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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Confederacy of Mainland Mi’kmaq Environmental Services  

 

CMM Environmental Services is a program operated by the Lands, Environment, and 

Natural Resources Directorate of The Confederacy of Mainland Mi‟kmaq (CMM) that 

provides fee for service environmental consulting services.  CMM provides advisory 

services to six Mi‟kmaw communities in the province of Nova Scotia: Paqtnkek First 

Nation, Annapolis Valley First Nation, Bear River First Nation, Glooscap First Nation, 

Millbrook First Nation, and Pictou Landing First Nation.   

 

CMM Environmental Services Contact Information: 

 

Sidney Peters 

Acting Director of Lands, Environment and Natural Resources 

The Confederacy of Mainland Mi‟kmaq 

P.O. Box 1590 

57 Martin Crescent 

Truro, NS, B2N 5V3 

Tel:  (902) 895-6385 ext. 237 

Fax: (902) 893-1520 

Sidney@cmmns.com 

 

 

 

 

1.2 Project Description 

 

Section 1 – Highway 107 Extension. 

The proposed Highway 107 Extension will see the completion between Akerley 

Boulevard in Burnside westerly to Highway 102 near the Duke Street Exchange, about 

1.5 kilometres north of the Highway 101/Bedford Highway interchange.  The highway 

mailto:Sidney@cmmns.com
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will cross north of Anderson Lake. This project will commence in 2012 and be finished 

in two years. 

 

Section 2 – Twinning Burnside to Loon Lake. 

This section of Highway 107 involves twinning from Exit 13 to the proposed new 

interchange at Loon Lake.  It is not known what side of the road the twinning will take 

place on.   The approximate length of project is 4.7 kilometres. 

 

Section 3 – Loon Lake to Preston. 

This highway is being designed as a four-lane, barriered median, controlled access 

highway with a design speed of 110 km/hr.  The highway may be initially constructed as 

a two-lane facility to match existing sections of Highway 107.  It is approximately 6.5 

kilometres in length and is located between the existing Forest Hills Parkway Extension 

at Loon Lake in Westphal, and the existing Highway 107 near Preston (Exit 17). 

 

Section 4 – Twinning of the existing Highway 107 from Exit 17 to Exit 19. 

This section of Highway 107 is currently two lane controlled access. It will be twinned in 

the future to a four-lane rural freeway standard, i.e. with grassed median.  This section is 

approximately 11 kilometres long. 

 

Research includes the Highway 107 area, east of Halifax, covering Halifax County. For 

the purposes of this study, use and occupation will demonstrate how the Mi‟kmaq have 

traveled along the major waterways, traveled across the land following both marine and 

land animals, and maintained a presence in Mi‟kma‟ki. 
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2.0 DEFINITION OF TERMS 
 

Living Memory is the memory of living Mi‟kmaw.  The period of time included in 

living memory varies from knowledge holder to knowledge holder.  Living memory often 

extends to the parent and grandparent of the knowledge holder and can be estimated at 

three to four generations. 

 

Current Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use occurred within living memory or is 

occurring at the present day (Figure 1) 

 

Historic Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use occurred before living memory (Figure 1) 

 

 Figure 1:  Historic and Current Use Timeline 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pre-Contact         Present Day 

 

 

Mi’kmaw Ecological Knowledge is the collective body of knowledge which Mi‟kmaq 

possess based on their intimate relationship with their natural surroundings, which 

involves exploitation, conservation and spiritual ideologies, and has been passed on from 

generation to generation, “kisaku kinutemuatel mijuijij”, elder to child. 

 

Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use Sites are locations where Mi‟kmaq land and resource 

use activities have taken place or are taking place at present day.  These sites may or may 

not display physical evidence of Mi‟kmaq use.   

 

BBeeffoorree  LLiivviinngg  MMeemmoorryy  

WWiitthhiinn  LLiivviinngg  MMeemmoorryy  
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Mi’kmaw/Mi’kmaq.  Mi’kmaq means the Family and is an undeclined form.  The 

variant form, Mi’kmaw, plays two grammatical roles:  1) it is the singular of Mi‟kmaq, 

and 2) it is an adjective in circumstances where it precedes a noun. 

 

Mi’kma’ki is the Mi‟kmaw homeland (Atlantic Provinces and Gaspé Peninsula) 

 

Specific Land Claim arises when a First Nation alleges that the federal government has 

not honoured its treaties, agreements or legal responsibilities. According to federal 

policy, a valid specific claim exists when a First Nation can prove the government has an 

"outstanding lawful obligation".  The Mi‟kmaq are currently pursuing several specific 

land claims in Nova Scotia. 

 

Comprehensive Claim is based on underlying Aboriginal Title to traditional territory 

that has not been dealt with by treaty or other means.  Aboriginal Title to lands exists as a 

legal right derived from First Nation historical occupation and possession of their tribal 

lands.  The process of negotiating the settlement of comprehensive claims, which is 

known as modern-day treaty making, clarifies access and ownership to land and 

resources.   Currently, the Mi‟kmaq have a comprehensive claim to all lands within the 

province of Nova Scotia including all inland and adjacent waters.   
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3.0 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THE MI‟KMAQ 

ECOLOGICAL KNOWLEDGE STUDY 

 

3.1 Purpose of the Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge Study 

 

The purpose of the Mi‟kmaq Ecological Knowledge Study (MEKS) is to support the 

integration of Mi‟kmaq knowledge of use and occupation of Mi‟kma‟ki into development 

decisions via the environmental assessment process.  

 

3.2 Scope of the Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge Study 

 

The MEKS includes: 

 

1) a study of historic and current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use; 

2) an evaluation of the potential impacts of the Project on Mi‟kmaq use 

and occupation and constitutionally based rights; 

3) an evaluation of the significance of the potential impacts of the Project 

on Mi‟kmaq use and occupation; and 

4) recommendations to proponents and regulators that may include 

recommendations for mitigation measures, further study, or 

consultation with Mi‟kmaq.   

 

3.3 Not included in the scope of the Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge 

Study 

 

3.3.1 Section 35 Consultation 

 

This MEKS study is not consultation for justification of the infringement of 

constitutionally protected aboriginal and treaty rights.  If the project involves possible 

infringements of Mi‟kmaq constitutional rights, the MEKS recommends further action.  
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3.3.2 Archaeological Screening and Resource Impact Assessment 

 

The MEKS study is not an Archaeological Screening or Archaeological Resource Impact 

Assessment.  Results presented in this study can inform and be informed by 

archaeological screenings and assessments.   

 

3.3.3 Notification of Mi’kmaw individuals or communities of the Project 

 

The MEKS study is not intended to inform or notify Mi‟kmaw individuals or 

communities of the Project, solicit the opinions or concerns of Mi‟kmaw individuals or 

communities on the Project, or promote the Project to Mi‟kmaw individuals or 

communities. 
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4.0 METHODOLOGY 

 

4.1 Historic Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use 

 

Historic Mi‟kmaq land and resource use occurred before living memory.  The study of 

historic land and resource use paints a broad portrait of Mi‟kmaq use and occupation of 

Mi‟kma‟ki in centuries past.   

