SFN Traditional Use Study
and Minto Mine Monitoring
Program for YESAA Forum

How these contribute to Cumulative Effects Understanding and Assessments




SFN TU Study 2017

The Selkirk First Nation
Traditional Use Study,
2017 (SFN TUS, 2017)
summarizes key aspects
of historic traditional use
as well as current use,
linkages and a basis for
future SFN use

Selkirk First Nation
Traditional Use Study

2017




SFN Traditional Use Study and Mapping

o Leadup to this work being initiated (several large projects impacting
TT, concern about reduction in chinook salmon)

o Akey driver: Traditional Use often misunderstood and quality of
information in YESAA assessments poor at best

o Study was initiated in 2017 for western portion of TT; completed in
2018 along with mapping and work on eastern portion TT Initiated

o TU maps prepared for this study and compiled in a SFN Atlas
identified known special places, burial sites, overnight sites, cabins,
harvest areas, place names, other sites, areas and travel routes,
amongst other activities and practices - i.e. cultural geography
demonstrates the attachments of SFN people to the land and water- in
the past and currently




Implications for CE upon SFN from
Findings

o YESAA assessments focus on one project and its potential effects:
does not adequately address TU of lands and resources as a central,
defining feature of SFN

o YESAA project assessments including CEA do not understand or
address the strong interdependencies between socio- economic
including cultural and ecological valued components

o SFN has consistently cited concerns about cumulative effects, _
especially for chinook salmon, moose, traditional use and community
wellbeing, in the assessment of impacts

o This includes projects on SFN Settlement Land (Minto Mine),
projects within SFN traditional territory (Coffee, Casino & Resource
Gateway) and projects impacting SFN traditional territory (Faro Mine
Remediation)
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TU and CE

o Cumulative effects from mines and access roads impact
traditional use in extensive and varied ways ( e.g. TU including
hunting and fishing, gathering places, special places, harvest
areas, harvest limits, avoidance and more)

o Land use, pressures, and diminished access to and availability of
key species also directly impact food security, socio cultural well-
being and carrying capacity of vital landscapes and water bodies

o SFN remains highly concerned about cumulative a effects arsing
from project assessments that do not consider impacts on the
s/e, socio- cultural and ecological wellbeing of resources in SFN
TT as well as citizens




Selkirk First Nation Minto Mine SE
Monitoring and Cumulative Effects

o 2010-2013 Minto Mine s/e Effects baseline information and effects
assessments for various expansion proposals were poor:

o Company, YG and SFN agreed to a requirement s for project specific
monitoring of effects with development and launch of a comprehensive s/e
framework and monitoring program : SFN and YG YESAA Decision Documents
supported this

o Sle Effects Monitoring Framework was approved in 2014: monitoring
commenced- 5 years so far with intent to digitally release 2019 results this
year

o Program is a tri- partite collaborative initiative (Minto Mine, SFN and YG)

o Goal is to assess s/e project effects to company predictions during the
assessment, enhance the management of positive and negative effects
resulting from the mine, and improve the information collected to strengthen the
monitoring program




Selkirk First Nation Minto Mine SE
Monitoring and Cumulative Effects

» 16 valued conditions (VCs) 5 key living conditions, 65 indicators
, Some are reported on annually and others every 5 years;

» A key feature of the program is that SFN reports on several
Indicators every five years following its household survey of
citizens aged 16 residing in Yukon

» Knowing Ourselves, The Selkirk First Nation 2015 Household
Survey of Living Conditions informed the Minto Mine SEMP
Annual Report, 2015 with vital and new s/e, socio cultural
iInformation previously uncollected and reported in Yukon




cont. Selkirk First Nation Minto Mine SE
Monitoring and Cumulative Effects

o Findings from the 2015 SFN Household Survey informed analysis in TU
study

o SFNand YG are prepared to launch a CE monitoring framework and
program arising out of Minto Mine Decision Document with a pilot
project under discussion

o Other priorities and work have precluded progress; however both
parties agree that this is needed in Yukon

o Project focus would be on select key VCs to contribute to a meaningful
CEA for SFN (and would be informed by TUS, SFN Household Survey,
Minto SEMP and recent SFN YESSA submissions concerning proposed
projects in SFN TT)




Connection to Land + Water — Select VCs
from Minto Mine SE Monitoring Program

Valued Indicators ScaleEndFrequency Data®ource Rationale

Conditions
#50@sDfAvorkforceEged@FEroupFEngageddniharvesting Pelly/Whse: B r SFNBurvey Participation@nd@and/water-based@ctivitiesAsRentral®oFFNE|
activities cultureEand@hel@naintenance@f@raditionalknowledge
#39mMsDfAVorkforce@Bged@EroupFEngagedidntharvesting (Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNZBurvey Participation@niand/water-basedictivitiesA@sRentral@oEFNE
activities cultureEand@hel@naintenance@®f@raditionalknowledge
#51F requenyf@articipationd@niharvestingictivities Pelly/Whse:Br SFNBurvey Participation@ndand/water-based@ctivitiesfAsRentral@oFFNE|

cultureEand@hel@naintenance@®f@raditionalfknowledge
fon:;‘:t:’olznmom#S1|3LeveI|§bfl3atisfaction@vith@ccesslﬂtolﬂraditionaIIZfoods Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBZBurvey Reflects@ignificance
andn

