Appendix B-9
First Nations Engagement

One River EA: First Nations Engagement Plan
Recognizing that First Nations and Metis feedback is essential to the One River EA process, The City of
London (City) is proactively engaging and seeking input from First Nations communities near the study
area on the One River EA. Multiple First Nations communities have already expressed interest, including
a written notice in the form of a letter from the Chippewas of the Thames First Nations (COTTFN),
requesting to be involved in the discussion.
Other First Nations communities within the project area of the One River EA include Oneida Nation of
the Thames Settlement (Oneida), Munsee-Delaware Nation, Aamjiwnaang First Nation, Delaware Nation
(Moravian of the Thames), Bkejwanon Territory (Walpole Island), Caldwell First Nation, and Chippewas
of Kettle and Stony Point First Nations.
A variety of strategies and engagement tools are to be used to ensure widespread and accessible
participation in the First Nations engagement process. The approaches listed in Table 1 are planned to
be used to engage First Nations Communities to promote collaboration, receive input, and actively
address concerns regarding the One River EA.
Table 1. Strategies for First Nations Engagement
Task

Details

Schedule

Notice of Commencement

A formal notice to announce the
commencement of the EA process to
be sent to all nearby First Nations
Communities.

July 2017

Initial Contact

Chief’s Office of each First Nation to
be contacted and provided with
project background, details and City
project contact information.

July/August 2017

Meetings

Co-ordinate meetings with
representatives from each individual
First Nations Community to get
feedback and address concerns.

August/September 2017

Public Information Centers

Hold public engagement forums at
individual First Nations Communities.

October 2017
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This report was prepared by Lura Consulting, the independent facilitator and consultation specialist for
the City of London’s One River Environmental Assessment. If you have any questions or comments
regarding this report, please contact:
Jim Faught
505 Consumers Road, Suite 1005
Toronto, Ontario M2J 4V8
416-536-2215
jfaught@lura.ca
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Introduction
The City of London is developing a comprehensive One River Master Plan Environmental Assessment
(EA) for a portion of the Thames River from Boler Road bridge to the Forks of the Thames and Harris
Park. The One River Master Plan EA will assess potential environmental, social, cultural, recreational,
and economic impacts of existing and potential projects within the study area. The One River Master
Plan EA will identify opportunities to reduce negative impacts and improve benefits associated with
each project.

Figure 1 The Area Within the EA Outlined in Yellow

There are five phases in the EA process:
• Phase 1 – What is the problem or opportunity being studied?
• Phase 2 – What is the best strategy to address the problem/opportunity?
• Phase 3 – What is the optimal design to implement the strategy identified in Phase 2?
• Phase 4 – Prepare a report to document the study for public review and input.
• Phase 5 – Confirm design details and proceed to construction.
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Overview of Indigenous Public Information Centre
This Public Information Centre (PIC) took place at the Chippewas of the Thames First Nation (COTTFN),
Antler River Senior Centre, 20723 Muncey Road, Muncey, Ontario on December 7, 2017. Sixteen
members of the COTTFN attended and a member of the Oneida Nation of the Thames River First Nation
attended this PIC. Presentation boards provided information on various aspects of the Environmental
Assessment (EA), including the problem/opportunity statement, the history and current conditions of
the study area, evaluation criteria for the EA, and a description of three alternative options for the
future of the Springbank Dam. The project team, including staff from CH2M, Lura Consulting and the
City of London, were available to answer any questions participants had about the EA. Participants were
asked to provide their feedback by filling in comment forms.

Summary of Feedback
The following information provides a summary of comment form responses received at the PIC. In total,
12 comment forms were returned to the project team.

1. Environmental Assessment Process
Question 1: Is the presentation of the One River EA process clear? Is there any part of the process that is
not clear?
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BOTH ANSWERS SELECTED

THE PRESENTATION IS UNCLEAR

THE PRESENTATION IS CLEAR

Participants stated that the following part of the process was not clear:
• Impacts of the project on plant species.
• Presentation Format; First Nations protocols dictate that the presentation should have been
available verbally for elders.
• The project’s focus on the dam, instead of the whole river.
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2. Problem/Opportunity Statement
Question 2: The Problem/Opportunity Statement presented in the display material was developed to
clearly define the objectives of the One River EA. Do you feel anything important has been missed in the
statement?
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NOTHING MISSING

