As the director of Green Green Water, I felt the need to respond to the criticism of my film raised in Mr. Martin Cash’s article (April 9, 2006) entitled “Movie blasting Manitoba Hydro screened on eve of pact with First Nations”.  It was my understanding that this article was being written to explain what the film was about, not the criticism around it.  None of these criticisms were voiced during my interview with Mr. Cash. So I would like to take this opportunity to respond.  

“Critics say the documentary does not fairly project Hydro’s efforts to lessen the environmental impact of the upcoming Wuskwatim generating station”.  “Critics” are correct.  Green Green Water does not deal with the environmental impact of  the Wuskwatim project because the film is focused on a larger question.  That is, how can Manitoba move forward with “new generation hydro“ when they haven't properly addressed the impacts on the First Nations from the earlier generation of dam projects?  Just because the Canadian government, Manitoba government and Manitoba Hydro have an agreement (the Cree refer to it as a Treaty) such  as  the Northern Flood Agreement (NFA) with its subsequent Implementation agreements does not mean that they are fulfilling their obligations.  
Having visited these communities personally, I have a hard time believing Manitoba Hydro and the government are fulfilling their promise to “eliminate mass poverty” on Schedule E of the NFA. That and many other clauses in the NFA have been ignored or fought every step of the way.  The Manitoba government makes tens of millions of dollars from these dams every year.  With that level of vested interest in these projects, how can they simultaneously negotiate fairly with these northern communities?
I would also question why Nelson House First Nation needs to pay $84 Million to be partners in this project instead of just receiving royalties or rent for something built on their traditional lands.  

Chief Jerry Primrose has stated that the film is “hurtful to our people and offensive to our First Nation”, but not everyone from Nelson House First Nation (NCN) feels that way.  We have spoken with many NCN band members who welcome this film project and agree with its message. I have been contacted by members of other NFA signatory First Nations, including Norway House, Split Lake, and York Factory, who have not only expressed support for Green Green Water, but have pleaded with us to include their stories as well.  These voices deserve to be heard and unfortunately, when you are speaking contrary to Manitoba Hydro’s agenda, you do not receive equal media attention. Pro-dam perspectives and voices have the resources, the money and the clout through their PR firms to make sure that they are heard by the general public.  Green Green Water’s purpose is to provide a platform for the voices of those in the Manitoba Hydro impacted communities whose voices have been silenced by the power and money behind the pro-dam forces. In order for any community to make a genuinely democratic decision, both sides need to be heard equally.  

Ironically, your article left readers with the impression that Green Green Water was journalistically unstable.  However, without the opportunity to respond to Manitoba Hydro or Chief Primrose, Mr. Cash’s article itself is not good journalism.   We recommend to your newspaper that journalists be encouraged to view films before they review them.  
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