 

4.1.1 Study Area 

 

The historic land and resource use study area is in the Mi‟kmaq district of Eskikewa‟kik 

(skin dresser‟s territory) and encompasses the area of Guysborough County to Halifax 

County.   

 

4.1.2 Methods 

 

 

Research resources from the following institutes were consulted: The Confederacy of 

Mainland Mi‟kmaq Research Department Library, Nova Scotia Public Archives, 

Dalhousie University, Saint Mary‟s University, St. Francis Xavier University, and the 

Nova Scotia Museum.  

 

4.1.3 Limitations 

 

 

It is, also, important to discuss the limitations of this research. Mi‟kmaq history tends to 

be more of an oral history than a written history, especially during the pre-contact period. 

This having been said, the information provided about Mi‟kmaq history has, for the most 

part, been written by people of a different culture. This difference means that the 

available history that exists may not be completely accurate, or some pieces of history 

may be missing, or not available. 
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4.2 Current Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use 

 

Current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use occurred within living memory or is presently 

occurring.    The MEKS includes a study of: 

 

1) Current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use sites  

2) Species of significance to Mi‟kmaq 

3) Mi‟kmaw Communities 
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4.2.1 Study Areas 

The study areas are described in Figure 2.  Please also see the inserted map at the end. 

 

 

Figure 2 
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4.2.1.1 Current Mi‟kmaq Land and Resource Use Sites 

 

The study area for current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use sites is the proposed area of 

development – five km radius surrounding proposed project site.  Please check previous  

page for Figure 2 or inserted map at the end. 
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4.2.1.2 Species of Significance to Mi‟kmaq 

Study areas are marked on Figure 2.  Please also see inserted map at the end. 

 

 
 

Figure  2 
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4.2.1.3 Mi‟kmaw Communities 

 

The study area for Mi‟kmaw communities is a five km radius surrounding the proposed 

project site.   

 

 

4.2.2 Methods 

 

4.2.2.1 Current Mi‟kmaq Land and Resource Use Sites 

 

Mi‟kmaq Knowledge on current land and resource sites will be gathered through a review 

of information collected through oral interviews with Mi‟kmaw knowledge holders.  

 

All individuals, whom will be interviewed, will sign a consent form.  Knowledge will be 

gathered in accordance within the spirit of the Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge Protocol 

and an application to this complete research was submitted to Mi‟kmaw Ethics Watch. 

 

Knowledge collected is reported in a general format only.  No names or specific locations 

are published.  Collected knowledge will be digitized and compiled to allow for an 

analysis of potential impacts of the project on current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use. 

 

4.2.2.2 Species of Significance to Mi‟kmaq 

 

A system of stratified random sampling was employed to identify flora species present in 

the study areas of significance to Mi‟kmaq.  Plants were surveyed in the spring, 2010 and 

the fall, 2010.  Information collected is reported in a general format only.  The names of 

the species are not recorded. 
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4.2.2.3 Mi‟kmaw Communities 

 

A review of outstanding specific land claims within the study was undertaken by CMM.  

Presently, there are no known specific land claims identified within the project area. 

 

 

4.2.3 Limitations 

 

While every attempt was made to document all available Mi‟kmaw knowledge, the 

knowledge gathering process may not have captured some available Mi‟kmaw 

knowledge. It is also recognized that over generations of cultural and political 

suppression, much Mi‟kmaq knowledge has been irretrievably lost.   
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5.0 RESULTS 

 

Results of the study are divided into two categories: 

 

1) historic land and resource use, that is, use that occurred before living memory, 

and 

2) current land and resource use, or use that occurred within living memory or is 

occurring at the present day 

 

Land and resource use may be for hunting, burial/birth, ceremonial, gathering, or 

habitation purposes. 

 

 

5.1 Historic Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use 

5.1.1 Pre-Contact Introduction 

 

Mi‟kma‟ki is the traditional Mi‟kmaw Homeland.  Historically, the “Mi‟kmaw Nation 

belonged to the Wabanaki Confederacy.  This Confederacy included the Mi‟kmaq, the 

Maliseet, the Passamaquoddy, the Penobscot, and the Abenaki tribes” (CMM, 2007, p. 

73). “All the tribes respected the territory occupied by the Mi‟kmaq, who divided it into 

seven hunting and fishing districts” (Ibid. p 73).  The seven Districts composed of 

Kespek (last water), Siknikt (drainage area), Epekwitk aq Piktuk (Lying in water and the 

Explosive place), Kespukwitk (last flow), Eskikewa‟kik (skin dresser‟s territory), and 

Unama‟kik (Mi‟kmaw territory) (Native Council, 1994, p. 3).  The proposed section of 

the Highway 107 is within the Eskikewa‟kik district (skin dresser‟s territory). 

 

The Eskikewa‟kik district lies within the Meguma Terrane in Nova Scotia.  The Meguma 

Terrane has many different rocks; and with such a variety of rocks and other resources, 

“the Mi‟kmaq and their ancestors acquired an impressive knowledge of the geology of 

their land by using rocks and minerals to develop one of the first technologies – the 

working of stone” (Davis and Browne, 1996, vol, p. 322).   “The earliest stone tools made 

by Nova Scotia Indians were large knives, choppers, and scrapers. They were both core 
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and large flakes. These early tools were simply made by removal of a few large flakes” 

(Stoddard, 1967 (?), p. 2).  “Such tools are found in a few places in the province in the 

lowest layers of Indian occupation of a campsite” (Ibid. p 2).  

 

“Before the arrival of Europeans, the native Mi‟kmaq had long been visiting the Northern 

Arm, using its waters and shore for fishing and hunting. Their spring migration from the 

forests of the interior of Chebucto, the greater harbour, was accompanied by celebrations 

and feasting” (Shea and Watts, 2005, p 11).  Before the annual re-establishment of  

Chebucto, the Mi‟kmaq established a camp by first collecting poles that were erected into 

a pyramid shape; mats, animal skins or birch bark were used to cover the sides.  For 

summer dwellings, the houses were broad and long, mostly covered with birchbark and 

had more air circulation.  Speculatively, the long and broad dwellings could host three or 

four camp fires. These dwellings had doors on each end, and the buildings were referred 

to as “long business wigwams” (Hoffman, 1955, pp. 133 - 135). 

 

For the summer harvest, there were forty-six camps, and most of them were located near 

the mouth of large rivers, and the others were located in saltwater lagoons, coves, and 

bays.  Gtjipotog and Nipmanegatig (both in Halifax harbour area) are two such important 

villages.  Gtjipotog was situated near the mouth of Halifax harbour, where there was a 

large amount of fish spawning activity. And Nipmanegatig was equally important  

because of the large amount of shore fish in the area (Hoffman, 1955, pp. 129 - 132 and 

p. 525).  Some of these fish would be consumed shortly after harvesting or dried for later 

consumption.  