SOMETHING MISSING

Participants stated that the following was missed in the Problem/Opportunity Statement:
• Addressing the health of the river, including:
o Pollutants in the water
o Water quality testing
o The quality of the riverbed
o Toxic hotspots
o Phosphorus levels and loading at the base of the dam
• London’s long-term, overall impact on the river.
• The option for study area expansion, including additional focus locations within the study area, and
a broader look at a larger portion of the river (not just the portion in London’s boundaries).
• Addressing Moravian/Delaware Nation, as they reside along the river.
• Additional Factors that affect the people who live on and drink from the river (none specifically
provided).
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3. History and Current Conditions
Question 3: Please review the display panels describing the history and the current conditions and let us
know what important aspects might have been missed?
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SOMETHING MISSING

Participants stated that the following was missed in the history of existing conditions summary:
•

•

•

•

Indigenous histories:
o The historical uses of the river by Indigenous people.
o The City of London’s impact on Indigenous uses of the river.
o Indigenous perspectives on the river.
Species histories:
o The presence of species at risk before and after the dam’s construction.
o The presence of Invasive species (e.g. carp).
o The presence of Native species protected for First Nations use.
Water quality:
o Drinking water quality, including the down-stream water quality.
o Existing waste water releases.
Archeological Potential:
o The archeological potential of the river.
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4. Evaluation Criteria
Question 4: Please review the explanation of the EA evaluation criteria used to evaluate the three
alternatives for Springbank Dam. Do you feel anything important has been missed?
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Participants stated that the following was missed in the evaluation criteria:
•

•

•

Holistic evaluation:
o The total environmental impact of the City of London on the overall health of the river,
both current impacts and historical impacts.
o Long term impacts of a “do nothing” approach.
Specific impacts on:
o Downstream communities.
o Mercury deposits.
o Fish species.
o Heritage.
o Ground and surface water interactions.
o Flooding.
o Terrestrial habitat.
An Indigenous lens / additional input from Indigenous people
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5. Public Participation
Question 5: Based on the information provided in the Public Information Centre, do you think the
consultation and engagement steps taken to-date have been sufficient?
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NOT SUFFICIENT

SUFFICIENT

Participants stated that the following consultation and engagement steps would improve the EA:
•

•
•
•

Greater inclusion of Indigenous people in the process, including:
o Earlier inclusion of Indigenous communities;
▪ One participant noted that the Chippewa of the Thames have been involved in
the project for two years.
o More meetings with Indigenous peoples;
o Ensuring Chief and Council of the community are present at meetings;
o Holding meetings in partnership with Indigenous councils;
o More collaborative efforts to manage traditional Indigenous lands;
o Inclusion of Indigenous peoples as part of Ministry of Indigenous Relations and
Reconciliation and the Truth and Reconciliation; and
Recognition that this is the sole drinking water source for Oneida.
Greater municipal support for the Nations upon which cities currently reside.
Meetings that are consultative, rather than informational.
o A participant viewed this session as informational, not consultative.
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6. List of Alternatives
Question 6A: There are three alternatives for the future of the Springbank Dam:
Alternative 1) Do nothing: The Springbank Dam will remain in its current condition with no upgrades or
repairs.
Alternative 2) Decommission the Springbank Dam: Part or all of the dam will be removed so that it can
no longer provide a water retention function. May include options for repurposing, such as using
structure for viewing platform or walkway.
Alternative 3) Repair/Replace the Springbank Dam: Reinstate the Dam Repair or reconstruct dam so
that it can provide a water retention function. Operate at a similar capacity as it did previously. May
include options for repurposing, such as using structure for viewing platform or walkway.
After reading through the display panels with details of each of the three alternatives, participants were
asked which of the options they are in favour of for the future of the Springbank Dam. Results provided
show that Option 2 was the most popular.
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Question 6B: Participants were asked to provide the top one to two reasons they made their selection
regarding the future of the Springbank Dam.
Comments provided in support of Alternative 2 include:
• This alternative will address:
o Phosphorus concentration at the base of the dam
o Native species at risk.
o Ecosystem needs.
• This alternative will allow:
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•

o Wildlife and plants to grow along the river
o A free-flowing river.
o The river returning to its natural state
o A reduction in odors by reducing stagnant waters.
o Canoeing of the river.
o Reduced flooding.
o Access to both sides of the river.
Need to remove the dam:
o Dam has a direct negative impact on Mother Nature.
o Dam has little to no benefit, and is only beneficial for recreational users.
o Negative impact in all ways to our community drinking water source (Oneida).
o Anishinabek people will always oppose any obstructions to the land that may impair
future generations’ ability to enjoy the land.

Comments provided in support of Alternative 3 include:
• Retains water for spillway and breeching charge.
• Maintains acceptable species habitats along the river.

