
13 up the west side of Hecla, around Gindstone, and

14  cone back up here, Iimting the anount of water

15 com ng through the channel, through

16 self-regulation. W don't need any regul ati on at

17 all. Lake Wnnipeg was able to do that on her

18 own. And without that mtigating factor, what you
19 get is that horrific speed of tremendous anount of
20 water. Like |I said, in 12 hours, 8 cubic

21 kil ometres of water goes into the south basin.

22 So Hydro can say whatever they want

23 about |ake levels, but the higher it gets here,

24 the nore current we will see here. The nore

25 current we see here, the nore erosion we will get
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1 at the bottom of south basin.
2 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you,
3 M. Matechuk. You were right when you comment ed
4 earlier that it would be better to have a map,
5 didn't fully understand what you were saying until
6 you showed it on the map, so that's hel pful
7 Thank you.
8 MR MATECHUK: It is called the
9 Bernoul l'i principle, where you get a narrow
10 restriction which increases the speed of the
11 velocity of the fluid going through the narrow
12 channel .
13 THE CHAI RVMAN:  Anyone el se have
14 anything to add or any further questions?
15 Vell, if not then we will adjourn
16 shortly. W have anot her session planned this
17 evening from6:30 to 8:30. Just let nme explain
18 what w il happen after today, over the next few
19 nonths. But we have -- | noted earlier that this
20 is week four of what will probably be 12 weeks of
21 hearings. At the end of those hearings, which
22 will be about the third week or so in April, the
23 panel will sit down and sort of |ook at, consider
24 all that we have heard, and all that we've read,

25

and we will come to sone decisions, sone
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1 concl usi ons, and sone recomendati ons that we w ||

2 send to the Mnister.

3 Typically, our report goes to the

4 Mnister about three nonths after the end of our

5 hearings. So if our current schedul e hol ds, that
6 nmeans that a report will go to the Mnister in md
7 tolate July. And then it is up to the Mnister

8 to decide what he does with it, which

9 recommendat i ons he accepts, and whether or not to

10 issue the final |icence.
11 | can assure you that everything that
12 we' ve heard here today will informus during our

13 deci si on maki ng and during our deliberations. You
14 will see a lot of what we heard today reflected in
15 our report. Although, as | noted earlier in

16 response to M. Lowy and M. Mtechuk, it may not
17 be specifically related to the licence, but it may
18 well be referenced in our report and related then
19 to non-1licensing reconmendati ons.

20 W can't guarantee that you will see
21 any, or certainly not all of what you would I|ike
22 to see in our report, but | can guarantee that we
23 will take seriously what we have heard today, and
24  what we have heard in other conmunities and w ||

25 hear over the next number of weeks.
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1 So unl ess anyone has any nore to add

2 or any ot her questions, we w |l adjourn now and

3 cone back at 6: 30.

4 Thank you all for com ng out.
5 (Di nner recess taken)
6 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, | think we wll

7 cone to order. Good evening, welcome. M nane is
8 Terry Sargeant and |I'mthe chair of the Manitoba

9 Cl ean Environment Conmi ssion, as well as the chair
10 of this panel that will be conducting this

11 particul ar revi ew

12 Also with me on this panel are to ny
13 far left, Edwin Yee, imediately to ny left, Bev
14 Suek, and on ny right Neil Harden.

15 First thing before we get too far into
16 comments, if you have cell phones | would ask that
17 you turn the bells off. |If you feel a vibration
18 and need to take a call, | just ask that you step
19 out of the room please.

20 We are here this evening because the
21 M ni ster of Conservation and Water Stewardship has
22 asked the C ean Environnent Comm ssion to provide
23 a forumto hear evidence fromthe public on the

24 effects and i npacts of Manitoba Hydro's regul ation

25 of Lake Wnnipeg. W were asked to hold neetings
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1 in conmunities surrounding both the north and

2 south basins of the |lake, as well as inthe Cty
3 of Wnnipeg. This is our fourth week of what we
4 anticipate will be 12 weeks of hearings. It wll
5 be at |east another four weeks in rural and

6 Nort hern Mani toba, and then about five weeks in

7 W nni peg.

8 W' ve been asked specifically to | ook
9 at the reasons why Lake W nni peg Regul ati on cane
10 into being wwth the issuance of the initial

11 licence in 1970. W have been asked to | ook at
12 whet her or not Lake W nni peg Regul ati on has

13 succeeded or failed in neeting those goals. And
14 we have been asked to | ook at the effects and

15 i npacts of Lake W nni peg Regul ation since first
16 operation in 1976.