 

John Boileau also writes about Halifax Harbour as a major area: “One of the [Mi‟kmaq] 

favourite spots where they set up their seasonal camps was along the shore „of the great 

long harbour,‟ or Kjipuktuk, as they called it. Their [Mi‟kmaq] word has come 

down…today as Chebucto” (Boileau, 2007, p. 1). 

 

As for Mi‟kmaq winter shelter, the dwelling was a cone shaped structure (similar to 

modern tipi) and covered with birchbark, mats, or animal skins.  The sides of the 

dwellings were painted with many animal shapes like birds, moose, etc. (Hoffman, 1955, 

p. 136). Another form of dwelling was a lean-to, which was covered with fir branches 

(Ibid.  p 139). 
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Besides descriptions of dwellings and harvesting areas, there is a reference of a Mi‟kmaq 

travel route. Elsie Tolson writes (without references) about the early history of Bedford, 

and the Manor House.  She writes about a pre-contact, travel route that the Mi‟kmaq 

used. According to her, there was a Mi‟kmaq route from Sackville River to Minas 

(Tolson, 1979, pp. 13 - 14).  Tolson also writes about two summer camps on the 

Sackville River shore.  The campsites were where the Sackville River emptied into the 

Basin at Birch Cove (Ibid. p 17). In the summer, the Mi‟kmaq from Shubenacadie, and 

other areas, would travel to the Sackville River to the Basin to harvest fish (Ibid. p 9). 

 

Similar to Tolson, Thomson and Sheldon write about a Mi‟kmaq travel route. In 1990,  

Thomson and Sheldon did an Archaeological Impact Assessment of the Paper Mill Lake 

area, which is near the northwestern tip of Bedford Basin: they write that “the river valley 

may have offered a travel route into and out of the interior” (Thomson and Sheldon, 

1993, p. 103).  Thomson and Sheldon continue: “…the Sackville and Shubenacadie 

system offer better interior travel routes to and from the Basin” (Ibid. p 104). 

 

Thomson and Sheldon continue to comment on the surrounding area, specifically the 

Shubenacadie Canal system which operated between 1831 to 1861. “The canal was built 

to link ports and communities on the Bay of Fundy to the greater centre of Halifax. [The 

canal made] use of the existing river and lake system established long before as a travel 

and trade route by Micmac Indians” (Thomson and Sheldon, 1993, p 113).  Additional 

evidence of Mi‟kmaq occupation appears in the “Wellington Lock Archaeological 

Testing” by Stephen A. Davis who reports about the same area as Thomson and Sheldon. 

Davis writes that “… the presence of three chalcedony flakes is suggestive of an 

occupation during the Ceramic Period (circa 2000 – 400 B.P.)” (Davis, 1993, p. 155).   

 

5.1.2 General overview of the Study Area 

 

Geographically, the Mi‟kmaq District of Eskikewa‟kik lies within the Meguma Terrane 

in Nova Scotia.  The Meguma Zone covers the southern mainland of Nova Scotia, and 

within the Eskikewa‟kik district there is a land formation called the Granite Ridge: the 

formation is “…along the Eastern Shore [and] forms a feature 80 km long and about 8 – 

10 km wide. It rises sharply, sometimes with cliffs, to a narrow plateau 100 m above the 

Atlantic Coast Region” (Davis and Browne, 1996, vol 2, p 86). 
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Westward of the Eskikewa‟kik district, “[t]he Pennant Barrens include the promontory 

between Halifax Harbour and the St. Margaret‟s Bay and part of the Aspotogan 

Peninsula. The area is underlain entirely by granite which forms knolls elevated up to 150 

m, well above the plantation surface” (Davis and Browne, 1996, vol 2, p. 211). 

 

Eastward of Eskikewa‟kik district, “[t]he granite has been cut by faults in two places: 

along the valley from Spider Lake through Lake Major, and along the Porters Lake  

Valley” (Davis and Browne, 1996, vol 2, p. 86). And the well-drained areas have a 

variety of trees like: Red Spruce, Balsam Fir, Birch, Eastern Hemlock, and White Spruce.  

In the semi-barren areas like Lake Charlotte, some Red Oak grow there (Ibid. p 86). 

 

Some of the plants that grow in “[t]he thin soil of the rocky shore…[are]…acid-loving 

plants and shrubs: witherod, Indian pear, Labrador tea, wintergreen and blueberry.  In the 

spring and summer the woodland is carpeted with arbutus, bunchberry, wild sarsaparilla, 

pink lady slippers and starflowers.  Towering over them are birch, tamarack, maple, oak, 

beech – and everywhere the magnificent pines that caused the native people to call the 

Halifax peninsula Gwoarmiktook, the place of great white pines” (Shea and Watts, 2005, 

p. 11). 

  

With the diverse environment within Eskikewa‟kik, specific areas like “Cole Harbour, 

Chezzetcook Inlet, Petpeswick Inlet, and Musquodoboit Harbour provide important 

migration and winter habitat for waterfowl. In the spring, particularly mid-March to mid-

April, these areas are a stopover for several thousand Black Ducks, and Canada Geese” 

(Davis and Browne, 1996, vol 2, p. 199). The area of Lawrencetown and Clam Bay “… 

provides feeding areas and some scattered nesting habitat for the Bald Eagle.  Freshwater 

fishes include White Sucker, shiners, sticklebacks, perch, Banded Killifish, and Brook 

Trout” (Ibid. p 199).  
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5.1.3  Results 

 

 

One of the earlier records of Halifax is by Samuel de Champlain who in 1608, on his 

return voyage to France, writes about Kjipuktuk (Chibouquetou) as “une baye forte 

saine” (strong health bay) (Boileau, 2007, p. 3).  Chebucto has several spellings, but it 

was the Mi‟kmaq who designated the area as Chebucto (now Halifax).  

 

Later on in 1616, Biard, a Jesuit missionary, writes a description of fish spawning 

activity: “In the middle of March, fish begin to spawn, and come up from the sea into 

certain streams, often so abundantly that everything swarms with them. Any one who has 

seen it could scarcely believe it. You cannot put you hand into the water, without 

encountering them” (Hoffman, 1955, p. 157).  Some of the fish that came were Smelts, 

Herring, Sturgeon, and Salmon.  Some of the methods Mi‟kmaq use to fish were fish 

traps, harpoon, weirs and hook and line (Ibid. p 162). During these times, waterfowl, 

also, would lay eggs in great numbers (Ibid.  p 157).  

