NEXTERA ENERGY CANADA, ULC
Archaeology Update

March 25, 2012

Scarlett Janusas Archaeological And Heritage
Consulting
Contact: Scarlett Janusas,
E-mail: jscarlett@amtelecom.net

Independent Monitor, Saugeen Qjibway Nations
Environment Office:
Individual to be confirmed through SON EO

Work Description:

The work is to start and complete stage 2
archaeological surveying. The lands will be plowed
and allowed to weather for at least 2 significant
rainfalls. This will be followed a pedestrian survey
led by a licensed archaeologist. Land surveyors walk
side by side and mark 5 metre intervals on cultivated
fields. The surveying will be done when there is at
least 80% ground visibility and the soil has been
weathered by rain. That is why a set start date cannot
be given.

Any archaeological artifacts that are found will be
picked up, documented, and archived at an
appropriate repository according to Ministry of
Tourism and Culture (MTC) requirements.

A Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment report will be
completed that describes the study and any artifacts
found and will be submitted to MTC for review and
to interested Aboriginal communities.

The surveying is expected to take 5 to 10 days to
complete.

Stage 2 will be conducted as per the 2011 MTC
Standards and Guidelines.

Project* Work Planned and Consultant Name Timeframe
The remaining fieldwork will require only 1 day to
complete and includes pedestrian survey of one MET
tower location and one electrical line corridor
East Durham Archaeological Consultant: Spring 2012
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Contact: Jeff Muir, Field Manager
E-Mail: Jeffrey Muir@golder.com

Independent Monitors:
Brandy George Archaeological Services Inc.
Contact: Brandy George, Monitoring Archaeologist

Wayne Hill, Two Row Archaeology

Work Description

The goal is to conduct the remaining Stage 2
archaeological fieldwork. This will consist of a
pedestrian survey led by a licensed archaeologist.
Field archaeologists walk side by side at 5 metre
intervals on cultivated fields. The surveying will be
conducted when there is at least 80% ground
visibility (i.e. crops have been harvested and the land
re-ploughed) and the soil has been weathered by rain.

A large portion of the work has been done on each
project but this fieldwork will accommodate any
changes made to the wind farm design layout and to
any modifications to the proposed transmission lines.

Any archaeological artifacts that are found will be
documented, and a sample will be picked up,
catalogued, and archived at an appropriate repository
according to Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport
requirements.

A Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment report will be
completed that describes the study area and any
artifacts found. It will be submitted to Ministry of
Tourism. Culture and Sport for review and to
interested Aboriginal communities. This will
supplement the Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment
reports already submitted for these projects.

The work schedule is currently being developed but
is expected to take place throughout the spring. Field
ploughing and weather may affect the schedule and
duration of the field work.

Project* Work Planned and Consultant Name Timeframe
Adelaide and Archaeological Consultant: Spring 2012
Bornish Golder Associates
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E-Mail: Jeffrey Muir@golder.com

Independent Monitors:
Brandy George Archaeological Services Inc.
Contact: Brandy George, Monitoring Archaeologist

Work Description:

The goal is to conduct the remaining Stage 2
archaeological fieldwork. This will consist of a
pedestrian survey led by a licensed archaeologist.
Field archaeologists walk side by side at 5 metre
intervals on cultivated fields. The surveying will be
conducted when there is at least 80% ground
visibility (i.e. crops have been harvested and the land

re-ploughed) and the soil has been weathered by rain.

This work is a continuation of the fieldwork already
conducted by Golder with Brandy George’s
assistance in the fall of 2010 and throughout 2011.

Any archaeological artifacts that are found will be
documented, and a sample will be picked up,
catalogued, and archived at an appropriate repository
according to Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport
requirements.

For the Bluewater project, a Stage 2 Archaeological
Assessment Report has already been submitted for
the wind farm layout and the additional report
submitted in the spring of 2012 will deal with the
transmission line field work and any modifications to
the existing wind farm layout. For both Goshen and
Jericho, a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment report
for each project will be completed that describes the
study area and any artifacts found. All reports will be
submitted to the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and
Sport for review and to interested Aboriginal
communities.

The work is anticipated to last for about 6 to 8 weeks.