Water
#52FPerceptionBDfikelydevelfFarticipationd@niGharvestingll Pelly/Whse:BRr SFNBurvey Future@rend@e.@articipation@n@and/water-basedictivities?
activities@n@®BFears@ime@-GFeasons and@otential@ultural@mpacts
#52@trengthDf@onnections@EeasonFor@tayingdnk Pelly/OtherEYukon:BHr SFNBurvey Reflects@ignificance

chosen@ommunity




Traditional Economy

ValuedB Indicators ScaleEAndFrequency Data®Bource Rationale
Conditions
#39FPercentage@Ddf@vorkforceGgedFZroupEngageddnl Pelly/Whse:BRHr SFNZBurvey Participation,@BpportunityEnd@
harvestingctivities trappingBnd@ishing
#40FPercentageEmount@DfEraditionalfoods@onsumed Pelly/Whse:BRHr SFNZBurvey Economic@:ontributionlﬂo\?househ
SFNE #41Batisfaction@ith@heRuality@dndRvailability@ R Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBurvey Sufficiency@®f@vildlife@esourcesEnd
Traditional® traditionalfoods domesticBheedsHqualityBndREuantit
Economy food@Becurity
#51MAevel@DfBatisfaction@vithEccess@oRraditionalFoods Pelly/Whse:BRr SFNBurvey Sufficiency@®f@harvestZccessHe.g.@ime,

competition)




Cultural vitality

Valued@ Indicators ScaleEnd#Frequency Data@Bource Rationale
Conditions

#A40EAmMountBfiEraditionalfoods@onsumed Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBurvey Consumptionl?bﬂélraditior\alﬁlood
continuity

#53FsEmountDf@raditionaldoods@onsumed Pelly/Whse:BRr SFNBurvey ConsumptionBbfEraditionalffoodsAs@entral@oFBFNRultural®
continuity

#53@KnowledgeB®fEraditionadDooli)ldawsEndZustom Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBurvey TraditionaldawsEndRustoms@reul
Cultural@ instruments@®fEocial@®rganizationzn
Vitality

#54Fevel@Df@Earticipation@ni@brocessingrireparingl Pelly/Whse:BRr SFNBurvey Consumption@fdraditionalfoods@s@entral@oFBFNRulturall
traditionalfoods continuity

#55@DfRXitizensBpeakingNorthernEZrutchone Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBurvey Language@s@lﬂeﬂectionIEbeEI:u\turall:Th.‘ontinu




Social Cohesion

Valued Indicators ScaleEnd#Frequency Data@Bource Rationale
Conditions
#56@escription@fctivities,@Events,Anitiatives,@rogramsi|Pelly:BAnnual Minto@Mine Commitments@o@maintenancelfB@ocial@ohesion.
and@xpendituresiby@Minto@o@rotectBFNRulturalZndR
community@vell-being,Ancluding@ducational@ssistancel?
and@cholarships,Rtulturalwareness@rograms#forEhon-
aboriginal@mployees,Bupportfor@raditionalEndultural]
activities,danguage@®rograms,@mployeelssistancel?
programsfor@Zash@nanagement,zlcoholEnd@irugpk
counseling,Btress@nanagement),Eaind@amily@EndR
communityfhealthydiving@nitiatives,@tc.)
Social@ #57Hevelf@Participation@nBharing@BriEzxchangingl Pelly/Whse:Br SFNBurvey Inter-householdEnd@ntra-family@haring@ndBocialEapital®
Cohesion traditionalfood support
#58F requencyf@articipation@nBZharing@rExchaningl Pelly/Whse: B SFNBurvey
traditional@ood
#58M eveldfBatisfaction@vith@amilyEand@ommunitydife Pelly/Whse: B SFNBurvey GeneralBatisfaction@ithBocialdlifed@s@Andicative@fBEocialR
harmony
#59FKnowledge@foolidawsEndEustom Pelly/Whse:BHr SFNBurvey TraditionaldawsEndRustoms@reulturally@ignificantl
instruments@Bf@BocialBrganization@End&Eohesion.
#59FtrengthDffamilyEindBocialBGhetworks@szEreasonEord Pelly/Whse B r SFNBurvey StateBfBocialBhetworksEre@eflectiveBocialzindRommunity!

staying@n@urrent@ommunity

cohesion




Fate Control + Preparedness

Valuedn
Conditions

Indicators

ScaleEndFrequency

Data@®ource

Rationale

FateXontrol
and@
Preparedness

#60@Ability@mfMinto/SFN/YGRoBnanage@Project-relatedn
socio-economic@ommitments,AmpactsEnditisks

Pelly/Minto/Yukon:BAnnual

Minto/YG/SFNRoundTables

Capacity,@bilityEndB@repare
manage@redictedd@mpactszn

#61@MResilience@®fthouseholds@o@manageBtresses@esultingl
from@Project-specificcitnd@umulativeZ:ffects

Pelly:@Periodic

SFNERoundkrable

Relative@apacity@®fGhouseholds




Challenges

» Continued fragmentation of SFN TT, by activity approved in the absence of
cumulative effects assessments and management at the regional scale, are
increasing cause for concern to SFN

» Monitoring the impact of multiple activities, at a landscape level, within SFN
TT and impacting SFN TT, is urgently needed in order to assess and evaluate
potential cumulative effects and make informed decisions

» While impacts, positive and negative, from the Minto mine are generally
understood due to the monitoring program, the same cannot be said for
several other projects impacting SFN

» There are limits to growth and impacts; the question is what thresholds
should be utilized to determine when the activity level can no longer be
sustained.




CHALLENGES

» Settlement land and current governance models do not adequately
enable SFN to manage landscape level impacts from projects and
cumulative effects: new models are needed e. g . development and
management of new resource access roads,

» Collaborative advance work on key species and values for regional
cumulative effects assessments is desirable prior to submission of
major projects to YESAB to inform the CE assessment

» Funding and leadership for comprehensive socio- economic monitoring
programs and regional cumulative effects assessments is needed