 

Nicholas Denys, an entrepreneur from France in 1672, writes about reaching Passepec, 

which, according to William F. Ganong, could have been the Halifax area. Denys writes 

about the abundance of Cod, Mackerel, and Herring (Denys 1908, p. 155).  He also writes 

about harvesting many birds that are so abundant that the clouds darken when they flew 

into the air (Ibid. p 156).  Proceeding further eastward, Denys comes to another bay 

(exact location unknown) where “[t]he Indians are there in great numbers because of the 

hunting, which is good in the interior of the county, where mountains all abounding with 

Moose” (Ibid. p 157). 

 

Along with the abundance of fish in the Chebucto (Halifax) area, Hoffman writes about 

the importance of the place; in 1699, Dierèville, a doctor who had traveled to Acadia, met 

with three Mi‟kmaq Chiefs in the Halifax bay area (Hoffman, 1955, p. 535).  The Chiefs 

took Dierèville to visit Father Louis-Pierre Thury‟s grave site; Thury had stayed at Il de 

Chibouquetou (now known as McNab‟s Island) in 1698.  The grave was prepared in 

Mi‟kmaq style with birchbark, and accented with beach pebbles in a French fashion 

(Boileau, 2007, p. 3).  
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Ruth Whitehead also writes about Mi‟kmaq occupation in the Chebucto area. The 

Mi‟kmaq were camped west of Fairview near a stream at the Bedford Basin. Whitehead 

writes that in 1746 many Mi‟kmaq died from measles.  Soon after, the Mi‟kmaq called 

this place Alesooawaygadeek, which means a place of measles (Whitehead, 1991, p. 

107). 

During the same year, the Mi‟kmaq were stricken with more disease with the arrival of 

French ships, on naval expedition from Europe to Port Louisbourg, N.S., at Chebucto 

Harbour (Halifax). The Mi‟kmaq contacted the disease while in commercial trade with 

the French, and the disease quickly spread among the Mi‟kmaq (Prins, 1996, p. 142). 

 

On May 1749, Colonel Edward Cornwallis arrives in Chebucto Bay. He arrives with 

approximately twenty-four hundred settlers who settle in the Chebucto area.  From here, 

the settlers spread to the Dartmouth area (Upton, 1979, p. 48) and eastward, and a 

description of this movement is provided by Mrs. William Lawson. Lawson writes about 

Captain Lawrence, who in 1754, surveyed land in what is now Lawrencetown. Lawrence 

found a “good meadowland at the harbour some twelve miles to the eastward of 

Dartmouth” (Lawson, 1972, p.  247).   

 

After his arrival in 1749, Cornwallis writes to England that Chebucto harbour is full of 

fish and the forests are full of trees (Whitehead, 1991, p. 111).  During the same year, 

Halifax (Chebucto) is found and the seat of government is moved from Annapolis to 

Halifax (Prins, 1996, p. 144).  

 

An early description of Chebucto (later Halifax) is provided by Lawson who describes 

Halifax as an early European settlement: stately trees were cut down, land cleared and 

blocked off, and the Dartmouth side was also cleared which was “the home and hunting 

ground of the Micmac Indians. This tribe had for generations wandered through the 

woods on either side of Chebucto Harbour, the original owners and masters of the great 

wilderness around them” (Lawson, 1972, pp. 3 - 5).  

Shortly after on September 14, 1752, Major Jean-Baptiste Cope of Shubenacadie travels 

to Halifax to negotiate a treaty with the British; he returns later (November, 1752) to 

formalize the treaty, and the Treaty of 1726 is reaffirmed.  Major Cope “…signed the 

treaty on a hill which is now Fort Needham, above Richmond” (Whitehead, 1991, pp 

126-127).  He had lived there in the summer, and he lived in Stewiacke during the winter 
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(Ibid p 127).  As part of Cope‟s agreement, the Mi‟kmaq were invited to come to Halifax 

anytime for trade as one part of the treaty conditions (Upton, 1979, p. 54).  Similar to 

Cope‟s action, on April 12, 1753, Glande Gisigash, a Mi‟kmaq from La Have went to 

Halifax to sign an agreement similar as the treaty signed by Major Cope (Atkins, 1973, p. 

40).   

 

Unsettled conditions continued between the Mi‟kmaq and the British, and in 1753, 

Mi‟kmaq lost 40 barrels of provisions to British crew of a schooner anchored at Jeddore.  

The schooner was soon shipwrecked, and the Mi‟kmaq rescued two sailors from the 

wreck (Prins, 1996, p. 146). 

 

In 1760, Father Manach, who was a missionary in the Richibucto, N.B. area, complied a 

list of Mi‟kmaq Chiefs for the Mi‟kmaq Districts, and according to the list, Batelmy 

Aunqualett was the District Chief of Eskikewa‟kik (Keshpugowitk) (Hoffman, 1995, pp. 

517 – 522).  The boundary lines of the seven Districts have been subject to interpretation, 

and for this report, the Mi‟kmaw Resource Guide is used to define borders and district 

names. 

 

As significant as Chebucto was to the Mi‟kmaq, the British, also, shared a similar 

sentiment, which is reported in an  Inspectional Report, 29
th

, May, 1761 by order of His 

Excellency Major Amherst: “the Coast of Nova Scotia, by all accounts, affords the best 

or rather the only Harbours in North America fit for a numerous Fleet with water for 

larger ships, and is by far the most commodious coast for protecting and carrying on that 

fix‟d object of our Attention the Cod-Fishing” (Piers, et al 1947, pp.  65 - 66). 

 

In September of 1790, Gersham Tufts is granted 1000 acres of land in the Dartmouth 

Township, Halifax County.  After the land grant, the Mi‟kmaq, in the area, were now 

residing on some lands that were disputed. And much later on June 30, 1906, elections 

are held and Peter Paul is elected as Chief of Tufts Cove.  Through a series of land 

negotiations, the band of Halifax Mi‟kmaq were relocated to other areas, and by March 

30, 1920, the Department of Indian Affairs listed the names of Halifax County Mi‟kmaq 

as members of the Truro Band (CMM records, Tufts Cove).  

 

By now (1817), the Mi‟kmaq had adopted St. Anne (a Catholic saint) as their patron 

saint. St Anne‟s Day was celebrated on July 26, and the day was convenient because the 
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Mi‟kmaq had traditional gatherings anyway.  In 1817, such a celebration took place in 

Chezzetcook where bonfires were light and much celebration followed (Prins, 1996, p. 

172).  

 

In the 1800‟s, Father Vincent de Paul, also, writes about the St Anne‟s feast celebration 

in Chezzetcook: “on the eve of St Anne‟s feast, they [Mi‟kmaq] made a bonfire, and 

while the wood burned they fired gunshots and danced around the fire, clapping their 

hands in imitation of musical instruments. This lasted for a great part of the night, 

however, they had previously said their evening prayers, and sung hymns and canticles” 

(Labelle, 1995, p. 23). 

