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All info below is courtesy of JP and his colleagues at Industry.

Thanks, sd
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----Original Message-----

From: Roy, Jean-Pierre: VAN [mailto:Roy.Jean-Pierre@ic.gc.ca]
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2005 1:16 PM

To: Day, Stuart

Cc: Kinsey, Doug: VAN; Plecko, Mladen: VAN

Subject: RE: Energy -- Public Environment Analysis

Stuart:

Here is what I've gathered.

Note: someone from IC's Hydrogen Team will send me all the key words they use to
search on Factiva. I'll pass them on.

! repeat Doug's advice to contact Natural Resources Canada at the earliest.

Fuel Cells

Fuel Cell Technology

Fuel Cells Canada : a non-profit, national industry association whose mission itis to
accelerate Canada's world-leading fuel cell and hydrogen industry. We are the prime
source of services and support to Canadian corporations, educational institutions and
business alliances promoting, developing, demonstrating, and deploying fuel cell and
related products and services in Canada.

Fuel Cells Canada members at htip://www.fuelcellscanada.ca/memberlist. htm!
Hydrogen

Hydrogen Highway

Power Technology
- Xantrex : a world leader in advanced power electronics, enabling delivery of electricity
anytime anywhere.
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- Westport Innovations Inc. : a leading developer of environmental technologies that
enable vehicles to operate on clean-burning alternative fuels.

Bio-energy

Bioenergy

- Premium Pellet Ltd The primary environmental benefit of burning wood pellets is it does
not contribute to climate changes through emissions of carbon dioxide or other
greenhouse gases. Since our forest resources are managed in a renewable manner and
the growth of these trees fixate the same amount of carbon as are emitted by the burning
of pellets or decomposition of wood in nature, the net emission of carbon-dioxide is
practically zero. Other emissions from wood peliets are fow in relation to coal, oil and other
fossil fuels. Emissions of nitrogen oxides are similar to fossil fuels, however emissions of
sulfur dioxides are considerably lower.

BC Hydro: essential http://www.bchydro.com/

Natural Resources Canada: Energy in Canada
http://www2.nrcan.gc.ca/es/es/main_e.cfm

Energy Council of Canada: current membership - The Energy Council of Canada consists
of more than 100 members representing various sectors of the national energy scene.
Membership is appropriate for all organizations involved in the energy industry in Canada,
including energy producers, energy users, equipment manufacturers, engineering firms,
energy associations, financial organizations, legal firms, educational institutions, and
government departments and agencies. Probably a sometime source of studies, reports,
forums, eic. :

BC Ministry of Energy, Mines and Petroleum Resources - Minister is Richard Neufeld :
source of policy statements, announcements

http:/iwww.gov.be.ca/bvprd/be/channel. do?action=ministry&channeliD=-
8383&navid=NAV_ID -8383&levelFlag=18&crumb=B.C.+Home**Energy%
2C+Mines+and+Petroleum+Resources&crumburl=%2Fhome.do*%2Fchannel.do%
3Faction%3DgovOrg%26channellD%3D*%2Fchannel.do%3Faction%3Dministry%
26channellD%3D-8383

From the BC Ministry, their Oil & Gas Sector, a link with more names to think of;:
http:/fwww.em.qov.be.ca/Publicinfo/QilGasStrategySupport_Materials/Service sector links

University of Alberta Library - Energy Research Guide: This site covers the global energy
sector and subscribers have access to reports on up-to-date industry information. | just
discovered it and it looks a gold mine.
hitp:/iwww.library.ualberta.ca/subject/business/energy/index.cfm

For Offshore Oil & gas: need to include statements from First nations groups, as they're
getting more vocal on the issue.