Project* Work Planned and Consultant Name Timeframe
Bluewater, Archaeological Consultant: Spring 2012
Goshen and Golder Associates
Jericho Contact: Jeff Muir, Field Manager
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Golder Associates
Contact: Jeff Muir, Field Manager
E-Mail: Jeffrey Muir@golder.com

First Nation Monitor with Golder Crew:
Jason Silver (for Six Nations of Grand River)
Sheila Silver (for Six Nations of the Grand River)
Jedekiah Secord (for Mississaugas of New Credit)

Independent Monitor:
Wayne Hill, Two Row Archaeology

Work Description:

The Stage 1 desktop study is completed and the Stage
2 archaeological fieldwork is about 95% done. All
diagnostic artifacts and a sample of other artifacts
have been collected and catalogued, while others
were left in situ.

Curated artifacts are kept securely in Golder’s office
as per Ministry of Tourism and Culture regulations
and recorded as part of the Ontario Archaeological
Sites Database. There have been about 900 sites
found to date, with some portions of the proposed
transmission line and collector cables still to be
surveyed.

About 150 sites have undergone Stage 3
archaeological assessment to date, with other sites
recommended for Stage 3 archaeological assessment
avoided through wind farm layout changes. Stage 4
work has already been conducted on 7 sites. This
year’s fieldwork will still follow the first priority of
avoidance, but as the wind farm design advances, this
becomes more difficult. Where avoidance is not
possible, Stage 4 excavation, documentation and
cataloguing is required.

Project* Work Planned and Consultant Name Timeframe
Field ploughing and weather may affect the schedule
and duration of the fieldwork.
Summerhaven | Archaeological Consultant: Spring 2012

Please see the enclosed map for the general locations of all current NEEC wind

projects.
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As explained above, the exact start date in of site work depends on weather and soil
conditions. We cannot predict a specific date but certainly will begin as soon as fields are
ploughed and soils are weathered.

Field Briefings

NEEC and its archaeological consultants will arrange a field briefing for communities who
wish to send a representative to meet directly with the archaeological consultant. The field
briefing is a suggestion we received from one of the interested communities in 2010. They
would last about 1 hour.

Field briefing arrangements will be made based on requests we receive by April 1,
2012.

The field briefing is described in NEEC’s Ontario Projects Archaeological Protocol
(enclosed). We would like the field briefing to include:

1. Opportunity to meet the personnel involved in this work, including any monitors
who will be on site

2. Description of archaeological fieldwork plans and locations

3. Discussion of NEEC’s Archaeological Protocol and roles of the archaeological crew
and monitors

4. Receive any advice or direction from community representatives that may help us to
complete this work in a respectful and thorough way

5. Ensure all involved parties know who the appropriate contact persons are, and how
to contact them

Contact Information

For any questions about field briefings, or to request additional arrangements for
monitoring, please contact the coordinating archaeologists above by April 1, 2012 and R.
D. (Bob) Waldon of Bedford Consulting & Associates, who is coordinating the Aboriginal
consultation work at:

Bob Waldon

Bedford Consulting & Associates
e-mail: rdwaldon@bedfordC4.com
1-905-838-4256

If you have any questions about the archaeological field work itself, please contact:

Tom Bird

Project Manager, Environmental Services
NextEra Energy Canada, ULC
1-905-335-4904
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Principles for Proponents working
in the Traditional Territories of the
Saugeen Ojibway Nations

The Saugeen Ojibway Nations consist of the Chippewas of Saugeen and the Chippewas
of Nawash Unceded First Nation. The traditional lands of the Saugeen Ojibway Nations
extend east from Lake Huron to the Nottawasaga River and south from the tip of the
Bruce Peninsula to the Maitland River system (11 miles south of Goderich). The
traditional waters around these lands include the lakebed of Lake Huron from the shore to
the US border and the lakebed of Georgian Bay to the halfway point.

The following principles will form the basis of any future relationship with the proponent
and a negotiated protocol for consultation and accommodation.

