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Madam Chair, members of the Expert Panel, good morning. My name is Joe Van Humbeck and I serve as
Canadian Pacific’s System Manager of Environmental Assessment.
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You have already heard from my colleague, Mr. Michael Gullo of the Railway Association of Canada
whom presented to the expert panel in Ottawa, where he highlighted the unique regulatory situation of
railways due to our common carrier obligations. CP’s Network covers approximately 12,500 miles
spanning the continent from Vancouver to Montreal and Edmonton to Kansas City. As the most fuel
efficient mode of land transportation, approximately four times more fuel efficient than trucking on a
per ton mile basis, we feel we have a critical role to play in helping drive lower carbon economic growth.
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Let me begin by unequivocally stating that CP supports the basic principles of Environmental
Assessment.
We believe that any discussion surrounding potential projects needs to be founded in facts obtained
from valid, defensible scientific studies. Our commitment in this regard isn’t confined to the formal EA
process either.
We believe in listening to our neighbours and aboriginal partners as we plan and implement our
projects. As an example, on our Belle Plaine Subdivision Project, which is currently under construction in
Saskatchewan, we worked closely with the Pasqua Nation to learn their concerns regarding our proposal
and develop mitigation measures to address their concerns. They shared that they were most concerned
about the potential to impact cultural historic resources so we integrated nation members into our
consultant’s archaeology team and undertook the careful relocation of a culturally significant rock circle.
On a separate project where we are working with the Ktunaxa nation of SE BC, they shared that their
greatest concerns relate to fisheries and aquatic species at risk. To address this concern members of
their fisheries commission have been engaged to support the technical studies underway.
Finally, we recognize that while the benefits of our projects are felt nationally, the impacts are
experienced locally. To help address concerns by the local community surrounding traffic at our South
Edmonton Intermodal and Automotive handling facility, we worked with Alberta Transportation to

secure Asia Pacific Gateway funding enabling the construction of a highway interchange providing trucks
direct access from our facility gate to the Provincial Highway Network and the Edmonton Ring Road. In
other situations where the technical studies have shown the potential for noise impacts above Health
Canada guidelines we have implemented noise mitigation to address these local impacts.
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CP feels that several aspects of the current EA process are working well; namely that it is predictable,
scalable and that, for the rail industry, the environmental assessment process is separate and distinct
from the Project Approval process.
The predictability of the EA process and timelines are of critical importance to CP and our customers,
the drivers of the economy, whom we serve. When we work together with our customers, we need to
coordinate project schedules to ensure our new line of rail will be ready when their facility is ready to
ship product. By having predictable, regulated, timelines we are able to schedule multi-year
construction of our lines of rail and provide confidence to our customer’s investors that their, often
multi-billion dollar investments, will be able to get product to market.
Scalable – Environmental Assessment does not lend itself to a one size fits all approach. The scale of the
assessment needs to be proportional to the potential risks (both the potential impacts as well as the
probability of those impacts occurring) of the project. To borrow the language of CEAA 1992, we support
differentiating between the requirements for projects where no EA is required, where an Environmental
Screening is required, a Comprehensive Study and finally those projects which will require a Review
Panel.
Finally, we support maintaining the Environmental Assessment process separate from the Project
Approval process. By having the Environmental Assessment process led by the CEA Agency rather than
our project and economic regulator the CTA, we feel that a more credible and defensible outcome is the
result. Each agency is also then able to focus on their respective areas of expertise.
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So, what then does CP feel should change in the process? First off, we feel that the determination of the
scope of the EA process needs to be defined objectively rather than the current discretionary process
which can be subject to political pressures. While we support the Regulations Designating Physical
Activities, we feel that it should be expanded to define thresholds for projects which trigger

Environmental Screenings vs. Comprehensive Studies vs. Review Panels. This change will add
defensibility to the process and remove the perception of political influence.
Finally, we feel that greater use needs to be made of Strategic and Regional Environmental Assessments
to support Project EA in a hierarchical manner. Strategic EA’s should be used to consult broadly on the
potential benefits and impacts of Government Policy. Regional EA used to review the effects (including
cumulative effects) resulting from implementing the Government Policy within a defined geography and
finally Project EA to review the specific effects associated with a discrete project brought forward in
support of the implementation of the Policy. In the absence of this hierarchy, all review falls to the
Project EA which isn’t the appropriate venue.
Let me leave you with a hypothetical example to illustrate how we see this process working.
Let’s assume that our Government sets as policy the desire to increase agricultural production across
the country to drive an increase in exports. A Strategic EA would be used to engage Canadians across the
country to examine the pros and cons economically and socially.
Next, a Regional EA on the lower mainland of BC (one of a number of Regional EAs) would be
undertaken to determine the Environmental Effects (including the cumulative effects) associated with
implementing this policy. This would include items such as anticipated increases in vessel traffic in
Canada’s marine waters, potential Green House Gas emissions, downstream climate change impacts,
etc.
Finally, when a proponent comes forward in support of the implementation of this policy, such as a new
line of rail to connect these products to the port or a new grain terminal to load these products to
vessels, the Project EA is able to focus on the effects of the discrete project rather than becoming a
forum for broader policy discussion and analysis that Project EA can become today.
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Thank you for the time to present the thoughts of Canadian Pacific on this important topic and I
welcome any questions you may have.

