3.0 METHODOLOGY
3.1 Interviews

The first step that the MGC team considered fordgelopment of this MEKS
was the interview process that needed to be urdariaith various Mi’kmag
individuals. An initial list of Mi’kmaq individuad who may be potential holders
of Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge was developed bg team as the target group
to be interviewed. Numerous interviews were uradem with individuals from
the surrounding Mi’kmaqg community of Eskasoni, aligh most of the
individuals who were chosen to be interviewed redich Membertou, as this
community has the closest proximity to the studgaaill of the interviews that
were held followed interview procedures that hagerbestablished by the MGC
team as culturally appropriate. Individuals wereven maps of the study area
and asked various questions regarding their Mi’kmse activities, including
where they undertook their activities, when thay slich, and what type of
resource they utilized. As well, when permissiors\geanted, interviews were
audio recorded. These audio recordings assistibdteé data accuracy checks
and allowed for a comparison of audio data withitifi@rmation documented on
the maps, providing further assurance to the acguwhthe information gathered.

3.2 Literature and Archival Research

For the purposes of this Mi'’kmaq Ecological KnovwdedStudy, various archival
documents and published works were reviewed farmétion regarding the past
or present Mi'’kmaq occupation of the study areacioents which were
reviewed included census records, colonial govemmezords and published
books. A complete listing of the documents thateareferenced are outlined
within Sources Cited

3.3 Field Sampling

Three site visits were undertaken by the MEKS coaitdr and a Mi’kmagq
Ecological Knowledge holder from the :

Mi'’kmag community of Membertou. e
These visits were undertaken so as tEEa
familiarize the ecological knowledge
holder with the areas within the study
area that would be developed. As wel
this provided an opportunity for furthe
identification of specific plant ;
resources key to Mi’kmaq Traditiona
Use activities that may be located
within the study area.
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4.0

4.1

4.2

MI'KMAQ LAND, WATER AND RESOURCE, USE
Overview

The Mi’kmaq Land, Water and Resource informatioa tomponent of the
MEKS which identifies several crucial componentdtikmagq interaction with
the study area.

First, within the Historical Review, information ggovided regarding Mi’kmagq
land occupation of the area in question. This piewthe project with an
understanding of how or when Mi’kmaq would haverbeecupying the land.

This also can provide information which may flag tompany as to whether
there are areas that may be more prone for butesl, 9ased on past occupations.

Secondly, the study focus is on Mi’kmagq resource
use of the area, both from the recent past and
presently, recent past being defined as that within
living memory. The type of use defined includes
spiritual use, and sustenance use, such as fishing,
hunting or medicinal gathering activities. This
information is significant to all involved as it
allows a thorough understanding of Mi’kmaq use
of the land and resources and will allow a further
understanding of the potential effects of the
project on the Mi’kmaq people.

The third component focus is on what we call

Py ‘ Mi’kmagq Significant Species. This section also
focuses on |V|I kmaq Iand and resource use, howeweanalysis is undertaken of
the resource to ascertain whether it is a speasmtay be extremely significant
to Mi’kmag use alone and whether or not its’ lossuld be unrecoverable and
would prevent Mi’kmag use in the future. This canpnt is significant to the
study as it provides further ecological informatiarich is held by the Mi’kmaq,
which provides a more complete and thorough ecoéd@nd environmental
understanding of the project on the study area.

Limitations

Although it is the intention of this study to beamsnplete and thorough as
possible, because of the dependence of the pajectimerous factors, there is
always the possibility that some information mayolerlooked. This may
include further information being made availablenirMi’kmagq individuals, as
some individuals who were contacted were unavalédil an interview.
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4.3

With regards to archival information, although thetten resources utilized for
this study were significant, there still exists faet that further information may
be located regarding the Mi’kmaqg people within shedy area.

Due to the smaller size of the Study Area; a 3rkétre long and 1 Y% kilometre
wide area, it was possible for a team member addkenaq elder to walk the
entire study area. This allowed a more thorougiudentation of the various
plant resources growing throughout the study area.

Historical Review Findings

A historical review of the study area was undenmalkg Membertou’s Research

Department to identify the past relationship thakMaq may have had with the
land and resources located here. Literature seuhee were reviewed included
both primary and secondary sources.

Presently, there are no established Mi'’kmagq Fieidth reserves located within
the study area, reserves being defined as lantkdla been set aside for the use
and benefit of Indians under the Federal Legistatibthelndian Act

With regards to the historical use of the studydrg the Mi’kmaq people, the
team consulted various archival sources from tH#i®Archives and secondary
writings as well to ascertain the Mi’kmaq preseircthe area. However, very
little information was found to exist with regaraswritten documentation
referencing the Mi’kmaqg peoples’ presence withia skudy area. If the Mi’kmag
people did have a permanent community here histibyjchen the written records
regarding such was not located by the team duhadistorical review of the
project.

