
Nyaweh to many who came out on a cold kuhs®sh¯h day to rid the ter-

ritory of household hazardous waste. The tally was:  

Power Authority Update 
by neil patterson jr.  

Tuscarora Environment  

News  

A  lot has happened since our last newsletter. The New York Power Authority [NYPA] is moving forward with the relicensing of 
the Niagara Power Project at an expeditious pace, performing numerous environmental studies, filing paperwork with the fed-

eral government, preparing for future studies and looking forward to potential settlements with stakeholders. I have attempted below 
to chronicle the past year of relicensing events since the NYPA Relicensing Meeting 3 that took place in February 2002. Since then, 
we held a fourth public meeting at the Old Gym this winter called the Tuscarora Nation Cultural Workshop. This time, the meeting 
was focused on educating the Power Authority instead of focusing on specific relicensing issues. Many nyawehs to all those that made 
this a successful event. But we have a lot of work ahead as we begin to refocus on the license application currently being shaped by the 
Power Authority. Donõt forget that your next opportunity to be a part of this process is at the next meeting on February 8, 2003 at 
the Old Gym, beginning at 10 AM.  

(H)ALP! 
NYPA is mid-stride into their Alternative Licensing Process [ALP], which is designed to involve stakeholders in the shaping of 

a license application before it is submitted to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC has the ominous job of ap-
proving NYPAõs relicensing process they will use for the next five years or more, and eventually FERC must approve the actual hy-
dropower license application itself.  A òstakeholderó is defined by FERC as anybody who has an interest in the license: the City of Ni-
agara Falls, Niagara River Anglers Association, the State of Connecticut (who receives a Niagara Project power allocation), the Lewis-
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HAZARD HAVEN  

The 36 f r id ges/f reezers co llect ed  t h is Novem b er  con t ain  Freon 

and  o t her  ch lo ro f luo rocarb ons (CFC) gases t hat  canno t  b e ven t ed  

o r  evap orat ed  in t o  t he air  since t hey d am age t he ozone layer . 

Com p resso rs in  ref r igerat o rs and  o t her  coo lers con t ain  o il w it h  

CFCs in  susp ension ; t h is o il m ust  eit her  b e reclaim ed  o r  hand led  as 

hazard ous w ast e.  

4 cubic yard boxes of Paint Cans 

3lbs. 1ounce of solid Pesticide 

1 gallon of liquid Pesticide 

2 ounces of Battery Acid 

4 lbs. of solid Algaecide 

1 gallon of liquid Algaecide 

165 gallons of Waste Oil 

55 gallons of Gasoline 

36 Refrigerators/ Freezers 

7 Air conditioners 

24 Car batteries 

PLUS! Approx. 2400 tires !!! 

 ( 2 Tractor-trailer Loads) 
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Seaway Expansion Update  

The Canadian government says it will not help fund a U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers study on expanding the St. Lawrence Seaway. 

Transport Canada will not participate unless Canada is given more 

input into the study, which will cost $20 million. That has pleased 

opponents of expansion on both sides of the border. Whether it halts 

the inquiry or merely slows the process remains to be seen. Cer-

tainly the United States cannot proceed on any Seaway plans with-

out Canada's cooperation. While the United States proposed the 

study, Canada was asked to share the cost. But Canadian Transport 

Minister David Collinette has been quoted as saying that he will not 

back the Army Corps study as it now stands. The Army Corps had 

planned to explore the ideas of expanding Seaway locks, dredging its 

channels and establishing winter navigation. Northern New York 

and New York state are firmly opposed to Seaway expansion for en-

vironmental and economic reasons. Such a project would desecrate 

the natural beauty of the St. Lawrence River and the Thousand Is-

lands. It would disrupt shore properties and destroy wildlife. It 

would harm tourism and contribute nothing to the economy. Invit-

ing supersized ships into the Seaway system is not a good idea. We 

need to keep the Thousand Islands beautiful, clean and intact, pre-

serving its essential character to be enjoyed for years to come.  