 

Liliane Bellefontaine, from Chezzetcook, talks about her ancestors (during Acadian 

Expulsion in 1755) who had moved away from Halifax: “they went into the woods 

somehow, and they lived with the Micmacs for a while.  They were among the Micmacs; 

they were all right” (Labelle, 1995, p. 17).  Bellefontaine continues that during the 

1760‟s, the “French lived here [Chezzetcook] at the time the Micmacs were here, but 

that‟s as much as I can tell you. There were lots of Micmacs here in those days” (Ibid. p. 

19).  Similar to Bellefontaine‟s relatives living among the Mi‟kmaq and a century and 

half earlier, Sieur de La Tour had “…escaped the English raid on Port Royal in 1613. 

Retreating into the woods, he [La Tour] found refuge among the Mi‟kmaq” (Prins, 1996, 

p. 68).   

 

It was in Chebucto area (eastern side of First Dartmouth Lake) that We‟jitu Isidore, who 

lived to be 113 years old, had a vision, which is a mental image of the future.  He was 

what the Mi‟kmaq called a kinap, a person of extraordinary power; he had a vision that 

the Mi‟kmaq Nation would excel in athletic sports.  Another Mi‟kmaq, Peter Cope (1816 

– 1913), recalls having seen We‟jitu (Whitehead, 1991, p. 87).  

 

Mrs. Andrew Paul, who was born in 1831, shared her memories about the Chebucto area. 

She was born at Tufts Cove and remembers her grandfather who used to trap beavers at 

Black Duck Pond (Egg Pond) (Whitehead, 1991, p. 184). 

 

During the mid-1800‟s, the Mi‟kmaq, who were accustomed to harvesting their food 

supply, ignored colonial ordinances that regulated fish and tree harvesting.  In 1843, two 

Mi‟kmaq were fined in Halifax County for harvesting trees. Technically, the two 
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Mi‟kmaq were charged for trespassing and fined twenty shillings (Upton, 1979, pp. 144 - 

145). 

 

There were two other Mi‟kmaq from Nova Scotia who offered a personal recollection 

about Chebucto:  Grand Chief Gabriel Sylliboy, born in 1874, Whycocomagh (Inverness 

County). Sylliboy recalls picking berries in Halifax. While some of the blueberries were 

consumed, some were dried for later use in the winter time (DeBlois, 1990, p. 3).  

Sylliboy also recalls a story about a Mi‟kmaq who boarded a ship that eventually takes 

him to Europe, and on his return voyage, he disembarks in the Halifax area (Ibid. pp 27 - 

34).  

 

The other Mi‟kmaq, to share a personal recollection, is Benjamin Brooks, who was born 

in 1902 in Elmdale (sic) (Halifax County) (DeBlois, 1990, p. 57). While born 

approximately 25 years later than Gabriel Sylliboy, Benjamin Brooks also shares an 

insight in the Chebucto area. Brooks describes the relationship between the Mi‟kmaq and 

the Iroquois, who were from the Quebec area.  It was during a time of misunderstanding 

when Iroquois spies were on a reconnaissance mission in Mi‟kmaq territory. During this 

mission, several spies were captured in Cape Breton and Pictou, and there was another 

spy in Dartmouth. Some of the Iroquois were getting married into the Mi‟kmaw 

community; and with these matrimonial unions, a peaceful relationship was affirmed 

between the Mi‟kmaq and Iroquois (DeBlois, 1990, p 61 - 62). 

 

Eskikewa‟kik, with its fishing and hunting grounds, would have been an excellent 

habitation site for the Mi‟kmaq.  Plus, there was a bird migration path that would have 

provided a food source for them.  As for Eskikewa‟kik being a favourable habitation site, 

there are numerous archaeological records of Mi‟kmaq occupation in the surrounding 

area.  Following is a list of some of these sites (quotes and description of these sites are 

taken directly from the Maritime Archaeological Resource Inventory Site Survey Forms): 

 

 

Dartmouth side: 

 

BeCv – 1.  This site is located in “Dartmouth, about 300 yards south of Lake Banook and 

about 100 yards east of the outlet to Dartmouth Cove” (Halifax County).  The age of this  
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burial site is unknown.  In 1894, “ a great number of human remains were unearthed at 

this location.” The site is now destroyed. 

 

BeCv -2.  This site is in Dartmouth (Halifax County) and there is speculation that it is at 

Admiralty (sic)  Place.  This is a prehistoric site and dates back 500 plus years.  “[T]wo 

blocked end tubes and a large point” were found. The site could be a burial location. 

 

BeCv  - 3.   This site is by the north end of Lake Charles “at the junction of highway 18 

and gravel road to spider lake” (Halifax County). It is a prehistoric site and dates back to 

3,000 plus years. The site is a general activity site, and “a stemmed point of ground slate, 

a chipped side-notched point, and a fragment of a chipped lanceolate stemmed point” 

were found. 

 

BeCv – 14.   This site is near Red Bridge Pond (Dartmouth) at 19 Plymouth Street 

(Halifax County).  It is a prehistoric site and dates back 10,000 plus years.  A 

“chalcedony Palaeo-Indian fluted point preform” was found.  This is an isolated find, and 

the discovery was in landfill from an unknown source. 

 

BeCv-17. This site is at Millers Mountain (Dartmouth) by Red Bridge Pond (Halifax 

County).  The site is a historic site and petroglyphs were found. 

 

BeCv -31.  This site is located on the Dartmouth side of Halifax Harbour near Tufts Cove 

(Halifax County).  There is cluster of four sites in the immediate area, and it is recorded 

as a Post-Confederation site. The cultural description of the area indicates that as a result 

of “the environmental characteristics of the property…[there is] a very high potential for 

recovery of pre-contact Mi‟kmaq resources.”  

 

BeCv – 34.  This site is by the western shoreline of Soldier Lake (Halifax County). It is 

referred to as an Early/Middle Archaic site and dates back 9,000 – 6,000 years old.  “A 

fully grooved gouge” was found, and the function of the site is undetermined. The 

discovery is labeled as an isolated find. 

 

There is a visually presentation of a Mi‟kmaq encampment at Halifax Harbour. A 

Mi‟kmaq  dwelling is seen in the opposite ends of the etching (an art process where a 

print is produced by etching an image on a sheetmetal, applying ink on the sheet metal, 
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and applying paper on the inked sheet). The etching, done by R. Perley in 1837, depicts 

the dwelling as conical shape with pole frame work and what appears to be a birch bark 

covering.  A canoe is shown in the middle ground and European ships in the background 

(Prins, 1996, p. 164).  

 

Halifax side: 

 

BdCu -2. This site is at Hartlen Point, Eastern Passage (Halifax County).  It is a 

prehistoric site and dates back 500 plus years. A “corner-notched projectile point and [an] 

end scraper” were found.  This projectile and scraper are reported as isolated finds. 

 

BdCv -2.  The estimated location of this site is Harrietfield, Run Lake (Halifax County).  