British Columbia's Energy Plan, dated April 3, 2004, is at this URL:
hitp:/iwww.pollutionprobe. org/whatwedo/GPW/vancouver/presentations/ilarson.pdf

The MacKenzie Gas Project: a proposed 1220-kilometre natural gas pipeline system along
the Mackenzie Valley of Canada's Northwest Territories to connect northern onshore gas
fields with North American markets.

hitp://www.mackenziegasproject.com/

Jean-Pierre (JP)Roy  \:-)
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Manager, Public Affairs and Marketing

Gestionaire, Affaires publiques et marketing

Industry Canada | Industrie Canada

2000 - 300 West Georgia

Vancouver, B.C. V6B 6E1

T: {604) 666-1420 1 F: (604) 666-8330 1 C: (604) 803-5490

From: Day, Stuart [mailto:sday@bnet.pco-bcp.gc.ca]

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2005 9:38 AM

To: Roy, Jean-Pierre: VAN

Cc: janet.butler@ec.gc.ca; diana.zandberg@ec.gc.ca; Tavares, Christina; Schulz, Tammy
Subject: Energy -- Public Environment Analysis

Importance: High

JP,

Further to our conversation yesterday, we are pulling together a public environment
analysis of “energy-related issues” for the Pacific Region. We are working towards COB
Monday so looking mainly for summary info & highlights, rather than detail.

Overall considerations...

What are the significant energy issues in the Pacific Region?

What is the (brief) background for each, who are the key stakeholders, and what is their
position? ,

What kind of media attention have energy issues received recently?

For example:
o Offshore Oil & Gas
o Terrasen Gas Sale
e Sumas Energy li
e Fuel Costs
o Impact on truckers labour dispute
o Impact on hot-house / green-house industry
¢ Biodeisel & alternate fuel sources — the Hydrogen highway & municipal pilots

Any information you can provide regarding any or all of the above (or any that we may
have overlooked?) would be greatly appreciated.

Cheers, sd

Stuart Day

Regional Communications Advisor / Conseiller régional des communications
Privy Council Office / Bureau du Conseil privé

300 West Georgia Street, Suite 1300

Vancouver, BC Canada V6B 6B4

Tel: (604) 666-3390

Email:sday@bnet.pco-bep.ge.ca

Website:www.pco-bep.gc.ca
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ADVICE TO MINISTER
Updated: October 17, 2005
SUBJECT

ENBRIDGE PIPELINES - GATEWAY PROJECT

WHAT’S NEW

In a newspaper article dated October 17, 2005, former federal environment minister David Anderson
said the government is downplaying the environmental-assessment process in a rush to sell oil to
China. David Anderson was referring to the Gateway Project proposed by Enbridge Pipeline Inc., a
1,200-kilometre, $2.5 billion pipeline to pump oil sands oil from Alberta to Kitimat, BC discussed last
week by Natural Resources Minister John McCallum.

Enbridge Pipelines Inc. is expected to provide a complete project description with more detailed
routing information in late October or early November with an application to the National Energy
Board early 2006.

QUESTION

Will the federal government ensure a full and complete environmental assessment of the Gateway
Project, which will transport oil from the Alberta oil sands to a shipping terminal on the west coast of
British Columbia?

i s*y@g&;
i
s i
e
Sg’ o

”

Date: October 17, 2005
Approved by: Scott Streiner, Vice-President, Program Delivery-CEAA, 948-2665
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BACKGROUND

The Gateway Pipeline Project will involve the construction and operation of two pipelines along the
same right-of-way. One pipeline would carry oil from the existing Enbridge terminal hub in
Edmonton, Alberta to a new marine terminal to be located at Kitimat, British Columbia. The other
pipeline would transport condensate from the marine terminal back to Edmonton. Condensate is a
light liquid hydrocarbon that can be blended to dilute heavier petroleum for easier shipment by
pipeline.

The 760 mm (30 inch) diameter crude oil export pipeline would have an average capacity of 400,000
barrels per day and extend approximately 1200 kilometres from the existing Enbridge Edmonton
Terminal hub to a deepwater port in Kitimat, British Columbia. The 406 mm (16 inch) diameter
condensate import line would have an average capacity of 150,000 barrels per day.

In addition to the pipelines, the project also involves a proposed marine tanker terminal at Kitimat to
service both pipelines as well as related facilities along the proposed corridor. The proposed marine
terminal will require an application to the National Energy Board for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity.

The proponent plans to begin the construction in 2008, with full operation of the facilities in 2010.
Enbridge has indicated that it is seeking Chinese capital to help finance the project.