Too Much Two Stroke  

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has created, for the 

first time, federal regulations limiting the emissions of non -road en-

gines (All terrain vehicles (ATVs), snowmobiles, and off -road motor-

cycles).  The EPA estimates that by the time all the regulations are 

in full effect, in 2012, it will eliminate two -million tons of air pollu-

tion a year. However, the regulations are not without controversy.  

Some environmental groups feel that EPA has missed a golden op-

portunity to reduce emissions, which could have been obtained by 

setting limits higher to protect the environment and human health. 

Many off road vehicles like ATVs, snowmobiles, and dirt bikes have 

two stroke engines.  These engines are not only noisy, but emit pol-

lutants into the air.  This adds air and noise pollution into our com-

munities upsetting wildlife; and, in non -rural areas, the noise and 

emissions are not only annoying, but they are extremely harmful to 

human health. EPA asserts that their regulation, which is aimed at 

the off road vehicle manufactures to limit emissions in their fleet of 

products, when in full effect, will help the United States to avoid ap-

proximately 1000 premature deaths each year, prevent 1,000 hospi-

tal admittances, reduce 23,400 cases of asthma attacks, and prevent 

over 2000,000 days of lost work.     

 Manufactures are already producing four stroke engines, 

which do not dump a third of their fuel unburned into the environ-

ment like a two stroke engine does.  A four stroke engine with a 

catalytic converter would reduce emission by 98 percent and be lot 

less noisy.  Then, perhaps, the children and elders can sleep at night 

and the air we all breathe will be healthier. Read the statute at: 

http://www.epa.gov/otaq/regs/nonroad/2002/cleanrec -final.htm Taken 
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2003 Holiday Schedule 

Modern Disposal, Inc. Refuse & Recycling Collection 
The following are the only holidays in 2003 that will effect your refuse and recycling collection: 

Memorial Day Monday, May 26, 2003  Delayed until Tuesday, May 27 

Labor Day  Monday, September 1, 2003 Delayed until Tuesday, September 2 
 

from: Haudenosaunee Environmental News Report by Barbara Gray (Kanatiiosh)  
Grassy Narrows Blockade  

Aboriginal leaders, native foresters and native participants attended an Ontario Aboriginal Forestry 

Coalition (OAFC) meeting to declare support for Canadaõs obligations to the natives of Canada. The coa-

lition also backed an increased  authority on behalf of Natives over forestry resources within their terri-

tories. Ontario native communities deserve Canadian government recognition of their Aboriginal and 

treaty rights for  the unique forest stewardship perspective of their individual Nations. The OAFC ex-

pressed support to the people of Grassy Narrows First Nation who have blockaded the access road to the 

Abitibi Consolidated clear cutting operation to protect their hunting, trapping and fishing rights of 

25,000 square kilometres. The December demonstration continues today, and has gained support from 

Natives and non -Natives across North America.  

Risky  Business  

Paperwork began this January for two Indian casinos, one from the St. Regis Mohawk Tribe and one 

from the Stockbridge -Munsee Band of Mohicans, that are planned for Sullivan County just outside Mon-

ticello, NY. The paperwork figures the two casinos will add about 50,000 cars per day to local Sullivan 

County roads. The Bureau of Indian Affairs, who must approve the application, put the environmental 

assessments for these casinos out for public comment. Yet the BIA has received little attention from 

those in Sullivan County or elsewhere for that matter. The BIA has received only one comment on the 

Mohawks' draft environmental assessment from the Army Corps of Engineers. The BIA has received no 

comments on the Stockbridge assessment. This assessment predicts the casinos will add up to 12 million 

new visitors a year, not including the 9,000 new casino workers, to a county with a population of 75,000. 