It is a prehistoric find.  A single fine point was found and is considered an isolated find.   

 

BdCv – 3.    This site is at “Harrietsfield, Moody Lake on the western shore” (Halifax 

County).  Two gouges were found while clearing land.  The find is an isolated find. 

 

BdCv -4.   This site is located “on the north shore of Back Cove on McNabs Island” 

(Halifax County).  This is a  prehistoric site and dates back 500 plus years. The site is a 

shell midden type, and three flakes were found. 

 

BdCv – 32.  This site is located at Point Pleasant Park, Halifax (Halifax County).  This is 

an early post-Confederation (1867 - 1950) and post colonial site (1604 - 1867).  There is 

also speculation that it is a Mi‟kmaq spring feast site. 

 

BdCw -1.  This site is located at Bayview Park subdivision, Whites Lake in Halifax 

County.  It is a pre-historic site that dates back 500 plus years, and it is recorded as a 

burial site.  The site was destroyed by construction.  The site had “…burial 

ceremonialism involved, and the associated goods indicate an affiliation with the Adena-

related Middlesex Phase of the Northwest,” which range 2000 – 2500 B.P. 

 

BeCu -3.   This site is near Preston, Salmon River (Halifax County). It is a prehistoric 

site. A plummet was found, and the find is recorded as an isolated find.    
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BdCv -1.  This site is located near Purcells Cove, Halifax Harbour (Halifax County).  It is 

a prehistoric site.  “Three arrowheads” and “three arrowhead fragments” were found, and 

these finds are recorded as isolated finds. 

 

BeCv – 5.  This site is located “on the east bank of the narrows between Lake Fletcher 

and Lake Thomas, [and] about 50 yards west of Highway 2 and 100 feet north of  the 

bridge on the road leading to Fall River.”  This is a prehistoric site.  A gouge was found 

and is considered an isolated find. 

 

BeCv – 15.  This site is located at Prince‟s Lodge (29 Lodge Drive) in Halifax (Halifax 

County).  It is a prehistoric site and dates back 500 plus years.  A stemmed projectile 

point was found in 1985, and the find is reported as an isolated find.    

 

BeCw – 1.   This site is near a “brook which connects  Duck Pond and Beaver Pond, 

about 2000 yards N.N.E. of Beaver Bank station.” This is a prehistoric site and dates 

back 3000 plus years. The find is recorded as an isolated find. 

 

BeCw -2.  This site is located at Bedford Barrens, in the vicinity of Division Street and 

Emmerson Street (Halifax County).   Petroglyphs were found. 

 

There are several descriptions about the protocol of a Mi‟kmaq burial. Following is an 

example: “If an Indian [Mi‟kmaq] dies during the winter at some place remote from the 

common burial-place of his ancestors, those of his wigwam enwarp him with much care 

in barks of painted red and black, place him upon the branches of some tree on the bank 

of a river, and build around him with logs a kind of fort…”(Hoffman, 1955, p. 319).  

Usually, the body was later interred in a common burial site. There were two burial sites 

and one possible burial site found: Lake Banook (BeCv – 1); Whites Lake (BdCw – 1); 

and Dartmouth (BeCv – 2: possible) 

 

There was one shell midden site found in the area: McNabs Island (BdCv – 4).  A more 

detail description of what can be found in a shell midden is offered by W. J. Wintemberg. 

He worked on an archaeological excavation called the Eisenhauer Shell-Heap site in the 

Mahone Bay area (Lunenburg County). Some of the items that Wintemberg found were 

bone fragments, stone tools, and pottery fragments (Smith and Wintemberg, 1973, pp. 

113 – 125). He also found a disk which may have been used in a game (Ibid.  p 126). A 



 

    

 Mi’kmaq Ecological Knowledge Study for Nova Scotia Highway Planning and Design Transportation 

and Infrastructure Renewal Highway 107   30      

 

possible version of the disk (Altĕstăkŭn – Indian Dice game) is described by Father 

Chrestien Le Clercq, as translated by William F Ganong (LeClercq, 1910, p. 294).  The 

archaeological site is located approximately seventy kilometers southwest.   

 

Stone tool making was a part of survival, and “[t]he Indians [Mi‟kmaq] used any kind of 

suitable stone which could be found.  When they occurred nearby, fine-grained igneous 

or metamorphic rocks were often used.  The type of stone from which the Mi‟kmaq made 

their tools were quartzite, quartz, chalcedony, rhyolite, basalt, diorite, and fine-grained 

hard slate.  The source of material for stone tools might be rounded pebbles picked up 

from a gravel beach, or pieces knocked from an outcrop of stone” (Stoddard, 1967(?), p. 

1(?)).  Note: there were several sites where tools were found: Lake Charles (BeCv – 3);  

Red Bridge Pond (BeCv – 14);   Soldiers Lake (BeCv – 34);  Hartlen Point (BdCu – 2);  

Harrietfield (BdCv – 2);  Preston (BeCu – 3);  Purcells Cove (BdCv -1); Harrietfield 

(BdCv – 3);  Fall River (BeCv – 5);  Prince‟s Lodge  (BeCv – 15). 

 

There were petroglyph drawings found in the Bedford Barrens.  Claire Poirier prepared a 

research paper about the presence of petroglyphs. With her research, she writes that 

“…insight [was gained] into the site‟s cultural value, that is, how it reflects the beliefs, 

values and experiences of the Mi‟kmaw people.  This includes people‟s ideas about how 

to connect to the land, the site‟s spiritual importance and how the Petroglyph images can 

be interpreted” (Poirier, 2009, p. 4). Note: There were two petroglyph sites found: Millers 

Mountain (BeCv – 17) and Bedford Barrens (BeCw – 2). 

 

Besides shell midden sites and other artifacts found in the proposed area, there are census 

records that indicate the Mi‟kmaq lived in the vicinity: 

 

In 1688, there was a census taken by Gargas, and at the time there were 438 Mi‟kmaq in 

Nova Scotia and Ilse St Pierre.  And more specifically, there were 33 Mi‟kmaq at 

Chebucto (now known as Halifax) (Prins, 1996, p. 91).  

 

In 1772, Thomas Chandler Haliburton reports that there are 865 Mi‟kmaq in Nova Scotia 

(Whitehead, 1991, p. 172). 

 

In 1847, there is a list of Mi‟kmaq, who were sick, near Dartmouth and 4 had died  

(Whitehead, 1991, pp. 232 – 233). 
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In 1901, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 81 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County. 

 

In 1903, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 116 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County. 

 

In 1906, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 342 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County. 

 

In 1910, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 211 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County.   

 

In 1913, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 219 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County. 

 

In 1915, Indian Affairs Records indicate there are 235 Mi‟kmaq in Halifax County. 

 

 In 1917, there were 21 Mi‟kmaq living in Tufts Cove, near Dartmouth (Dec 6, 1917). 