The project will trigger the comprehensive study requirements of the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Act where the National Energy Board, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, and Transport
Canada would be responsible authorities. There have been discussions with respect to referring the
project directly to a review panel under the Act. Any such review would likely be conducted through a
joint panel established under the Act and the National Energy Board Act.
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Au,Vivian [PYR]

From: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 3:55 PM

To: Au,Vivian [PYR]

Subject: RE: Environmental hoops to get through: Just a minute, says David Anderson

Sure — no problem. Just let me know.

" From: Au,Vivian [PYR]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 4:24 PM
To: Wood,Heather [PYR]
Subject: RE: Environmental hoops to get through: Just a minute, says David Anderson

Yes Heather.' | would greatly appreciate it.

At some pt., can | come up and chat with you? I'm really not very informed about the O&M
moratorium.....| have no background in it at all and | think given some of the projects that are
coming up that it would be good for me to get an appreciation for this issue.

Vivian

From: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 10:45 AM

To: Au,Vivian [PYR]

Subject: FW: Environmental hoops to get through: Just a minute, says David Anderson

Fyi — more Gateway references. Do you want me to continue sending you this stuff?

From: Butler,Janet [PYR]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 10:33 AM

To: Mok,Sharon [PYR]; Wood,Heather [PYR]

Cc: Cripps,Randal [PYR]; Metropolit,Brenda [PYR]

Subject: Environmental hoops to get through: Just a minute, says David Anderson

PUBLI
CATI The Province
ON:

DATE 5005.10.17

EDITI ...
ON: Final

SECTI
ON: News

PAGE 15

BYLI

NE: Ian Bailey

SOUR

CE: The Province
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says David Anderson

Former federal environment minister David Anderson says the government is
downplaying the environmental-assessment process in a rush to sell oil to China.

"My criticism is that the prime minister and the minister of natural resources are

misleading the Chinese into thinking this is going to be a simple matter of approval,”
said the Victoria Liberal MP.

"It isn't."

Anderson was referring to a plan touted last week by Natural Resources Minister John
McCallum of a 1,200-kilometre, $2.5 billion pipeline to pump oilsands oil from
Alberta to Kitimat.

He said it seems the government is failing "to properly appreciate depth of concern . .
. of winding up with an Exxon Valdez [disaster] on the British Columbia coast."

Anderson says he is alarmed that McCallum has been saying China might be
importing more than 400,000 barrels of oilsands oil a day within seven years.

Moving that oil would hinge on the pipeline, expected to be built by 2010, that would
run from Edmonton to Kitimat.

Canada's interest in selling oil to China has been linked to a drive to lessen reliance
on the U.S. market.

Anderson says it does not appear the government is talking enough about the required
environmental reviews.

And Prime Minister Paul Martin, he says, may be putting pressure on civil servants
who may eventually assess the proposal.

"It's a little difficult for civil servants to evenhandedly consider whether this should
take place when the prime minister and minister are so obviously indicating they
favour it," he said.

Calgary-based Enbridge Inc. announced last week it had chosen Kitimat over Prince
Rupert as the endpoint of the pipeline.

"This is not something which you can automatically expect to [get] quick approval.
Quite the reverse. The Chinese should know this," said Anderson.

"I'd say [the government] has gone well beyond what is appropriate in not making
clear that there is a very difficult permitting process, which has a very good chance of
not being successful.’

McCallum currently is in Asia.

ibailey@png.canwest.com

Janet Butler
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Regional Communications Advisor
Environment Canada, Pacific & Yukon Region
#201 - 401 Burrard Street

Vancouver, BC

V6C 385

Tel: (604) 713-9525

Fax: (604) 713-9517

Email: janet.butler@ec.gc.ca
WWW.pyr.ec.gc.ca
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Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Wood Heather [PYR]

Sent:  Tuesday, November 01, 2005 2:01 PM

To: Cripps,Randal [PYR] s.69(1)(g) re:(a)
Subject: FW:-

Fyi — | spoke to James Vannier and got the following description
| hadn’t heard about it before today and we should be involved in developing the Ministerial
briefing package for this — when it goes to Cabinet. James is sending a copy of the MC to Don — I'll aiso touch

‘base with Kelly to see if she’s been tracking this re: stuff.