The BIA says the casinos will actually help the environment. The casino connections to the town sewage 

system will help storm -water runoff, says the BIA's environmental scientist, Kurt Chandler. "We're say-

ing, that as things stand, the property will be improved environmentally," he said, adding that there are 

no wetlands at the Kutsher's site.  

Ontario Claim Settled  

Decades of confrontation and animosity over Ontario's Temagami land claim dispute have given way to a 

tentative deal that would provide Natives with land and millions of dollars. 2,000 aboriginals would get 

330 square kilometres of land for a reserve, an economic development package worth $4 million and a 

further $20 million from the province in financial compensation, Canadian government officials reported 

this winter.  The dispute over the Temagami lands about 100 kilometres north of North Bay has been a 

complex tangle of legal battles and high emotion. Aboriginals and environmentalists have often block-

aded logging roads into the area's old -growth forests. At other times, they have tied themselves to trees 

and even the main stairway of the provincial legislature, resulting in scores of arrests. Under the tenta-

tive deal, the proposed reserve will be located within 385 square kilometres of land set aside for settle-

ment purposes by the Ministry of Natural Resources in 1996. Ontario and the aboriginal community will 

also ensure protection of the Temagami shoreline with the creation of a waterway park or some other 

appropriate legal designation. However, shoreline areas designated as having high mineral potential will 

still be available for exploration. Lawyers will now draft a legally binding agreement with hopes of rati-

fying it by early 2004.    ̱
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HETF NEWS 
The Haudenosaunee Data Exchange Center 

There is a lot happening in the HETF, especially here at the Tuscarora Environment Program.  Bryan Printup , Tus-

carora GIS Technician, was asked a series of questions about a new development called the HDEC.   

 

So what is the HDEC?   The HDEC is the Haudenosaunee Data Exchange Center, and itôs a repository and information 

hub of Geographic Information System (GIS) data for all Nations and Peoples of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy.  

 

What is a Geographic Information System (GIS)? Strictly speaking, any system that permits the display and analysis of 

geographic information is a geographic information system. Generally, a GIS is a computerized mapping system that 

allows a user to ñoverlayò different types of maps to produce descriptions of the relationships between the maps. In the 

past, multiple types of maps describing one specific area were created on transparent overlays or mylar sheets to identify 

the relationships between the maps. The acronym GIS refers to computer-based software, generally in the form of a few 

popular software programs. 

   

Well, more precisely, what will you be doing?    A lot of government agencies- federal, state and local, create data that 

inevitably includes our territories.  We are collecting this information directly from these agencies for a centralized 

Haudenosaunee database. Most of this information is in a digital format and most of it is free. Data such as aerial photog-

raphy, polluter information, digital maps, paper maps, tax maps, zoning information, remedial reports and any other rele-

vant data- anything that has a geographic component and may be useful to the Haudenosaunee- will be considered for the 

HDEC.  We also have the Global Positioning System (GPS) equipment for geographic needs in other communities 

where no maps are available. A GPS unit can collect geographic information that is used to create original GIS maps. 

Ultimately, the HDEC will use a combination of information to provide Haudenosaunee individuals with maps that can 

assist in making better decisions about their territories. 

 

The end product of the HDEC is just maps then?    No.  Not only 

can we provide maps, ranging in size from small (8.5òx11ò) to 

large scale (3ô x 4ô), but we hope to foster and support the 

Haudenosaunee use of this data.  We will facilitate workshops that 

will offer training in data collection technology and procedure, 

and beginner classes on GPS and GIS tools. Recently, we teamed 

up with Cornell University and the Natural Resources Conserva-

tion Service to bring together Haudenosaunee GIS professionals 

who generated some ideas about Haudenosaunee GIS efforts and 

the future direction of the HDEC. 

 

Can anyone come in and request your information? Sure.  

Our multi-media clearinghouse, once on its feet, will be made 

available to all Haudenosaunee people.  Of course, the main goal 

of the HDEC is to meet the needs of our HETF environmental 

professionals, but any interested parties are welcome to see the 

information.   