1. Rights and Interests
The rights and interests of the Saugeen Ojibway Nations are as follows:

a) Pursuant to our 19" century Treaties with the Crown, the SON occupy large Reserves
bordering Lake Huron or Georgian Bay. Because these reserve lands were exempted
from the surrender in the Treaty, the SON have Aboriginal title to those lands. Those
reserves sustain the SON’s future in various ways. They are our residential
communities, include places of cultural and spiritual significance, and are the base for
our fisheries and other economic opportunities, including valuable recreational
properties. Those proprietary rights and interests depend on a safe and stable, toxic-
free environment, including clean water from Lake Huron or Georgian Bay.

b) The SON have subsistence fisheries and land-based harvesting practices and rights
throughout our territory. These provide vital support for our Aboriginal culture and
way of life, as well as the economy, health and social relationships in the SON
communities.

c) The SON also have commercial fishing rights in Lake Huron and Georgian Bay.
These Aboriginal and Treaty rights were confirmed in R v Jones and Nadjiwan,
[1993] 3 CNLR 178, and are an interest of growing economic importance, in light of
the large scale settlement and development in the territory.

d) The SON also have two major land claims before the courts. One is an aboriginal title
claim to the lakebeds of our traditional waters. The other affects the whole of Bruce
Peninsula, including the land under navigable rivers and lakes.



2. Consultation

The Supreme Court of Canada has recently explained the Crown’s legal obligations to
consult aboriginal peoples, in three decisions: Taku River Tlingit v British Columbia
[2005] 1 CNLR 366, Haida Nation v British Columbia [2005] 1 CNLR 72, and Mikisew
Cree v Canada [2006] 1 CNLR 78. In subsequent decisions by courts in British
Columbia and Ontario, further details have been clarified — see e.g., Musqueam Indian
Band v Canada [2005] 2 CNLR 212 (B.C.C.A.), Platinex Inc. v Kitchenuhmaykoosib
Inninuwig First Nation (Ont. SCJ, July 28, 2006).

It is now settled that a government must engage in consultations with an Aboriginal
people when considering a decision that might adversely affect their Aboriginal or Treaty
rights or interests intended for protection by section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. If
there is a potential for substantial adverse impacts or infringement, there is a
corresponding obligation to protect and accommodate the affected rights or interests.

These consultation and accommodation obligations are based on the honour of the
Crown. They reflect the ongoing requirement to pursue the reconciliation of pre-existing
Aboriginal rights and interests with Crown sovereignty. These are continuing obligations
that emerge from the Crown-Aboriginal relationship, and which arise whenever there is a
reasonable likelihood that Aboriginal interests could be at risk. If governments do not
fulfill these obligations, the courts may disallow authorizations for proposals that
triggered the duty.

Therefore, in the context of the SON:

a) The process must focus on the impacts/infringement. The Crown must genuinely
seek to inform itself about and substantially address the First Nation’s concerns.

b) The focus must be on the outcome and not just the process. The appearance must
not triumph over content.

c) The key is to focus the consultation process on the constitutionally protected
aboriginal rights in question. This is not just a chat. This is not a discussion about
"interests". This is a process required because the Crown is proposing to allow
something to take place that could infringe a right or rights protected by s.35 of
the Canadian Constitution. The scope and nature of the consultation and
accommodation are inextricably linked to the rights at stake.

d) The substantive requirement is that the Crown "demonstrably integrate" the rights
and title claims raised by the First Nation into the decision making process.

e) The Crown’s legal duty to consult with the Saugeen Ojibway Nations cannot be
delegated to third parties.

f) Consultation cannot proceed in the absence of the Crown.



g) The SON, after the Environmental Assessment process, will be consulted about
any subsequent permitting, approval and licensing processes that are a part of the
overall project.

3. Protection of the Environment

The Saugeen Ojibway Nations’ traditional territories have been their home long before
contact and will continue to be their home for generations to come. The full expression of
Saugeen Ojibway Nations’ rights depends on healthy, biologically diverse ecosystems.

Therefore:

a) The SON must have full participation in any environmental screening or
assessment process.

b) The SON are entitled to share and have access to all necessary information
relating to environmental screening or assessment reports and processes,
especially those that might reveal potential impacts on Saugeen Ojibway Nations’
rights, claims and way of life.

c) The SON must have full participation in the ongoing monitoring of the project.

d) A separate Environmental Agreement will be required. Components of the
Environmental Agreement would include (but would not be limited to):

ii.

1il.

1v.

V.

V.

terms and conditions that are necessary as identified by the SON’s
environmental review of the project;

a determination of the level of engagement of the SON in the ongoing
environmental management of the project, including decommissioning of
the project;

delivery of environmental monitoring data, studies and other information
to the SON for periodic evaluation;

periodic independent evaluation of the proponent’s environmental
performance;

the collection of baseline data for use as environmental health indicators.
environmental reporting to the SON on a regular basis;

vii. review and approval authority by SON of environmental management

plans (especially closure/decommissioning plans);

viii.an endorsement of the precautionary principle;

1X.