Heather ' s.69(1)(g) re:(a)

From: Vannier,James [NCR]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 1:24 PM

To: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Subject: s.69(1)(g) re:(a)

Hi Heather,

s.69(1)(g) re:(a)
Here is the information you wanted.

Let me know if there is anything else you need.

James

James Vannier

Cabinet Liaison Analyst - Analyste de liaison avec le cabinet
Strategic Policy Branch - Direction des politiques stratégiques
Environment Canada - Environnement Canada

10 Wellington Street, 22nd Floor

Gatineau QC K1A OH3

T: (819) 994-4584 F: (819) 953-7632
james.vannier@ec.gc.ca
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Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Sent:  Tuesday, November 01, 2005 11:29 AM

To: Fast,Don [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Cc: Bober,Angela [PYR]; Nassichuk,Mike [PYR]

Subject: RE: Change of location: Interdepartmental meeting re: Offshore Oil& Gas

Don, Randal,

1 had not heard about this. Last | spoke to Kristi (about a month ago) the message was nothing would happen
until after the election. l'll follow up with INAC and Cab affairs to see what this is.

Heather

From: Fast,Don [PYR]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 11:07 AM

To: Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Cc: Wood,Heather [PYR]; Bober,Angela [PYR]; Nassichuk,Mike [PYR]

Subject: FW: Change of location: Interdepartmental meeting re: Offshore Qil& Gas

do you know what is going on? Had we heard about this before?

Don

From: Vannier,James [NCR]

Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 10:41 AM _
To: Enei,George [NCR]; Erwin,Doris [NCR]; Moffet,John [NCR]; Dupuis,Sylvie [NCR]; Dion,Mireille
[CEAA]; Clark,Melanie [NCR]; Lottie.Theriault@pc.gc.ca; Lysen,Ron [NCR]; Fast,Don [PYR];
Vollmershausen,Jim [Edm]

Cc: Louis-Seize Jocelyne [NCR]; Carr,Al [NCR]; Desrosiers,Chantal [NCR]; Rudnitski,Kristina [NCR];
Vannier,James [NCR]; Wilburn,Greg [NCR]; Cook,Vanessa [NCR]

Subject: FW: Change of location: Interdepartmental meeting re: Offshore Oil& Gas

My apologies for the lateness of this one. Please let me know if anyone is able to attend the meeting. |
will be doing a general distribution uniess you indicate that you don't want a copy.

James Vannier ,

Cabinet Liaison Analyst - Analyste de liaison avec le cabinet
Strategic Policy Branch - Direction des politiques stratégiques
Environment Canada - Environnement Canada

10 Wellington Street, 22nd Floor

Gatineau QC K1A OH3

T: (819) 994-4584 F: (819) 953-7632
james.vannier@ec.gc.ca
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From: Luke Levandusky[SMTP:LEVANDUSKYL@AINC-INAC.GC.CA]
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2005 4.00:42 PM

Subject: Change of location: Interdepartmental meetlng re: Offshore Oil& Gas
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Good afternoon,

Please note that tomorrow's (Tuesday, November 1, 2005) interdepartmental
meeting pertaining

n1as changed location. |he meetmg will still be held at 3 p.m. at 111
Sussex Drive, Old City Hall, but will now be in La Promenade boardroom on the

Terrace level. $.69(1)(g) re'(a)

Should you have any questions, feel free to contact me at LevanduskylL@inac. gc.ca or
by calling (819) 934-6090.
Thanks for your understanding.

Luke
Cabinet Affairs and Coordinate
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

FededkedekkedededokdeoddekRdedokkokdeokkdokdokdekdokiekdokkkhkkkR
Bon aprés-midi,
: s.69(1)(g) re:(a)

Veuillez prendre note que le lieu de la réunion interministérielle de demain (mardi le 1 '
novembre, 2005) portant sur I'ébauche

la traduction suivra) a changé. La réunion
débutera a 15h00 mais aura plutét lieu au sein de la piece La Promenade du 111
Sussex Drive au niveau terrasse.

Si vous avez des questions n hésitez pas a me contacter par courriel au

Merci de votre collaboration.