17 Whil e we recogni ze that Lake W nni peg
18 Regul ation is a key part of the Manitoba Hydro

19 system we have not been asked to | ook at other
20 parts of the system other than Lake W nni peg

21 Regul ati on

22 W try to keep our conmunity neetings
23 as informal as possible, just in order to

24 encourage as many of you who wi sh to share your

25 t houghts and comrents to cone forward.
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1 Qur hearings are recorded, which is

2 required by the Environnent Act. Wthin a few

3 days a verbatimtranscript is produced of the

4 hearings and will be posted on our website.

5 Anyone who is present is welcone to cone forward
6 and make a presentation, or to ask questions, or
7 to share your thoughts. If you do speak, we would
8 like you to first identify who you are, tell us

9 how Lake W nni peg Regul ati on may have i npacted

10 you, how it may have inpacted your community. W
11  would |like to know your views on whether or not
12 you think it has been good for the province as a
13 whole. And we also would like to know what

14  decisions you think we should make when it cones
15 tine to reflect on all that we've heard over our
16 many weeks of hearings, as we prepare our

17 recommendations for the M nister.

18 There are also options to an ora
19 presentation. |If you don't wish to make an oral
20 presentation but you still want to express your

21 opi nion, we accept witten subm ssions. That can
22 be as sinple as a letter or email. You will find
23 t he addresses on our website, which is

24 cecmanitoba.ca. | can assure you that witten

25 submni ssions receive as nuch attenti on as oral




Gimli Lake Winnipeg Regulation February 5, 2015

Page 79
1 presentations. W read all of the witten

2 subm ssi ons and they have equal weight in our

3 deliberations.

4 That's all | have by way of opening

5 coments. | would now |like to ask Dal e Hutchi son
6 from Manitoba Hydro, who wll give us a brief

7 description of what Lake W nni peg Regulation is

8 all about, based on these panels to ny right.

9 MR, HUTCHI SON: Thank you, Terry.

10 Good evening. M nane is Dale

11 Hut chi son, | have been working with Manitoba Hydro
12 for 15 years to understand our inpacts on the

13 waterways and on the people we share them wth.

14 wll be tal king about the Manitoba Hydro system
15 Lake Wnni peg and Lake W nni peg Regul ation. Also
16 introduce *Brett Christensen, who is from our

17 custoner service office out of Arborg, who is al so
18 here with us today. He is at the back.

19 So a huge area fromthe Rocky

20 Mountains in the west to the edge of Lake Superior
21 in the east, and south to the Red River Valley in
22 the United States drains into Lake Wnni peg. The
23 shape of the land is a one mllion square

24  Kilonetre bow. And that's what nakes

25 hydr oel ectric devel opnent possible on a | arge
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1 scal e in Manitoba.

2 We have 15 generating stations in

3 Mani t oba to take advantage of the water that flows
4  through the province. These are shown by the blue
5 dots on the map, and the size of the dots, small,
6 medi um or | arge, shows how nuch electricity each

7 generating station can produce. You can see that
8 our |argest generating stations are on the |ower

9 Nel son, Kettle, Long Spruce and Linmestone. These
10 three stations al one produce 70 per cent of all of
11 the electricity in Manitoba.

12 The power for these stations is sent
13 al ong two high voltage bipole lines to a converter
14 station just outside of Wnnipeg. And there is a
15 third bipole line currently being constructed. W
16 al so produce electricity using natural gas at

17 stations in Sel kirk and Brandon, and we purchase
18 electricity fromwind farns at St. Leon and St.

19 Joseph. All together we use water to produce over
20 95 per cent of all of the electricity nmade in the

21 provi nce.