X.

x1.

agreement on the preservation of sensitive naturally occurring ecologies,
including species of particular cultural interest to the SON;

restoration, where practical and appropriate, of indigenous species;
compliance with regulations, standards and best practices of the day.

4, Sustainability of the First Nations

In the past, many projects, legislation, policies and practices have proven incompatible
with the Saugeen Ojibway Nations’ rights, interests and way of life. Therefore:



a) The proponent must accommodate the rights and interests of the SON such that
the project contributes to the SON’s well-being and does not undermine it.

b) Any adverse impact or infringement upon the SON’s rights and way of life and
the sustainability of these interests within their traditional territories must be fully
addressed and mitigated by the proponent. This would include impacts on
harvesting rights, particularly SON rights to a commercial fishery.

c) The proposed project must be consistent with the SON’s vision for the land and
waters of their traditional territories, respectful of their rights and interests and it
must contribute to the cultural, economic and social vitality of their people.

5. Protection of Culturally Specific Sites (burial grounds, ancient habitation sites etc.)

Areas within the traditional territories of the Saugeen Ojibway Nations are sacred and are
of significant cultural value. It is imperative that these sites are properly identified and
protected. Therefore:

a) The proponent must, with SON participation, determine whether the site for the
proposed project is of any cultural significance to the SON.

b) The proponent and the SON must assess whether the project will have an adverse
impact on any existing culturally specific site(s).

c) If the heritage resource potential of any site(s) proposed for surface disturbance
has not yet been assessed for archaeological potential, then, prior to any
disturbance, the proponent must conduct a site archaeological survey according to
terms agreed to by the SON.

d) If artefacts or remains are found, all work at the site must cease and the SON
notified immediately. The proponent and First Nation representatives will then
enter into negotiations regarding the disposition of artefacts and the protection of
remains.

e) Socio-cultural impact assessment studies may need to be conducted at the
proponent’s expense.

6. Experts and Assessments

a) The proponent must seek the approval of the SON for the appointment of experts
who will conduct traditional land use studies, archaeological studies and
ethnographic studies that assess the impacts of the project.

b) The SON must play a meaningful role in any assessments or studies regarding the
project and its impact on their rights and way of life and the sustainability of these



interests within their traditional territories. This role might include the setting of
terms of reference and the peer review of such studies.

7. Mitigation Strategies

Accommodation is an integral part of consultation. Therefore:

a) The proponent and the SON must jointly develop mitigation strategies that fully
address the SON’s concerns.

8. Information Sharing

An open and transparent process, conducted in good faith is at the heart of proper
consultation. The Saugeen Ojibway Nations must be able to make informed decisions,
understand fully the effects that a decision may have, and ensure their decisions are
consistent with the needs, aspirations and concerns expressed by their communities.
Therefore:

a) The proponent must provide the necessary vital and detailed information pertinent
to the project and its impacts on the SON’s rights and interests and the
sustainability of these interests within their traditional territories.

b) The SON must share all information with the proponent that addresses their
concerns regarding potential impacts of the project and any other information that
is necessary in terms of assessing and or monitoring the project as well as
designing and implementing any required mitigation measures.

c) All information must be provided in a timely manner.

9. Capacity

a) The proponent must provide the Saugeen Ojibway Nations with sufficient funding
to ensure that the SON can participate fully in the negotiation of a Protocol
Agreement and in the consultation process itself, which includes the various
studies, and stages of the assessment process.

10. Benefits

The SON is generally excluded from the educational, employment and business
opportunities that industry brings to others in their traditional territories. Therefore:

a) The proponent and SON will negotiate an agreement that will include, but is not
limited to, compensation, employment, training and business opportunities.
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Six Nations Consultation Policy

Sl& NATIONS COUNGIL |

Six Nations of the Grand River
Land Use Consultation & Accommodation Policy

A Policy for Obtaining Free, Prior, and Informed Consent from Six Nations

1. Preamble

Six Nations of the Grand River is the largest First Nation by population in Canada. The current territory
spans 46 500 acres and is bordered by the Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation and the counties of
Norfolk, Brant, and Haldimand. This territory represents only 4.8% of the 950,000 acres of the
Haldimand Tract lands that were granted to Six Nations by the Haldimand Proclamation in 1784.