During the Halifax Explosion, a total of 9 Mi‟kmaq died instantly or later from injuries. 

There were seven shanties in the area.  These numbers are based on recollection of 

Jeremiah Bartlett Alexis, also known as Jerry Lonecloud (Whitehead, 1991, p. 304).  

 

 

 

 

 

5.2 Current Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use 

 

The study of current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use includes the study of current 

Mi‟kmaq land and resource use sites, species of significance to Mi‟kmaq, and Mi‟kmaw 

communities. 

 

 

 

5.2.1 Current Mi’kmaq Land and Resource Use Sites 

 

Current Mi‟kmaq land and resource use activities are divided into five categories:  
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1) Kill/hunting 

2) Burial/birth 

3) Ceremonial 

4) Gathering food/ medicinal  

5) Occupation/habitation  

 

Table 1 provides a description of activities undertaken at the sites. 

 

 

 

Table 1:  Description of Activities Undertaken in Current Mi'kmaq Land and Resource Use Sites 

TYPE OF SITE DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES IN STUDY AREA 

HUNTING/KILL Section 1:  Not identified. 

 

Section 2:  Not identified. 

 

Section 3:  Trout, deer, rabbit. 

 

Section 4: Rabbit, partridge, trout, smelts, deer. 

BURIAL/BIRTH Section 1:  Not identified. 

 

Section 2:  Not identified. 

 

Section 3:  Not identified. 

 

Section 4:  Burial site. 

CEREMONIAL Section 1:  Not identified. 

 

Section 2:  Not identified. 

 

Section 3:  Not identified. 

 

Section 4: Ceremonial plants. 
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GATHERING Section 1: Not identified. 

 

Section 2:  Not identified. 

 

Section 3:  Water. 

 

Section 4: Logs. 

HABITATION Section 1:  Not identified. 

 

Section 2:  Not identified. 

 

Section 3:  Tree stands. 

 

Section 4: Overnight campsite, tree stand. 

 

During the Mi‟kmaq Ecological Knowledge Study Interviews, there were two culturally 

sensitive areas identified: three identified as possible burial sites.  One site is on the 

northern tip of Lake Echo, and the other is also in the Lake Echo area, east of Frog Lake.  

Both sites are identified on the map included. 

5.2.2 Species of Significance to Mi’kmaq present in study area 

 

Species of significance to Mi‟kmaq in the study area are divided into three categories: 

 

1) Medicinal 

2) Food/Beverage 

3) Craft/Art 

  

The following table describes the number of plants of significance present in the study 

areas during the fall and spring surveys. 
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Table 2:  Number of Species of Significance to Mi'kmaq Present in the Study Areas Spring 2010 

TYPE OF USE NUMBER OF SPECIES PRESENT SPRING 2010 

MEDICINAL Section 1:                             20                                   

 

Section 2:                             18              

 

Section 3:                             25                                         

 

Section 4:                             31 

FOOD/BEVERAGE Section 1:                             15            

 

Section 2:                             10 

 

Section 3:                             13                                       

 

Section 4:                             20 

CRAFT/ART Section 1:                              9 

 

Section 2:                               5 

 

Section 3:                               8                                                  

 

Section 4:                               11 
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Table 3:  Number of Species of Significance to Mi'kmaq Present in the Study Areas Fall 2010 

TYPE OF USE NUMBER OF SPECIES PRESENT FALL 2010 

MEDICINAL Section 1:                                38 

 

Section 2:                                 23 

 

Section 3:                                 30 

 

Section 4:                                 43           

FOOD/BEVERAGE Section 1:                                 21 

 

Section 2:                                 11 

 

Section 3:                                 15 

 

Section 4:                                 23 

CRAFT/ART Section 1:                                 13 

 

Section 2:                                  6 

 

Section 3:                                  10                            

 

Section 4:                                  12   

 

5.2.3 Mi’kmaw Communities 

 

There are several Mi‟kmaw reserves located nearby the study area. Reserves being 

defined as those lands that had been set-aside for the use and benefit of Indians under 

Federal legislation of the Indian Act: 

 

 

Section 1 

Cole Harbour IR (Indian Reservation) 30, established 1880, is located approximately 11 

kilometers south east of the project. Cole Harbour is in Halifax County. 
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Shubenacadie IR 13, established 1820, is located approximately 20 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Shubenacadie is in Halifax County. 

 

Indian Brook IR 14, established in 1820, is located approximately 36 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Indian Brook is in Hants County. 

 

Millbrook IR 27, established in 1886, is located approximately 54 kilometers northerly of 

the project.  Millbrook is in Colchester County. 

 

 

Section 2 

 

Cole Harbour IR 30, established 1880, is located approximately 6 kilometers south east 

of the project. Cole Harbour is in Halifax County. 

 

Shubenacadie IR 13, established 1820, is located approximately 24 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Shubenacadie is in Halifax County. 

 

Indian Brook IR 14, established in 1820, is located approximately 41 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Indian Brook is in Hants County. 

 

Millbrook I R 27, established in 1886, is located approximately 67 kilometers northerly 

of the project.  Millbrook is in Colchester County. 

 

Section 3 

 

Cole Harbour IR 30, established 1880, is located approximately 6 kilometers south east 

of the project. Cole Harbour is in Halifax County. 

 

Shubenacadie IR 13, established 1820, is located approximately 26 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Shubenacadie is in Halifax County. 

 

Indian Brook IR 14, established in 1820, is located approximately 43 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Indian Brook is in Hants County. 
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Millbrook I R 27, established in 1886, is located approximately 68 kilometers northerly 

of the project.  Millbrook is in Colchester County. 

 

Section 4 

 

Cole Harbour IR 30, established 1880, is located approximately 14 kilometers south east 

of the project. Cole Harbour is in Halifax County. 

 

Shubenacadie IR 13, established 1820, is located approximately 30 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Shubenacadie is in Halifax County. 

 

Indian Brook IR 14, established in 1820, is located approximately 47 kilometers northerly 

of the Project.  Indian Brook is in Hants County. 

 

Millbrook I R 27, established in 1886, is located approximately 70 kilometers northerly 

of the project.  Millbrook is in Colchester County. 

 

 

  

5.2.4 Land Claims 

 

Currently, there are no land claims within the proposed project area. 

 

 

The following is a list of Mi‟kmaq place names: 

 

Porter‟s lake  -  Amaswaqnek      

Cole Harbour -  Wanpa‟a (still water) 

Cow Bay - Nuloqtujk 

Devil‟s Island – Kjikujikutk 

McNab‟s Island  - Elpesaqtejk 

Eastern Passage – Tuitn 
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Halifax Harbour – Kjipuktuk 

Dartmouth – Punamkuatik (salmon place) 

Bedford Basin – Asoqmapskiaj 

Sackville   -  Kuipaw 

Charles Lake – Asepemk 

Waverly - Atupanuek 

Kinsack – Kisnaq 

Wellington – Tlaqaniku‟jk 

Shubenacadie / Grand Lake – Tlaqatik 

Tuft‟s Cove – Nipame‟katik.  Cranberry Place. 