22 So Lake Wnni peg, as you likely know,
23 it is the tenth |argest freshwater |ake in the
24 world. It's Manitoba's great |ake. A dozen

25 rivers flowinto Lake Wnni peg, but there is only
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1 one natural outflow, the Nelson River. This makes

2 it easy for the lake to flood. The nouth of the
3 Nel son River is wide, but it is very shallow. So
4 in wnter, ice can slow down the flow of water out
5 of the | ake.

6 H storically, flooding has caused

7 probl ens for people around the |ake. It has

8 cl osed hi ghways, farmers have had difficulty

9 getting crops in and out, it has caused danage to
10 hones and cottages. People put a |ot of pressure
11 on the governnment to do sonething about it.

12 Actually, before |I get into that,

13 t hese are Wnni peg Free Press headlines and

14 phot ographs of flooding events in recent history,
15 years |ike 1927, 1950, 1954, 1955, 1966, 1968,

16 1969, 1970. So this recurrent flooding issue on
17 Lake W nni peg had people put a |lot of pressure on
18 governnment to do sonething about it. So in 1970
19 the Prem er of Manitoba announced plans to proceed
200 with Lake Wnnipeg Regulation for flood relief on
21 Lake Wnni peg and for power production on the

22 Nel son River.

23 So LMR involved -- I'"Il call it LWR
24 because | will say it a lot, that stands for Lake

25 W nni peg Regulation -- it involved digging a
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1 second outl et for Lake Wnnipeg, along with two

2 ot her channel s shown by these squiggly |lines on

3 the map. These three channels were dug to

4 increase the flow of the water out of the |ake.

5 Now, you coul dn't have just these

6 channel s al one because you woul d drain the | ake,

7 so a control was built at Jenpeg to control, to

8 regul ate the outflow of water on the west branch
9 of the Nel son River.

10 Before we could build Lake W nni peg
11 Regul ation, first we needed to get a |icence from
12 the Province under the Water Power Act. This is
13 simlar to if you were going to build a house, you
14 have to get a building permt. So this initial

15 licence is called an interimlicence, and to get
16 it we had to provide information to the Province

17 on how this project would affect water |evels and

18 flows.
19 In 1970 the Province granted us a
20 licence to proceed, an interimlicence to proceed

21 with LMR which gave us the approval to build this
22 project. They also gave us three rul es about how
23 it could be operated. The first rule was

24  operating ranges for Lake Wnni peg and sone of the

25 downstream | akes. So, for instance, between
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1 el evation 711 and 715, Manitoba Hydro can deci de

2 how much water to flow through Jenpeg in order to
3 neet electricity demands. |[|f the water |evel of
4 Lake W nni peg gets above 715, we have to go, we

5 have to |l et as nuch water as possible out of Lake
6 Wnni peg. This is called maxi num di scharge. |If
7 the water |evel goes below elevation 711, it is

8 the Mnister of Conservation and Water Stewardship
9 who tells us how nuch water to |let out of the

10 | ake. So we agreed with these rules and in 1976
11 built LWR

12 We applied for the final licence in
13 2010, after many years of negotiations with

14 communities, resource user groups, and First

15 Nations on the Nelson River, to address the

16 i npacts of LWR

17 So using this diagramof a faucet, tub
18 and drain, if all of these rivers flowng into

19 Lake Wnni peg are represented by the drop under
20 the faucet, the drain represents the natural

21 channel, the Nelson River, and the droplet under
22 it, the anount of water that can flow out of the
23 | ake. You will see that two drops are different
24 sizes. What this nmeans is that in a flood year,

25 you can have nore water entering the water than
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1 can flow out of it. So the |ake level will rise

2 and the lake wll fl ood.
3 In the | ower diagram you can see that

4 there is a second outlet. This represents the LW

5 channel, it is half the size of the natura
6 channel. And you can still see these two water
7 droplets alone are still smaller than the dropl et

8 representing all of the rivers comng in. So even
9 now with LWR, during floods, nore water will enter
10 the | ake than can leave it, only now the water

11 won't get quite as high and the flood won't | ast
12 as long. So this difference between inflows and
13 outflows is the reason why LWR can influence the
14 level of the lake, but it can't control it.