 

How many people are working on this project? To make this project work, all pertinent parties from the Haudenosaunee 

Nations need to be fully included in the development of the HDEC.  More specifically, there will be one Operator of the 

HDEC, myself , who will be in charge of handling various requests for data and obtaining new data. The HDEC Opera-

tor is currently the only staff member of the HDEC, although we have support from a number of Haudenosaunee envi-

ronmental professionals who are willing to provide technical assistance. In addition, we have already found cooperative 

federal and state agencies that have provided data to the HDEC. 

 

Does the mapping area just include Haudenosaunee reservations or does it expand beyond that?   No, we will be includ-

ing all the land that was in our aboriginal territories- New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Ontario, Quebec, Maryland, Vir-

ginia, North Carolina, etc.  If there is need for geographic information in these areas, especially for recent cultural and 

(Continued on page 5) 

Haudenosaunee GIS Symposium 2002  

Participants engaged in Arcview training module  

overseen by John Whitney, USDA-NRCS.  



historic property issues, we plan on meeting that need as timely as possible. We have a stewardship responsibility to the 

land outside of our current borders and an even greater role in those lands within our reservation borders.  

 

How do you feel about having all this information in one spot, and do you think this might make the information too ac-

cessible to the wrong people?   First, the organization of information in one central spot makes data much easier to ac-

cess and utilize.  Secondly, the information and data that we are housing is ñpublicò information to begin with. In fact, 

many Haudenosaunee people do not realize that any Internet user today can likely view an aerial photograph of their res-

ervation home in such detail that allows the user to view the number and type of vehicles around their home. There are 

two types of data that merit some security concerns however: Data already protected (eg.- the site files of cultural re-

source data from a State Historic Preservation Office) or HDEC produced data (eg- GPS-collected information) Should 

either of these types or data, protected or produced, become a component of an HDEC project, the data will be made 

available directly to the appropriate parties based on a data sharing agreement.  I mean we are only building a house of 

information that is to be primarily used by the HETF environmental staff, and then we are making it available to the 

Haudenosaunee public. 

 

Where do you see the HDEC in 10 years?  As information and Nationôs needs evolve, so will the HDEC and its 

mission.  And possibly it could expand beyond geographic and environmental data to include any pertinent data about 

the Haudenosaunee; but thatôs definitely a large undertaking.  Such a project could even grow from a computer database 

to a brick and mortar center that we all could visit and utilize.     ° 
 

 

 

 

Welcome Green Building to Tuscarora 

 This summer, a historical meeting took place between representatives of the Environment Office, Na-

tion Chiefs and Clanmothers, the Tuscarora Health Center and the Tuscarora Community Health Worker Pro-

gram to discuss a Tuscarora Nation building that could house these growing programs. But the significance of 

the building goes far beyond the novelty of the first Nation building 

constructed in over fifty years: the intent is to build a structure that 

will attempt to incorporate a ñgreenò design.  

What is ñgreen designò?  Green design is design and construction 

practices that significantly reduce or eliminate the negative impact of 

buildings on the environment and occupants. Green Design ad-

dresses: 

 Sustainable site planning 

 Safeguarding water and water efficiency 

 Energy efficiency 

 Conservation of materials and resources 

 Indoor environmental quality 

  

 LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design), was developed by the U.S. Green Building 

Council (USGBC) in 1995 to respond to the U.S. marketôs demand for a definition of ñgreen building.ò LEED 

conducted a one-day workshop at the University of Buffalo for architects, engineers, building owners, and 

those who want to become knowledgeable practitioners and consumers of green design construction.  Three 

members of the HETF were part of the 80 participants to learn how to use the LEED Green Building Rating 

System and incorporate it into practice and green design. 

