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Martin Haefele

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Good Morning:

Martin Haefele

January 29, 2004 10:54 AM

'Ricki Hurst'; Marie Adams (adamsm@inac.gc.ca)

Vern Christensen, Executive Director

RE: Response Mackenzie Gas Project - participant funding

I am still interested in briefly getting together to go over the options for participant funding for the Mackenzie Gas Project

Environmental Assessment. The Review Board will be dealing with the EA work plan during its meeting starting Tuesday
February 3. Itis important for the Board to know about the participant funding before deciding on community or regional
hearings. If we could meet on Friday (i.e. tomorrow) | would greatly appreciate it. Vern may participate in the meeting as

well, if he is available.

These are some of the questions we would want to go over:

How much can an individual organization access?

Can an organization access funds now and again later in the panel review process?

What is the process to access the funds? :

What are the time lines for accessing funds? E.g. if there is a regional hearing in Inuvik during the first week of

March, can an organization access funding in time to prepare and participate in this hearing?

e Which organizations have been made aware of this opportunity and what details do they know? The distribution list of
a letter we have contained 8 organizations and didn't detail the process to access the funds.

e The letter mentions partnering and cost sharing with industry and GNWT. s this a requirement? If so, what are the
chances funds can really be made available in time to participate in our EA process?

Thank you very much for your consideration
Martin

Martin Haefele

Mackenzie Valley Environmental
Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 938, 5102 - 50th Ave
Yellowknife, NT X1A 2N7

Tel: (867) 766-7053

Fax: (867) 766-7074

> From: Ricki Hurst [mailto:hurstr@inac-ainc.gc.cal]

> Sent: January 25, 2004 1:12 PM

> To: Marie Adams; Martin Haefele

> Cc: Jim Martin; Vern Christensen, Executive Director

> Subject: Re: Response Mackenzie Gas Project - participant funding
>

>

> Hi Martin. | would be happy to have Marie or | meet to

> discuss issues of participant funding, but could we look at
> doing this later next week. Both Marie and | are out of town
> Monday and Tuesday?

>

> To add to Marie's note to you, and as we stated in our
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> response on the work plan (Hurst to Burlingame of January 9, 2004).

>
> "We should not lose sight of the fact that the Mackenzie Gas Project
> has been conducting extensive discussions on issues in the
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> communities and will continue with its ambitious program over
> the next couple of months. We understand that the results of
> these sessions will be made available to the Board for

> consideration in its deliberations. It is suggested that the

> Board will likely have ample evidence to support the

> determination of 'public concern' through the evidence

> provided by the producers and as verified through focused

> regional hearings."

>

> As noted by Jim Martin in the note sentto youon ...... DIAND
> has been providing communities with some capacity-based

> funding which could be accessed (this will be a recipient

> decision based on agreement detail), to participate in

> consultations with the MGP folks and for participation

> in a mid-level, MVEIRB EA process.

>

> DIAND/PRO is not dictating that it be used only for the

> purpose of the MVERIB EA Review, and indeed we expect it will
> also be used to consult with the MGP proponents and prepare
> for the full Panel Review in the future.

>

> The amount of funds we offered for the last three months of

> 2003/04 is $150K/Region.

>

> As also noted, there is currently no source of funding

> dedicated specifically toward Participant, or Intervener

> funding at this mid-level EA stage. The Minister has written

> to that effect in the past although this type of dedicated

> funding will be available as Marie has noted, at the Review

> Panel stage. Communities will be able to access these funds
> at that time based on criteria and eligibility conditions.

> (This is indeed another reason | believe why it may be

> preferable to reach the more comprehensive Panel Review stage).
>

> | hope this has clarified these issues somewhat and I'll wait

> to hear from you as to the suitability of a meeting in the

> future. | have copied Vern and Jim Martin because | know

> they are talking about similar issues.

> Ricki

>

>>> "Martin Haefele" <MHaefele@mveirb.nt.ca> 01/20/04 04:45PM >>>
Marie:

VVVVVVVYV

> We have received a copy of a letter from Bob Overvold

> and Lorne Tricoteux that was send to a number of communities

> in December, regarding participant funding for the Mackenzie

> Gas Project. As you probably know we have also received a

> number of comments on our work plan urging the Board to

> eliminate or reduce the number of hearings in the EA process

> for the MGP, in part because they would put too much strain

> on community resources. Arguably, the Board visiting each

> community to hear from individuals directly puts considerably

> less strain on the community than the community having to

> gather the views of individuals and communicate them to the

> Board via written submissions and/or hearings in regional centres.