7. Additional Comments
Question 7: Participants were asked to provide any additional comments they had regarding the future
of the One River study area.
•

•
•

•

•

Water Quality:
o Sewage from London impacts communities down river: Waste effluent is released into
the river without regard for the impact on downstream communities. There is also a lack
of sampling of wastewater release and a lack of monitoring stations downstream of
London.
▪ Share water monitoring resources with the three Indigenous communities
southwest of London.
▪ Provide advanced notification of unexpected waste water releases.
o Currently, the river is in such poor quality, communities are no longer fishing in the river
in the spring.
▪ Water is life, preserve its cleanliness.
Project scope:
o Broaden the scope of the EA to include impacts outside of London’s borders.
Consultation with Indigenous communities:
o Indigenous communities downstream should be consulted.
o Create a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Indigenous communities to
ensure their involvement now and in the future.
Opposition to the dam:
o No dam; let the river flow naturally.
o A functioning dam may impact the river bed, water flow, and natural functions (e.g.
ecosystem services).
“Only the creator can make the ‘Master’ plan”
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8. PIC/ Information Summary
Question 8A: Was the information provided helpful to you?
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Question 8B: Were all your questions answered?
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Question 8C: Was the information provided too technical, about right, or not detailed enough?
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Appendix 1: Comment Form

One River Environmental Assessment
Public Information Centre #1

COMMENT FORM
Contact Information (optional):
Name: ______________________________________________
Email: ______________________________________________
Postal Code: ______________________________________________
 Add my Email Address to the Project Notification List
1. Environmental Assessment Process
The One River study is being conducted as a Master Plan Environmental Assessment
(EA) and follows the process outlined in the Municipal Engineers Association’s (MEA’s)
Municipal Class EA document (as amended in 2007 and 2011, and 2015). The objective
of the One River EA is to develop a comprehensive plan for integration and
implementation of various projects and plans already defined to varying degrees for the
One River study area, including determining the future of the Springbank Dam in Stage
One of the Assessment.
Is the presentation of the One River EA process clear? Is there any part of the process
that is not clear?
 The presentation of the One River EA process is clear
 The following part of the process has not been made clear:
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
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2. Problem/Opportunity Statement
The Problem/Opportunity Statement presented in the display material was
developed to clearly define the objectives of the One River EA. Do you feel anything
important has been missed in the statement?
 Nothing has been missed in the Problem/Opportunity Statement
 The following has been missed in the Problem/Opportunity Statement:
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

3. History and Current Conditions
As part of the ongoing environmental assessment for the Thames River, we are
examining the historical use of the river and studies are being conducted by the project
team to better understand existing conditions in the One River study area. Please
review the display panels describing the history and the current conditions and let us
know what important aspects might have been missed?
 Nothing has been missed in the history and exiting conditions summary
 The following has been missed in the history existing conditions summary:
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
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4. Evaluation Criteria
Please review the explanation of the EA evaluation criteria used to evaluate the three
alternatives for Springbank Dam. Do you feel anything important has been missed?
 Nothing has been missed in the evaluation criteria
 The following has been missed in the evaluation criteria:
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

5. Public Participation
An important part of the EA process is the consultation with the public and the
engagement with First Nations and Metis communities. Based on the information
provided in the Public Information Centre, do you think the consultation and
engagement steps taken to-date have been sufficient?
 Yes, the consultation and engagement process has been sufficient
 The following consultation and engagement steps would improve the EA:
_____________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
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6. List of Alternatives
A) There are three alternatives for the future of the Springbank Dam. After reading
through the display panels with details of each of the three alternatives, what option are
you in favour of for the future of the Springbank Dam?
 Alternative 1) Do nothing: The Springbank Dam will remain in its current condition
with no upgrades or repairs.
 Alternative 2) Decommission the Springbank Dam: Part or all of the dam will be
removed so that it can no longer provide a water retention function. May include
options for repurposing, such as using structure for viewing platform or walkway.
 Alternative 3) Repair/Replace the Springbank Dam: Reinstate the Dam Repair or
reconstruct dam so that it can provide a water retention function. Operate at a similar
capacity as it did previously. May include options for repurposing, such as using
structure for viewing platform or walkway.
B) Please list the top one or two reasons you made the above selection regarding the
future of the Springbank Dam:
Reason 1:
_____________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
Reason 2:
_____________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
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7. Additional Comments
Please share any additional comments you have regarding the future of the One River
study area.
_____________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

8. PIC/Information Summary
Was the information provided helpful to you?
 Helpful

 Somewhat Helpful

 Not Helpful

Were all your questions answered?
 Yes

 Some

 No

 About right

 Not detailed enough

Was the information provided:
 Too technical

Please note that all correspondence will be maintained for reference throughout the
project and will become part of the project record. Under the Municipal Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy Act (MFIPPA) and the Environmental Assessment
Act (EAA), unless otherwise stated in the submission, any personal information such as
name, address, telephone number and property location included in a submission will
become part of the public record files for this project and will be released, if requested,
to any person.
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