 

 During the 1970ôs, energy efficiency gained importance during the oil crisis, and recycling efforts in 

the U.S. became commonplace and came to the attention of the building industry.  During the 1980ôs the ñSick 

(Continued on page 6) 
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Building Syndromeò concept emerged and concern for worker health and productivity became an issue.  The 

concern for toxic material emissions also became an issue that needed to be addressed.  Then in the late 1980s 

and 1990s green design began to become an answer to these problems, turning out ñhigh performanceò build-

ings. In the recent past, most choices about building design and materials have been made carelessly, ignoring 

the integration of design elements and capturing the combined actions of integrated design.  Green buildings 

compete in ñbottom-lineò terms as well as in aesthetics.  They are relatively inexpensive to build, operate, and 

convert to their next use, as human needs inevitably evolve.  The benefits that accrue from green design extend 

beyond the buildings themselves.  The placement of structures on the land also affects our sense of commu-

nity, for it determines where we must go, and how we can do so, to travel between the places we live, work, 

and play.  

 

 The better the design, the greater the benefits.  The economic advantage of green design extends 

throughout and beyond the projectôs operating life, but it begins with the design, approvals, and construction 

process.  Although many developers assume that green buildings must cost more to build, green design can 

actually decrease construction costs, largely by saving infrastructure expenses and by using passive heating 

and cooling techniques that make costly mechanical equipment unnecessary. 

 

 At the Tuscarora Nation we have a 

responsibility to standardize our future 

building design and construction.  We need 

to protect our Nation and build ecologically 

for our next seven generations to come. 

This could be facilitated by adopting a rat-

ing system similar to LEEDôs, or more 

stringent energy and environmental princi-

ples.  LEED is an excellent basis for green 

design standards, and their certification and 

point system is the strongest support tool to 

promote and guide comprehensive and inte-

grated building design.  Also, in the near 

future their demands will only become 

stronger, continually setting a higher bar to 

reach, and making the building industry 

pay attention to energy and environmental 

design.  In the next few months the Tus-

carora Environment Program, under the guidance of the Tuscarora nation Chiefs Council, will be developing 

plans for a Nation office and TEP building.   The TEP is interested in implementing solar energy, and/or wind 

energy alternatives; harness daylighting options; use materials that are ñgreenò in design and locally made or 

produced; find a site that would integrate the building to the local ecology and do little disturbance to the sur-

roundings; optimize water management; and use innovative wastewater technologies.  

 

 The process of planning a green building is highly intensive, because there are a multitude of moving 

parts that need to co exist together in this structure.  Currently there are no concrete plans to break ground, be-

cause we are only at the very infant stages of planning.  In the coming months we will keep you informed of 

our progress, from schematics, to final design planning, to ground breaking, to the grand opening.  If anyone 

has suggestions or ideas, or would like to take part in the process donôt hesitate to call the office.        ɋ 

Green Buildings come in many forms.  

Aboveï A Zuni sheep camp with a solar energy panel. 



In 2000-2001, the  

Environment Pro-

gram  

participated in fish 

surveys in the Lewis-

ton Reservoir 

and the Niagara 

River. 