15 So peopl e have different ideas about
16 how LWR affects the water |evel of Lake W nni peg.
17 Some people think we keep the water | evel higher
18 all of the tinme. Sonme people think we keep it

19 | oner. The Federal Government has been nonitoring
20 water levels on Lake Wnnipeg for 100 years, and
21 what this water |evel data shows is that the | ake
22 is still behaving now as it always did. |In the

23 spring and sumer, the water levels rise, and

24 during the fall and winter, the |level of the |ake

25 falls. If there is a drought in the watershed,
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1 the |l evel of the Lake Wnnipeg gets low. |If there
2 is aflood in the watershed, the | evel gets high

3 However, since 1976 when LWR was

4 built, there was one very noticeabl e change.

5 wll have to show you a graph because it is the

6 only really way to denonstrate water |evels over

7  tine.

8 So this graph shows how Lake W nni peg
9 Regul ati on has reduced fl oodi ng on Lake W nni peg
10 by conparing what the water level is with LMRto
11 what it would have been if LWR did not exist. So
12 one side of the chart has the el evation above sea
13 level . The bottom of the chart is the last 40

14 years from 1977, the first full year of operation
15 of LMRto now. The blue line represents the

16 actual wth LWR water level, and the red |ine

17 represents an estinmate of what the water |evel

18 would be if LWR did not exist.

19 You probably noticed that the |ast
20 decade or so has been very wet. There has been a
21 ot of water flowing into the | ake and down
22 through the Nelson River. What this chart shows
23 is that in flood years |ike 1997, 2005, 2011 and
24 2014, the | ake woul d have gotten two feet higher
25 and the fl ooding woul d have | asted rmuch | onger if
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1 LMR did not exist. So this information is
2 denonstrating that LMRis neeting its goal of
3 providing flood relief on Lake W nni peg.
4 Now, downstreamit is a different
5 story. There are 20,000 people that live al ong
6 the Nelson R ver. Land and water is extrenely
7 inportant to their identity and livelihood. While
8 all Manitobans benefit by having | ow cost reliable
9 el ectricity, and peopl e around Lake W nni peg
10 benefit fromthe flood relief provided by LWR
11 peopl e downstream have suffered by having nore
12 water flow out of the | ake during the winter and
13 during times of flood. And this additional water
14  has affected their cultural, commercial,
15 recreation and spiritual pursuits.
16 Mani t oba Hydro has been working with
17 comuni ties, First Nations and resource users
18 downstream through agreenents and ot her
19 arrangenents, through projects and further
20 prograns, as shown on the photos on this banner,
21 to address the inpacts of LWR
22 So that's ny presentation. | hope you
23 have a productive neeting with the Conm ssioners,
24 and Brett and | would be pleased to talk to you
25 afterwards. Thank you.
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1 THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you, Dal e.

2 Right nowit is your turn. So |I'm

3 hoping, if any of you have any thoughts you w sh
4 to share with us, any concerns you wish to

5 express, now is the opportunity. | would ask that
6 if you do wish to speak, you can stay where you

7 are, you can conme forward to this table, whatever
8 you prefer, but you wll have to use a m crophone
9 because we are recording it and we need the

10 m crophone to get it into the recording system

11 So anybody have anything they want to say?

12 Okay. Just state your nane, please,
13 and then just shoot.

14 MR. CAMERON ARNASON. Thank you,

15 Terry. M nane is Caneron Arnason. Excuse ne, |
16 have a bit of a cold. | live at WIllow Island

17 about a mle south and two mles east of where we
18 are standing right now And | have lived there
19 probably full-tinme for about 20 years, and | had a
20 cottage there for about the |ast 40 sone years.

21 So | have seen the level of the | ake rise and

22  fall.
23 My full-time residence is right on
24 Lake Wnnipeg. | have seen in the |ast ten years

25 the land mass that is protecting nme fromthe | ake
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1 bei ng reduced by about 50 per cent. And that is

2 not sinply by high water, it is by erosion.

3 The point | want to nmake here is that
4 floods cone and go, like the floods in '27, the
5 *30s and '50s and in the '70s. The waters canme up

6 and the waters receded and we didn't suffer

7 greatly. Wen the |ake level was allowed to rise
8 and fall as it would do naturally, we had tines

9 where the water was | ow, perhaps 713, 712, even as
10 low as 711. During those years when we have

11 storms, the |and would build back. So even though
12 there was al ways a certain anount of erosion, the
13 natural course of events is when the water |evel
14 is lowand there is a stormfromthe north, then
15 sand rebuilds what we have lost. So it was a

16 matter of losing land, recovering it, |osing,

17 recovering, it was sort of an equilibrium Wth
18 the water being kept at 715, we never have a

19 chance, the | ake never has a chance to recover.