Sackville – Aluso‟lwe‟tatil – a place of measles. 
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6.0 POTENTIAL PROJECT IMPACTS ON MI‟KMAQ LAND 

AND RESOURCE USE 

 

The following table presents potential project impacts on historic and current Mi‟kmaq 

land and resource use.    

 

Table 4:  Potential Project Impacts on Mi'kmaq Land and Resource Use 

 

 

 

POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON MI’KMAQ LAND AND RESOURCE USE 

6.01 The historic review of Mi‟kmaq use and occupation documents historic Mi‟kmaq 

use and occupation in the study area, and potentially the project area. A potential 

impact of the project is the disturbance of archaeological resources. 

6.02 Several species of significance to Mi‟kmaq have been identified in the study area.  

Permanent loss of some specimens is an impact of the project. 

6.03 Potential burial sites have been identified within the study area.  Permanent loss of 

site is a potential impact on the project. 
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7.0 SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL PROJECT IMPACTS 

ON MI‟KMAQ LAND AND RESOURCE USE 

 

The concept of significance in the Mi‟kmaq Knowledge Study is distinct from the 

concept of significance under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act or the Nova 

Scotia Environmental Assessment Regulations.  Significance to Mi‟kmaq is evaluated 

only in accordance with the criteria listed below.  The MEKS evaluation of the 

significance of the potential project impacts on Mi‟kmaq should be used by regulators to 

inform their determination of the significance of the environmental effects of the Project. 

 

7.1 Significance Criteria 

 

The following criteria are used to analyze the significance of the potential project impacts 

on Mi‟kmaq use:  

 

1) Uniqueness of land or resource 

2) Culture or spiritual meaning of land or resource 

3) Nature of Mi‟kmaq use of land or resource 

4) Mi‟kmaq constitutionally protected rights in relation to land and 

resource 

 

 

 

 

 

7.2 Evaluation of Significance 

 

Table 5:  Significance of Potential Project Impacts on Mi'kmaq Land and Resource Use 
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POTENTIAL IMPACT EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

6.01 The historic review of Mi‟kmaq use 

and occupation documents Mi‟kmaq 

use and occupation in the study 

area, and potentially the project 

area. A potential impact of the 

project is the disturbance of 

archaeological resources. 

 

7.2.01 Mi‟kmaq archaeological resources 

are extremely important to 

Mi‟kmaq as a method of 

determining Mi‟kmaq use and 

occupation of Mi‟kma‟ki and as an 

enduring record of the Mi‟kmaq 

nation and culture across the 

centuries. Archaeological resources 

are irreplaceable. Any disturbance 

of Mi‟kmaq archaeological 

resources is significant.  

 

6.02 Several species of significance to 

Mi‟kmaq have been identified in the 

study area.  Permanent loss of some 

species is an impact of the Project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.2.02 The plant species of significance to 

Mi‟kmaq identified within the 

study area exist within the 

surrounding area. The destruction 

of some specimens within the 

study area does not pose a threat to 

Mi‟kmaq use of the species. The 

impact of the permanent loss of 

some specimens of plants species 

of significance to Mi‟kmaq is 

evaluated as not likely significant. 

6.03 Potential burial sites have been 

identified within the project area.  

Disturbance of this area is a 

potential impact on the project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.2.03 Burial sites are extremely important 

to the Mi‟kmaq in Nova Scotia. 

Any disturbance of these areas is 

evaluated as significant. 
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

8.01 In the event that Mi‟kmaw archaeological deposits are encountered during 

construction or operation of the Project, all work should be halted and immediate 

contact should be made with David Christianson at the Nova Scotia Museum and 

with Dr Donald M. Julien at The Confederacy of Mainland Mi‟kmaq. 

 

8.02 There are no land claims registered with the Specific Claims branch of Indian 

        and Northern Affairs Canada in Ottawa for any of the Mi‟kmaq communities in 

        Nova Scotia within the project area. However, that does not suggest that any 

       other Mi‟kmaw claimants for this area may not submit land claims in the future. 

 

8.02The information regarding the potential burial site is marked in yellow in  

Figure 2 is limited. Should this sensitive area need to be disturbed during 

construction or operation then further research regarding this site is 

recommended. 
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Appendix J
Archaeological Assessment

















































































































































































































From: Cross, Dwayne
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Fitzner, Bruce; Hackett, Peter; Ward, Brian; Miles-Dunn, Bonnie L; Boddy, Keith W
Cc: Dennis, Darren T; MacKenzie, Stephen M
Subject: Hwy 107 - Duke Street stakeholder meeting

On September 12th, Darren Dennis, Keith, and I met with several of the business representatives fronting Duke
Street and Mann Street.  See attached plan.

Business representation at the meeting included Strescon, Wilson’s Fuel, Kel-Ann Organics, Allstar Rebar, Larex
Properties (the Bird Building), Braemar Pest Control, Fraserway RV, First Mutual Property (Holcim, and speaking on
behalf of the concrete plants), Halifax Water, Goodwood Fuels.  I estimate about 80% turnout was received.

A summary of concerns as expressed:

-          How will a triaxle tractor trailer be able to exit their driveway if the raised median is present?

-          Will be difficult to swing right from exiting driveway on Duke Street.

-          To make a right turn and U-turn to go the way you want to go is ludicrous.

-          U-turn and right turns might be ok for cars and trucks, but not for the volume of industrial traffic in the area.

-          Will be a 30 minute wait to make a U-turn (because of the increase in traffic volumes). Concrete/cement
trucks pull out very slow, will not be able to find a break in traffic.

-          Afternoon peak hour will be the most challenging time of day.

-          How will my business impacts be reduced (customers may go elsewhere for their product).

-          Girders up to 200 feet long and Dexter’s bag house need to be accommodated all along Duke St.

-          Rocky Lake Road is currently a truck restricted road, and removing this restriction might help.  This comment
was also suggested for periods during construction when congestion and delays are occurring on Duke Street.

-          20 Duke St, the Bird Building: concerns for loss of customer parking at the front, loss of aesthetically pleasing
landscaping at the front, relocation of pylon sign required.  Consider shifting roundabout to impact other side of
Duke Street.

Outcomes:

-          Detailed traffic modelling was offered to ease some of the concerns.  This offer was welcomed by some of
the attendees.
-          Swept path modelling of large vehicles, equipment, and girders was requested.
-          The design might result in upgrades to driveways to accommodate new swept paths in and out of
businesses.
-          Alternate routing from Duke Street to Rocky Lake Road needs to be considered.
-          Cement distribution owner wants to take staff for a drive to appreciate the challenges.

Dwayne