ton Porter School District, United Auto Workers, etc. Support for an ALP was a clear no-brainer for locals, who would not be a part 
of the process under a standard or òtraditionaló FERC licensing. A traditional FERC relicensing process involves stakeholders and pub-
lic participation after the license is submitted, reserving pre-filing consultation for resource agencies and Indian Nations. Regardless of 
the swelling support for the alternative process from local stakeholders, NYPA followed a hurried campaign last winter to convince 
everyone that the ALP process would be best. Ostensibly, their efforts brought in support letters from towns like Somerset and 
Barker, a full 30 miles from the Niagara Project. Not everyone was convinced though.  
      Tuscarora Concerns 
 The choice to support or oppose a Niagara ALP was only a real decision for certain 
stakeholders who are mandated by the Federal Power Act to participate regardless of an 
òalternativeó or òtraditionaló approach. One such of these groups is the Tuscarora Nation. This is 
because the Federal Power Act specifies that affected Indian tribes must be consulted by the li-
censee, regardless of any other groups consulted during a relicensing. At the February Relicens-
ing Meeting held at Tuscarora, many voiced concern directly to the Power Authority that the 
Nationõs voice would be lost in the swarm of local groups spontaneously lined up for headlong 
handouts during relicensing. Many Tuscaroras present at the meeting questioned whether the 
process might eventually undermine centuries of treaty-based Tuscarora sovereignty. Those in 
attendance heard Keith Silliman, NYPAõs Niagara Director of Relicensing, respond by saying a 
letter from NYPA that recognized the unique status of the Tuscarora Nation would alleviate 
these concerns. One month later, NYPA responded with a letter to the Nation outlining how 
the ALP would incorporate public participation into the relicensing process. This letter lacked 
any substantial recognition of the Nationõs concerns, separate and apart from any relicensing 
process. More importantly, the letter did not result in any overwhelming support for the ALP 
on behalf of the Tuscarora Nation Chiefs Council. Eventually Mr. Silliman suggested that a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) be drafted by the Nation to address specific concerns of the 
Tuscarora Nation. The Power Authority postulated that if a Memorandum of Agreement  recog-
nizing the Nationõs unique status was signed, the Nation would support the Alternative Licensing 
Process application.  
      Failure to Communicate 

A rainy spring passed by and the Power Authority failed to get the approval of a Memorandum of Agreement from New York 
State. Questions were raised by Governors George Patakiõs office concerning the validity of certain statements made in the Memoran-
dum. Among other objections, Patakiõs office refused to recognize the Tuscarora Nation as a member Nation of the Haudenosaunee 
Confederacy. By midsummer, the Power Authority requested that the Nation provide the State with previous examples of agreements 
they had already made with the Haudenosaunee. It seems the recollection of those in New York State offices only go as far back as 
their last corporate favor. Even after the Chiefs provided past examples of New York State recognition of the Haudenosaunee Confed-
eracy and the Treaty of Canandaigua, the State refused to recognize these statements again. Meanwhile, a summer deadline for com-
ments on NYPAõs ALP application from the Nation was approaching fast. Yet the Chiefs had no reason to support something that 
would not substantially affect the role of the Tuscarora Nation in relicensing.  On the very last day of the FERC comment deadline, 
the Nation submitted an official response. The letter stated that the Nationõs support of the ALP was dependent on the delivery of a 
signed Agreement from the Power Authority. It was clear to Tuscarora Chiefs that a much larger problem of recognition had to be 
settled before a letter of support could be written. 

Process Approved 
All was not quiet elsewhere. During the crusade to exhort the virtues of an ALP, several groups were a little uneasy with 

something called an Applicant Prepared Environmental Assessment (APEA). The assessment is required by the government under 
federal law to address environmental impacts of a proposed action. The ALP application called for the applicant (NYPA) to author 
their own Environmental Assessment, suitably named an Applicant Prepared Environmental Assessment. Another option  was to hire 
a third party contractor to prepare the Niagara assessment. It is a presumably accommodating decision for NYPA to be trusted to re-
count their own environmental impact. However, an ambitious part of the alternative process is to generate public input for use in the 
Niagara environmental assessment. Should clear environmental impacts linked to the Niagara Project surface from stakeholders, 
NYPA will undoubtedly feel compelled to include them in the APEA. Other concerns that do not have a clear link to the Niagara Pro-
ject will likely be omitted from NYPAõs assessement. This is the gray area of compromise that a settlement will address as an applica-
tion is submitted during federal relicensing.  

A hot, dry summer set in and the Power Authority application to utilize an Alternative Licensing Process still sat at the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commissionõs (FERC) office, waiting for federal approval. Although an APEA might not have raised some 
eyebrows at the federal level, FERC did take notice of the unique Memorandum of Agreement situation that remained unresolved.  

(Continued on page 8) 
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Aboveï An underwater camera is 

used to identify submerged vegeta-

tion in the Upper Niagara River 