20 Because if it never goes below 715, then we never
21 have | ow water, and when there is a storm we just
22 have nore and nore erosion.

23 Wl low Island and Pelican Island have
24 been di m ni shed, particularly Pelican Island I

25 would say is about maybe 25 per cent of the mass
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1 it was 20 years ago. Since the regulation cane

2 into effect, | feel personally that | have |ost as
3 much as $40, 000 in danage to my property and cost
4 of re-building it and trying to protect it from

5 the erosion of the lake. It is ny firmbelief

6 that keeping the lake artificially high and not

7 allowing it to return to the | evels where you can
8 rebuild during | ow water storns, that it is

9 putting nmy home in danger and ny quality of life
10 has greatly di m ni shed.

11 And ny point is here, |'m against

12 Mani t oba Hydro getting a licence to keep it

13 permanently at 715, and | hope that they will | ook
14 at 714 and 713 and a half. It would be nore, to
15 ny line of thinking, a little bit nore reasonabl e.
16 Thank you.

17 THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, Caneron. |

18 t hi nk down at the end.

19 M5. JUDY ARNASON: My nane is Judy
20 Arnason. | built ny house in 1994 on WII| ow
21 Island. But I'm 71 years old and |I have been here

22 forever, for 71 years. And | have seen these
23 graphs, | don't know who nade them but every one
24 of those years where he said that because of

25 regul ation things would be good, well, | have had
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1 ny house fl ooded, and it was never -- | owned that

2 | and for many, many years. And since | was 13

3 years old that's been ny place. And now | have

4 about 150 feet in front of nmy house, and now | get
5 water slapping on nmy deck. And in the storm the
6 | ast year, or the last two years when the | ake has
7 been up to 717, the wind would drive it on to ny
8 front windows. Now, | didn't expect that | was

9 going to have to live like this, but it is very
10 worrisone. And it is very low-- $40,000 is

11 not hi ng conpared to what a lot of us have lost. |
12 have | ost a |lot nore than 40,000. | have been a
13 real estate agent for 40 years. | know the val ue
14 of property, and mne has just gone zip. And I

15 put it all at Hydro's doorstep, absolutely.

16 Because | have been there.

17 And you know what, | know we need it.
18 Ckay. So 713, or even 714, but not 715, because
19 wind driven at 715, ny house is just going to go
20 off the foundation. And ny house is well built.
21 So it is just -- | don't know what to do. Maybe
22 if Hydro has to have this, maybe you should buy us
23 all out. | have already got a huge rock wall in
24  front of ny house where | used to have a beautiful

25 | awmn and everything, so | could just wal k down
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1 with the kids. Now we have no access to the

2 beach, there is no way of getting down there. And
3 to me it has totally destroyed all of the

4 vegetation that was in front of my house and ny

5 nei ghbour's house. W had all kinds of wllows.

6 And it is just, like to ne it is absolutely

7 | udi crous that you want to have a licence nowto

8 keep it forever. Well, you know what, forget

9 about the | akefront properties, nobody is going to
10 buy them It is just -- and if Hydro has to have
11 it, then you should build a great big rock wall

12 all around the | ake and keep it. That's all

13 have to say.

14 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you very nuch.

15 M5. JOAN ARNASON: Hi, nmy name is Joan
16 Arnason, and | would just like to reiterate what
17 ny brother-in-law and sister-in-law said. | would
18 add that | would say at |east 95 per cent of

19 residents at WIllow Island have had to protect

20 their property at great personal cost, you know,

21 if it is not gone. |If it keeps up, | can't
22 i mgi ne how we are going to be there at all. And
23 the islands that are south -- protecting us to the

24 south are going at a terrible rate. And the next

25 thing you have got is Wnni peg Beach and Sandy
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1 Hook, and they are not protected by those islands

2 as they once were. So it is far too high. Thank

3 you.