>

> The availability of participant funding may allow the

> Board to reduce the number of hearings while maintaining a

> fair process. However, the information we have on the funding
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> program is rather sketchy. We received the letter from Ricki

> Hurst via Jim Martin. | suppose either Ricki or yourself may

> be the right persons to talk to about this. Do you think it

> would be possible together briefly this week so | can get an

> understanding of how the participant funding could facilitate

> the EA process. The following questions come to mind:

>

>* How much funding is available in total?

>* How much can be accessed for our EA?

>* How much can an individual organization access?

>* Can an organization access funds now and again later in the

> panel review process?

>* What is the process to access the funds?

>* What are the time lines for accessing funds? E.g. if we have a
> regional hearing in Inuvik during the first week of March,

> can an organization access funding in time to prepare and

> participate in this hearing?

>* What has happened since the letter was sent out? Have

> communities been contacted and if so which ones? (The

> distribution list

> contained only 8 organizations).

>* Are the communities aware this funding can be used for the EA?
>* Are the communities aware of the process to access the funds?
>* The letter mentions partnering and cost sharing with industry
>and GNWT. Is this a requirement? If so, what are the

> chances funds can really be made available in time to

> participate in our EA process?

>

Thanks for your consideration

Martin

Martin Haefele

Mackenzie Valley Environmental
Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 938, 5102 - 50th Ave
Yellowknife, NT X1A 2N7

Tel: (867) 766-7053

Fax: (867) 766-7074
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" Martin Haefele _

From: Ricki Hurst [hurstr@inac-ainc.gc.ca]

Sent: January 25, 2004 1:12 PM

To: Marie Adams; Martin Haefele

Ce: Jim Martin; Vern Christensen, Executive Director

Subject: Re: Response Mackenzie Gas Project - participant funding

Hi Martin. I would be happy to have Marie or I meet to discuss issues of participant
funding, but could we look at doing this later next week. Both Marie and I are out of
town Monday and Tuesday?

To add to Marie's note to you, and as we stated in our response on the work plan (Hurst
to Burlingame of January 9, 2004).

"We should not lose sight of the fact that the Mackenzie Gas Project

has been conducting extensive discussions on issues in the communities and will continue
with its ambitious program over the next couple of months. We understand that the
results of these sessions will be made available to the Board for consideration in its
deliberations. It is suggested that the Board will likely have ample evidence to
support the determination of 'public concern' through the evidence provided by the
producers and as verified through focused regional hearings."

As noted by Jim Martin in the note sent to you on ...... DIAND has been providing
communities with some capacity-based funding which could be accessed (this will be a
recipient decision based on agreement detail), to participate in consultations with the
MGP folks and for participation

in a mid-level, MVEIRB EA process.

DIAND/PRO is not dictating that it be used only for the purpose of the MVERIB EA Review,
and indeed we expect it will also be used to consult with the MGP proponents and prepare
for the full Panel Review in the future.

The amount of funds we offered for the last three months of 2003/04 is $150K/Region.

As also noted, there is currently no source of funding dedicated specifically toward
Participant, or Intervener funding at this mid-level EA stage. The Minister has written
to that effect in the past although this type of dedicated funding will be available as
Marie has noted, at the Review Panel stage. Communities will be able to access these
funds at that time based on criteria and eligibility conditions. (This is indeed another
reason I believe why it may be preferable to reach the more comprehensive Panel Review
stage) .

I hope this has clarified these issues somewhat and I'll wait to hear from you as to the

suitability of a meeting in the future. I have copied Vern and Jim Martin because I know
they are talking about similar issues.
Ricki

>>> "Martin Haefele" <MHaefele@mveirb.nt.ca> 01/20/04 04:45PM >>>
Marie:

We have received a copy of a letter from Bob Overvold and Lorne Tricoteux that was
send to a number of communities in December, regarding participant funding for the
Mackenzie Gas Project. As you probably know we have also received a number of comments
on our work plan urging the Board to eliminate or reduce the number of hearings in the EA
process for the MGP, in part because they would put too much strain on community
resources. Arguably, the Board visiting each community to hear from individuals directly
puts considerably less strain on the community than the community having to gather the
views of individuals and communicate them to the Board via written submissions and/or -
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hearings in regional centres.

The availability of participant funding may allow the Board to reduce the number of
hearings while maintaining a fair process. However, the information we have on the
funding program is rather sketchy. We received the letter from Ricki Hurst via Jim
Martin. I suppose either Ricki or yourself may be the right persons to talk to about
this. Do you think it would be possible together briefly this week so I can get an
understanding of how the participant funding could facilitate the EA process. The
following guestions come to mind:

How much funding is available in total?