As the official governing body of the territory and working with all Six Nations Community Members,
Six Nations Elected Council (SNEC) on behalf of the people of Six Nations of the Grand River has
interests in and a duty to protect land within the Haldimand Tract. These interests include unsurrendered
lands; conditionally surrendered lands which are subject to unfulfilled conditions; and the Grand River
including the river bed. Additionally Council asserts a responsibility to protect the land, air, and water
within the wider area specified by the 1701 Fort Albany/Nanfan Treaty. By 1995, Six Nations has filed
with the Federal Crown, 29 specific claims with more to be researched. At this time, the Federal Crown is
typically taking between 10-20 years to review and settle specific claims. However, in 1995 when Six
Nations commenced a court action against the Crown requesting an accounting of all the real and personal
property that Six Nations should have had from the Haldimand Tract, the Government of Canada ceased
any attempts to settle the claims submitted under the Specific Claims Policy. The Crown’s failure to settle
these claims has resulted in land disputes that harm relations and waste both money and resources. This
failure has resulted in frustration for developers, municipalities, communities, as well as the people of Six
Nations.

2. Policy Statement

Six Nations Elected Council (SNEC) requires that the Crown, Proponents and municipalities consult with
SNEC in good faith in order to obtain its free and informed consent on behalf of Six Nations of the Grand
River prior to SNEC approval of any project potentially affecting Six Nations’ Interests. SNEC expects
that effective mechanisms shall be provided by the Crown and/or Proponent for just and fair redress for
any significant development activities; and all parties shall take appropriate measures to mitigate adverse
environmental, economic, social, cultural or spiritual impacts. SNEC supports development that benefits
the people of Six Nations and is conducted in a manner that is cognisant and respectful of the water, air,
land, rights and interests of the people of Six Nations. SNEC fully expects all Proponents, municipalities
and the Crown to respect this policy.

3. Guiding Principles
The following principles shall guide all consultation and accommodation endeavours.
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3.1 The process of consultation and accommodation must be guided by the principles established by
the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. At a minimum this must
include:

(i) a lack of any and all coercion including, but not limited to, financial and time constraints;

(i) commencing consultation at the onset of a project, prior to decisions being made; and

(i) full disclosure including, but not limited to, detailed reports on the project and the
property; details of all federal, provincial, and municipal fees and taxes related to the
property; and information as to the purchase price of the property.

3.2 The decision-making process must be proactive, holistic, and strategic in scope that works toward
joint planning approaches. Decisions should be made by consensus wherever possible.

3.3 The process shall have an ongoing government-to-government relationship based on the
recognition of Six Nations inherent rights, treaty rights, and title. Six Nations must have a formal
role in all decisions influencing and impacting the territory at all levels reasonably necessary to
protect the rights and interests of Six Nations. SNEC must not be just considered part of a larger
Ontario community who might be consulted.

3.4 The process shall have respect for the sacred bonds between Six Nations and the land, through
long term agreements that provide measures to protect the land and resources that Six Nations
relies on to sustain its culture, Community, and economy.

3.5 There shall be available financial resources for Six Nation’s full and effective participation in all
aspects of the consultation and accommodation process.

3.6 There must be a willingness to provide accommodation for the reasonable concerns of Six
Nations prior to the commencement of the project.

3.7 There must be a willingness to engage in a jointly accepted dispute resolution process in the event
an agreement cannot be reached.

3.8 There must be a commitment to deal with each development on an individual and flexible basis.
The controlling question in all situations must be what is required to maintain the honour of the
Crown and to effect reconciliation between the Crown and Six Nations peoples with respect to
the interests at stake.

Application

4.1 This policy and related procedures apply to any and all Federal, Provincial and Municipal land
use policies or regulations; all land use development projects within the Haldimand Tract; and
any proposed land projects outside of the Haldimand Tract that may reasonably be seen to affect
the rights and interests of Six Nations as outlined in the Policy Statement section above.

4.2 This policy does not apply to land use projects proposed by Members of Six Nations within the
Six Nations territory.

Enforcement
5.1 If a Proponent or the Crown fails to abide by this policy SNEC may take one or more of the
following actions:
(i) legal action;
(i1) publication of projects that are not in compliance with the policy; and
(ii1) any other action deemed reasonable.