4 THE CHAIRVAN:  ['msorry, Joan -- if

5 you could just give her the mc back. | was

6 maki ng a note of your first coment. Wat did you

7 say about south from WIIow Island towards Sandy

8 Hook?

9 M5. JOAN ARNASON: There is a row of
10 smaller islands there that kind of protect WII ow
11 | sl and, and they have been deci mated over the | ast
12 10, 12, 15 years. And they were not, they were
13 al ways high with strong trees on them and they
14  are about 20 per cent of the size they were.

15 Peopl e don't know this.

16 THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, thank you

17 MR. CLAYTON BRI STON Hi, ny nane is
18 Clayton Bristow. The governnment may or may not,
19 or the powers that be may or may not decide to put
20 the lake down, if it is decided it's a good thing
21 to do for the people that |ive around the | ake.
22 There is other things to take into consideration.
23 There is too many nutrients going into the | ake,
24  think everybody would agree with that. |If the

25 | evel of the | ake was put down naybe a foot or
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1 foot and a half, would it make a difference to the

2 amount of marshes that would conme back, and things
3 like that that would filter the nutrients out of

4 the | ake?

5 | was reading for a long, long tine

6 the | ast couple of days on the internet, and

7 apparently it is not so nmuch the big watershed

8 goi ng out to Saskat chewan and Al berta and down

9 south that's causing the problem it is the fact
10 that we have |lost wetlands. | don't knowif it is
11 going to help or not, but rmaybe a study shoul d be
12 done to see if the level of the | ake went down a
13 little bit, maybe the wetl ands woul d conme back and
14 would help filter the nutrients so that they

15 wouldn't go into the lake, which it is a bigger

16 consideration than the relatively small popul ation
17 that lives around the | ake.

18 Li ke I"m not saying that we are not

19 inmportant. M famly comes fromGmi too, and |
20 |l ove the lake and I hate to see the flooding, but
21 that's a real big consideration too. | think

22 sonet hi ng shoul d be done about that. Maybe it is
23 al ready being done, | don't know.

24 THE CHAI RMAN:  We've heard sim | ar

25 comments in a nunber of other sessions that we' ve
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1 held so far, concerns about the | ake, or the

2 mar shes and the wetlands particularly, the

3 Net | ey/ Li bau marsh. W' ve | ooked at some of those
4 i ssues, sonme of the nutrient in Lake W nni peg

5 i ssues. We, being, the C ean Environnent

6 Conm ssion have | ooked at nutrients in Lake

7 W nni peg in sone of our previous studies, notably
8 the Gty of Wnnipeg sewage treatnent system And
9 we know it is a serious concern.

10 W' ve al so, we have heard in other

11 neetings in the |last week or two about studies

12 done on Netley/Li bau Marsh. One person that's

13 been referenced a nunber of tines is

14 Dr. ol dsborough. W have actually contracted him
15 to do a paper for us and it is up on our website,
16 about the marsh issue and what m ght be done to

17 reclaimsome of it. There are a nunber of

18 problenms with the Netley/Li bau Marsh, anong them
19 carp. That cut that was put in the channel of the
20 Red Ri ver about 100 years ago, it was initially I
21 think 50 feet wide, it is now about a mle w de.
22 And basically the whole Red River has sort of

23 noved into what was Netley Marsh and is now Netl ey
24 Lake. So those are sone of the problens with

25 Net | ey/Li bau Marsh. It is being studied a |ot.
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1 How soon -- | think there is actually going to be

2 some projects starting fairly soon on the marsh,

3 but it is in serious trouble, as you said.

4 Anybody el se? Anybody on this side of

5 the roon? Any other comments? Yes?

6 M5. JUDY ARNASON: | would Iike to ask

7 you your opinion on, if you could just keep it

8 even a foot |ower than what you have got it now,

9 we could all live, we could all live where we are.
10 But if you keep it, if you keep it at 715, which
11 is your licence, you know what, if | have a
12 licence to drive a car and | drive it erratically
13 and | make everybody else's life mserable, they
14 take ny licence off nme. They don't give it to nme
15 forever. | really don't think that -- let's just
16 say five years fromnow, WIIlow Island di sappeared
17 into the water, all of the houses are gone, well,
18 that's not right. 1Is there any solution, is
19 anybody thinking of a solution, or is it just ram
20 it through, we are going to have a |licence and
21 that's it, and to hell with everybody el se?