How much can be accessed for our EA?

How much can an individual organization access?

Can an organization access funds now and again later in the

panel review process?

* What is the process to access the funds?

* What are the time lines for accessing funds? E.g. if we have a

regional hearing in Inuvik during the first week of March, can an organization access
funding in time to prepare and participate in this hearing?

* ok ok ok

* What has happened since the letter was sent out? Have

communities been contacted and if so which ones? (The distribution list
contained only 8 organizations).

* Are the communities aware this funding can be used for the EA?

* Are the communities aware of the process to access the funds?

* The letter mentions partnering and cost sharing with industry

and GNWT. Is this a requirement? If so, what are the chances funds can really be made
available in time to participate in our EA process?

Thanks for your consideration
Martin

Martin Haefele

Mackenzie Valley Environmental
Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 938, 5102 - 50th Ave
Yellowknife, NT X1A 2N7

Tel: (867) 766-7053

Fax: (867) 766-7074
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Vern Christensen, Executive Director | JeAA
" From: Jim Martin [martinj@inac-ainc.gc.ca]

Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2004 12:27 PM

To: Vern Christensen, Executive Director

Subject: Community Capacity $$ - to support in EA and RegulatoryProcesses for Pipeline

Gordon Distribution
Yakeleya.wpd List.wpd
** High Priority *=*
Hi Vern,

Please find attached a sample letter and related distribution list I received from Ricki.
The official signed version was distributed to a number of community organizations
advising them of a regional pot of funds that is now available to support their
participation in EA and Regulatory Processes pertaining to the MV Pipeline.

These funds could be accessed by these organizations to support participation in your mid-
level EA processes.

Talk to you later.

Jim .



Box 1500
Yellowknife, NT X1A 2R3

December 15, 2003

President Gordon Yakeleya

Tulita Land and Financial Corporation
Box 63

Tulita, NT X0E 0KO

Fax: (867) 588-4025

Dear President Yakeleya:

Re: Capacity Building Funding for the Mackenzie Gas Project

The purpose of this letter is to advise you of our continuing efforts to identify and help support some of
the most immediate and pressing capacity needs of the regions and/or communities that are being
impacted directly by the planning work that is underway associated with the proposed Mackenzie
Valley Gas Pipeline.

While we recognize that capacity needs may shift as the proposed project moves through various
planning, review and decision phases, our recent discussions with communities and regions point to the
need for some immediate support to enable communities and/or regions to engage in the preparatory
planning and liaison and in some cases negotiations with industry and/or government.

We are pleased to advise you that we have been successful in obtaining the support of our department
to reprofile a limited amount of financial resources for the current fiscal year ending March 31, 2004.
We also have identified some programs within our Aboriginal Economic Development portfolio that
may be able to be accessed for certain types of needs. To this end, we have asked our staff in PRO to

- contact your representative prior to the Christmas Holidays to discuss how we may be able to help you
support some of your essential needs.

Through partnering and coordination with/between your organization/communities and, where feasible,
cost sharing with industry and/or the Government of the Northwest Territories, your needs for the short
and medium term should be able to be addressed.
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Should you wish to discuss this matter further, we invite you to contact Matthew Spence or Heidi
Heder in our Pipeline Readiness Office.

On behalf of the staff here in DIAND Northwest Territories Region, we would like to extend our best
wishes for the Christmas Holidays and for 2004.

Sincerely,
Bob Overvold Lomme Tricoteux
Regional Director General Associate Regional Director General

Northwest Territories , Northwest Territories



December 15, 2003

Capacity Building Funding for the Mackenzie Gas Project Letter

Distribution List

To:

1. President Eddie McPherson Jr., Fort Norman Metis Land and Financial Corporation
2. Chairperson Nellie Cournoyea, Inuvialuit Regional Corporation

3. Grand Chief Herb Norwegian, Deh Cho First Nations
cc Kenya Norwegian, Deh Cho Pipeline Working Group

4. President Fred Carmichael, Gwich’in Tribal Council
cc Chief Charlie Furlong
. Chief Richard Nerysoo
Chief Peter Ross
Chief Abe Wilson - -

5. Grand Chief Frank Andrew, Sahtu Dene Council
6. President Todd McCauley, Ernie McDonald Land Corporation
7. ' Chairman Anthony Grandjambe, K’asho Got’ine Pipeline Workmg Group
cc Winston McNeely
Robert Kelly
Wilbert Kochon

8. President Gordon Yakeleya, Tulita Land and Financial Corporation