Definitions
6.1 Accommodation — an amicable agreement achieved by consultation between two or more parties
to reconcile Six Nations concerns and to avoid irreparable harm or to minimize the effects of
infringement by seeking compromise in an attempt to harmonize any conflicting interests.
Accommodation may include, but is not limited to:
(1) Partnerships;
(i1) joint ventures;
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(ii1) revenue sharing;
(iv) employment and educational opportunities; and
(v) other arrangements that benefit the Six Nations Community.

6.2 Consultation — a deliberation, in good faith, on a matter involving two or more parties, having
concern for and consideration of Six Nations’ wishes in planning and acting; with a mutual goal
of arriving at an agreeable decision prior to any undertaking by either party.

6.3 Haldimand Tract — the land six miles on either side of the Grand River from its source to Lake
Erie granted to Six Nations by the Haldimand Proclamation of October 25, 1784

6.4 Major projects — Projects that SNEC believes have a reasonable potential to cause environmental
damage, result in non-compensable damage, or projects on lands to which Six Nations has a
strong prima facie case for recognition or restoration of beneficial title. These projects may
include, but are not limited to:

(i) Some estate residential developments;

(i1) large residential developments;

(ii1) commercial and industrial developments;

(iv) changes to Municipal or Provincial land use policies or plans;

(v) major transportation projects;

(vi) projects that border and/or cross the Grand River;

(vii) aggregate resource projects

(viii) energy, electric and water projects, and associated transmission or transportation;
(ix) waste management facilities;

(x) projects deemed Special Projects by SNEC. (amended by LAR#8—02/25/2010)

6.5 Minor projects — Projects that SNEC believes present very little potential for negative effects on
the environment, cultural, social and economic damage, or infringement on Six Nations’ Interests,
and Treaty rights. These projects may include, but are not limited to:

(1) severances;

(i1) variances;

(ii1) lot line adjustments;

(iv) garden suites;

(v) some estate residential developments; and

(vi) the majority of notices outside of the Haldimand Tract not deemed to be Special Projects.
(amended by LAR#8—02/25/2010)

6.6 Proponent — A person including corporations, which may include the Crown, who proposes a
minor or major project to be implemented that may affect Six Nations’ Interests.

6.7 SNEC — Six Nations Elected Council including its authorized agents and employees.

6.8 Special Projects — Projects of a significant size or importance that have a reasonable potential to
affect Six Nations Interests or infringe on Six Nations rights. (amended by LAR#8—-02/25/2010)

6.9 Six Nations Interests — SNEC asserts their interest in the following lands:

(i) Unsurrendered lands within the Haldimand Tract;

(i1) Conditionally surrendered lands which are subject to unfulfilled conditions;
(ii1) The Grand River including the river bed; and

(iv) The 1701 Fort Albany/Nanfan Treaty territory.

6.10 Six Nations Land Use Consultation Team — A panel delegated by SNEC, as per the Six Nations
Land Use Consultation Team Terms of Reference, to carry out the process of consultation and
accommodation on behalf of SNEC.

6.11 The Crown — Her Majesty in right of Canada and Her Majesty in right of Ontario and their
respective governments and agencies.

6.12 Third Parties — A person; other than the Crown, SNEC, or the Proponent; who is either directly
or indirectly affected by a project.
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7. Non-Derogation

7.1 Nothing in this policy, pursuant to section 25 of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms, shall be
construed so as to abrogate or derogate from the protection provided for Six Nations’ existing
Aboriginal or Treaty rights as recognized by section 35 of the Constitution Act 1982, the Royal
Proclamation of October 7, 1763, and any rights or freedoms that now exist by way of land
claims agreements or may be so acquired.

7.2 Nothing in this policy shall be construed as to affect the Aboriginal or Treaty rights, as recognized
by section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982, of any other First Nation.

8. Responsibilities of the Crown
8.1 The Crown is responsible to:

(i) operate in good faith;

(i1) uphold the honour of the Crown;

(ii1) accommodate Six Nations concerns up to the point of undue hardship where Six Nations
rights and interests have been asserted but not necessarily proven;

(iv) keep abreast of the status of the consultation process throughout and contribute in a
meaningful way when necessary;

(v) participate in consensus decision making;

(vi) give reasonable consideration to Six Nations’ rights and interests;

(vii) ensure the consultation process is adequately and securely funded; and

(viii) conduct consultation in the most expeditious manner possible consistent with SNEC
internal policies and processes.