However, it is known that the Mi’kmaq use!
the area historically at various times of the
year, as there is a reference to such in the
1700’s whereby presents were to be ’
provided to the Mi’kmag, as a part of their =%
annual gift distribution from the French  #77 #'¢
King. It appears that the Mi’kmaqg gathere
at Port Dauphin to receive their gifts,
although it is unclear as to whether this w & - S
a routine annual meeting place or hot. xova scior o e 4
Photo courtesy of N.S. Museum, Mi’kmag
The Mi’kmaq people also had their own | Encamoment. 18

Mi'’kmaqg names for the areas in and around the studg, which again supports
the idea that historically, they would have usesldahea. Specifically, Clara
Dennis, an ethno historian who traveled througidmta Scotia in the 1930’s,

! http://bd.archivescanadafrance.org/
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4.4

states through her own research that the Mi’kméened to Glace Bay as
Wosekusegwomhich was known as Home of GloRalthough her source is
uncertain. Nonetheless, we also know that Fatheifiue undertook extensive
research on the Mi’kmaq language, including Mi’knpdgce names, throughout
the late 1800’s. He states in his writings thatthi’kmaq called Glace Bay;
Asikeskuankwhich meant Bright Sheet of WaterAs well, Cape Morien was
known asKespi Wksekewaneineaning Far Eaét.

Today, the Membertou First Nation is the Mi’kmagroaunity that has the
closest proximity to the study area as it is appnately 28 kilometers from
Donkin. Membertou First Nation is located in thigy@f Sydney, off of
Alexandra Street, and has a population of over J#ple. This community has
only been at its present location since 1927, athvtime the residents were
forcibly removed from their community on King’'s Rbdocated on the shores of
the Sydney Harbor. We know that the Mi'’kmag haddes at the Kings Road
Community for hundreds of years prior, living difietplentiful resources found in
the Sydney Harbor and surrounding lands. Becauteedflembertou First
Nations’ proximity to the study area, it is primigrihe residents of Membertou
that currently use the study area, although soraesualso demonstrated by
Mi’kmag from surrounding areas. This will be dissed further in the
Traditional Use Findings.

Other Mi'’kmag communities that also surround thalgtarea, but are located
much farther, include the Eskasoni First Nationjclwhs located approximately
65 kilometers from Donkin, and Po’tlotek First MNatj which is located 90
kilometers from Donkin.

Mi'’kmag Traditional Use Findings

Mi'’kmagq Traditional Use data was gathered on thegppsed project area within
the Donkin coal mine site, which is approximatelkil®dmtres long and 1 ¥2
kilometers wide. However, in order to ensure thatdata gathered for this study
was thorough, this MEKS also included Mi’kmaq laam resource use within a
10 kilometer radius surrounding the Donkin progaas. Because Mi’kmagq
traditional activities can sometimes cover a bragh, such as that which occurs
in hunting, fishing or trapping areas, this allowrd data to analyze such
information in its entirety, allowing for a morectate reflection of Mi’kmaq
traditional use activities.

With regards to the data for this MEKS, two sourckdata were utilized by the
study team which allowed us to identify the varitnaslitional use activities,
resources and areas that are used by the Mi’kmayjge

2 Clara Dennis, “Cape Breton Over”, Toronto: Ryerg§uass, 1942, p.97.
% Father Pacifique, “Micmac Place Names”,

* Ibid.
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The first set of data that was utilized for the liitaq Traditional Use Findings
was the interviews that were undertaken by our tesmbers with Mi’kmag
ecological knowledge holders from the surroundintkilaq communities. As
well, Mi’kmag traditional use interviews that haddm undertaken previously for
the Aboriginal Title Project were also considerddhis data not only provided
further information regarding Mi’kmagq Use in thedy area, but when
considered in the scope of our most recent intersji¢he data together provided
further accuracy and consistency to those areasesodirces which the Mi’kmaq
utilize for traditional use.

From all the data gathered, it is evident that Mhdq traditional use activities are
undertaken throughout the study area and the suothog vicinity, both currently
and in the past.

The primary traditional use activity that occurghin the study area is that which
involves food resources, be it gathering, huntinfishing. There are also noted
areas within the study area that Mi’kmaq frequehemwgathering medicinal
and/or spiritual plant resources.

Food/Sustenance — Fishing

Fishing is a primary traditional use activity whitte Mi’kmaq people continue to
undertake in the Donkin study area and the surrmgndcinity. Based on the
data findingsLobster, Jakej, is one of the most significant traditional use
activities that is presently pursued here by thikidaq people. The most
significant area thaltakejis fished is in
the coastal waters surroundiBg

Glace Bay, aroundWhelan Point, up

to MacRae Pointand through to
SchoonerPond. This area is frequently
fished by various First Nation Mi’kmagq
bands in pursuit of their commercial
fishery activities. As well, some of the
data gathered also suggested that this
area is utilized for individual food
fishery lobster fishing as well.

Another significant area whek®bster, Jakej, is fished is th&lace Bayarea. It
appears that this area is also heavily used biitkenaq people for both
commercial and individual food fishing activities.

The coastal waters surroundibgnkin are also utilized by the Mi’kmaq for

Lobster, Jakejand again it appears that this is also a sigmifiesea with both
commercial and food fishery activities occurringotighout this area. Lobster
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