22 THE CHAIRMAN: At this point | can't
23 gi ve you an opi nion because our job is to listen
24  to people such as you over about a three and a

25 hal f month period, and then we will sit down and
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1 | ook at everything we have heard and conme to sone

2 concl usi ons, and probably sone recomendati ons

3 that we will nmake to the Mnister.
4 | can tell you that what you have
5 suggested will be considered, but whether or not

6 we recommended that, whether or not that is viable
7 at this point, I can't tell you. It would be

8 unfair for ne to express an opinion now and then

9 got out and listen to people, perhaps cone up with
10 ot her ideas afterwards. But we appreciate your

11 corments and it will be part of the consideration.
12 As for whether anybody is doing

13 anything in respect of Wllow Island, at this

14 point, | don't know.

15 MR. CAMERON ARNASON: | just want to
16 make one nore comentary, and that is that | don't
17 di spute that Hydro's regul ation hasn't done sone
18 good when it conmes to preventing overall flooding
19 over the years, it may have done that. But as |
20 say, periodic flooding doesn't do us a great deal
21 of harm it is part of the natural cycle of

22 things. It is when you don't allow the |ake, |

23 think I nade that point earlier, when you don't

24 allow the lake to go to a naturally low | evel --

25 to keep it artificially high at 715, it can never
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1 rebuild itself and the erosion will go on and on

2 and on, and all of the people around Lake W nni peg
3 are going to continually lose their land. At 714,
4 | think it is allowed at tinmes perhaps to go even
5 |l ess, and then if we have a stormthat |and m ght
6 build back. But | know that ny |and, property is
7 going to be dimnished nore and nore, and perhaps
8 Il will even | ose ny hone.

9 | do have a protection now that | just
10 spent 25,000 on | ast sunmmer. Hopefully, that wll
11 keep the | ake fromcomng into ny house. But |I'm
12 at a position now where | once had a very val uabl e

13 property, that if I don't knowif | wanted to sel

14 it, whether | could or not. That's all | have to
15 say.

16 THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you, Camneron

17 Anybody el se, comments, questions?

18 No? Maybe we will take a very brief coffee break,
19 and then if anybody comes up with any other ideas
20 in the few mnutes while we take a break, we wll

21 hear themthen. If not, we may have a short

22 eveni ng.

23 (Recess taken)

24 THE CHAIRMAN:  Can | just interrupt

25 for one mnute? Do any of you wish to say
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1 anyt hing nore on the record? Do any of you have

2 any nore comments or questions you would like to

3 say on the record? If not, we will shut down this
4 part of it and you can beat up the Hydro guys al

5 ni ght .

6 kay. So | gather that you've al

7 said what you want to say on the record. As |

8 noted at the outset, and | know sone of you have

9 t aken busi ness cards, you are nore than wel cone to
10 make witten subm ssions over the next couple of
11 nont hs.

12 What happens from here on for us and
13 for what we have heard toni ght, we have another, |
14 believe it's another eight weeks of hearings. W
15 finish about the third week in April. W then

16 have about three nonths to produce a report. So
17 at the end of the hearings we will sit down, the
18 four panelists, along wth our technical advisors,
19 we will talk about the issues that we've heard, we
20 wll talk about conclusions, we wll talk about
21 hopefully solutions, but | wouldn't bet on
22 guar ant eed sol utions anyway, but we will talk
23 about recomendations that we m ght nake to the
24 M ni ster.

25 | can't guarantee that any of our
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1 recommendations will be the ones that you would
2 like to see, but I'mnot saying you won't see them
3 either. But | can guarantee that we will consider

4 everything that we have heard tonight, as well as
5 in all of our other hearings and neetings over the
6 next nunber of weeks, and the last, well, four

7  weeks now.

8 So, thank you all for com ng out

9 tonight. W look forward to hearing nore in the
10 formof witten subm ssions fromone or two or
11 three of you. Thank you and good night.

12 (Concl uded at 7:45 p.m)
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