9. Responsibilities of SNEC
9.1 SNEC is responsible to:

(1) operate in good faith;

(i1) represent the concerns, values, and opinions of all Six Nations Community Members;

(ii1) make a reasonable effort to provide all Six Nations Community Members with adequate
notice of all major projects;

(iv) make a reasonable effort to provide all Six Nations Community Members with an
opportunity to comment on major projects;

(v) promote and encourage the utilization of this consultation and accommodation process;

(vi) lobby for the necessary resources to operate the consultation and accommodation
process; and

(vii) monitor compliance, by all parties, with the consultation and accommodation process.

10. Responsibilities of Proponents
10.1 Proponents are responsible to:

(1) operate in good faith;

(i1) notify SNEC at the onset of the project;

(ii1) adhere to the consultation and accommodation process; and

(iv) disclose, in a timely manner, all information required by SNEC including but not limited
to:
(a) a detailed description of the project;
(b) a description of the property;
(¢) the purchase price of the property; and
(d) all taxes, including land transfer, paid on the property.

11. Overview of the Early Consultation Process
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12.

13.

11.1 This overview shall not be interpreted to be exhaustive of the process for consulting with Six
Nations. For greater clarity please reference the SNEC document, “Six Nations of the Grand
River Land Use Consultation and Accommodation Procedure Manual.”

11.2 Prior to the onset of the project the Proponent shall notify SNEC, in writing, of their intentions
and shall provide SNEC with detailed descriptions of the proposed development.

11.3 Contact between SNEC and a Proponent may be initiated at this time during informal meetings
and/or other forms of communication. This may be interpreted as a sign of good faith and
honourable intention however; this initial communication shall not be considered to fulfill the
duty to consult.

11.4 Following receipt of notice as described in 11.2, SNEC shall give notice in conjunction with the
Proponent to the Crown requiring it to consult with Six Nations.

11.5 The Proponent shall submit, in a timely manner, any studies, plans, environmental assessments,
reports, property descriptions, taxation information, or other related documentation reasonable in
the circumstances and relevant to the project that may be requested by SNEC.

11.6 SNEC shall maintain detailed records in order to provide, in writing, to the Crown indication of
the financial/human resources utilized to perform a preliminary review of a project.

11.7 Following the preliminary review SNEC will provide the Crown and the Proponent with:

(i) any preliminary concerns or objections from Six Nations; and
(i1) notification as to whether the project is being considered as a major or minor project.

Minor Projects

12.1 If a project is considered minor the Proponent shall submit all documentation requested by
SNEC to ensure that SNEC is fully informed on the land being used and the project itself.

12.2 SNEC reserves the right to request regular updates on specific aspects of minor projects.

12.3 SNEC will notify the Crown and provide the Proponent with a letter indicating the satisfactory
fulfillment of consultation when the Proponent has complied with all reasonable requests of
SNEC.

Major Projects

SNEC recognizes that not all major projects present equal levels of risk to the interests or Treaty rights of
the Six Nations Community. The following represents an overview of how SNEC is prepared to address
major projects. SNEC reserves the right to deal with each project on an individual basis within this
framework.

13.1 If a project is considered major, SNEC shall publicize the location and nature of the proposed
project.

13.2 SNEC will provide the Crown and the Proponent with any concerns, issues or objections. SNEC
shall allow an adequate period of time for the Proponent and the Crown to respond to the
identified concerns, issues and objections.

13.3 When SNEC has acquired all relevant information concerning the proposed project and notified
the Crown and Proponent of any concerns or objections, SNEC shall make a reasonable attempt
to inform all Six Nations Community Members.

13.4 SNEC shall allow adequate time for all Six Nations Community Members to submit objections
or support for the project. SNEC shall give all reasonable submissions consideration in drafting a
response to the Proponent.

13.5 If SNEC decides to consult on the project a Six Nations Council Resolution shall be passed to
that effect. This resolution shall require SNEC to engage in meaningful dialogue by way of
negotiation and mediation with the Crown and Proponent, to attempt to resolve any identified
issues, concerns and objections.

Page 13 of 15