Luke
Direction des Affaires du Cabinet et de la Coordmatlon
Affaires indiennes et du Nord Canada
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Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Walton,Mike [PYR]

Sent: Monday, November 14, 2005 4:13 PM

To: Wood,Heather [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: Comments on s.69(1)(g) re:(a)

Hi Heather, Hi Randal,

Just got your note saying Wednesday would be fine but hey - here they are. | thought it would be best to get
them to you given the string of communication from Don regarding when input was requested and when we
received the MC. | also need to turn my attention to forestry issues and land use planning.

Here you go... From a Yukon perspective. s.69(1)(g) re:(a)

000120
4/7/2006



Page(s) 000121 to\a 000121

Page(s) 000121 to\a 000121
est(sont) exclue(s) en vertu de(s)(I')article(s)

69(1)(9) re: (a)

of the Access to Information Act

de la Loi sur I'accés a lI'information



.

Telephone: 867-393-7976
Fax; 867-393-7970
E-mail: mike.walton@ec.gc.ca
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Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Fast,Don [PYR]

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 4:30 PM

To: ' Wood,Heather [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]
Subject: RE: Oil and gas

I made a couple of additional changes

----- Original Message-----

From: Wood,Heather [PYR]
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 4:24 PM
To: Fast,Don [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: FW: Oil and gas
Importance: High

Hi Don & Randal,

The following speaking points were developed by CEAA in preparation for a speech for the Atlantic Board of Trade.
The audience is expected to be primarily industry folks and deals with the amendment that exploratory drilling will
require a screening rather than a comp. study in areas off the east coast and Quebec.

CEAA has requested that we give a nod to the following points. My suggested changes are in blue ~ the original text -
S. 21(1)(aﬂ1at was sent from John is below.

s.21(1)(b | :
, (X l!‘lease let-me know if you approve of the revised wording. CEAA needs this back by end of day.

7

Thanks,

Heather

+ | have also heard concern that this decision means that now | must be in favour of opening the west coast to oil
and gas exploration. But that is not the conclusion.

» These changes only affect the type of environmental assessment for exploratory drilling in those areas where oil
and gas exploration is allowed. It is not a signal that any offshore area should be opened up to oil and gas exploration.

» There are still important decisions to be made about whether and under what circumstances the moratorium on
the west coast should be lifted and exploration allowed — | have made it very clear that conservtion matters must be
dealkt with first before lifting the moratorium can be considered. This decision on the type of assessment for
exploratory drilling does not affect those deliberations.

From: Smith,John [CEAA]
. Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 3:43 PM
To: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Subject: Oil and gas

Importance: High

As discussed, appreciate if you could review this for consistency, especially the first sentence of the last bullet. I'd
need this first thing in the morning our time. Thanks for your help

« - | have also heard concern that this decision means that now | must be in favour of opening the west coast to ail
and gas exploration. Butthat is not the conclusion.
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+ These changes only affect the type of environmental assessment for exploratory drilling in those areas where oil
and gas exploration is allowed. It is not a sign that any particular offshore area should be opened up to oil and gas
exploration. ' :

+ There are still important decisions to be made about whether and under what circumstances exploration could be
allowed on the west coast — such as identifying sensitive areas. This decision on exploratory drilling assessment does
not affect those deliberations.

John D. Smith

Director, Legislative and Regulatory Affairs/

Directeur, Affaires Législatives et Réglementaires/

613-948-1942 | télécopieur/ facsimile 613-957-0897

ichn.smith@ceaa-acee.gc.ca

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency | 160 Eigin Street, 22nd Floor, Ottawa ON K1A 0H3
Agence canadienne d'évaluation environnementale | 160 rue Elgin, 22¢ étage, Ottawa ON K1A OH3
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Wood,Heather [PYR]

From: Fast,Don [PYR]
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2005 9:21 AM
To: Smith,John [CEAA};, Wood,Heather [PYR]
Cc: Cripps,Randal [PYR]
Subject: RE: Oil and gas
thanks

----- Original Message-----

From: Smith,John [CEAA]

Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2005 8:45 AM

To: Fast,Don [PYR]; Wood,Heather [PYR]

Cc: Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: RE: Oif and gas

Don: thanks to you and your staff for your help on short notice. We further streamlined this by removing the sentence
that tatked about "deliberations”, as that might signal activity - to make it flow text was moved around. So we now have

a very streamlined direct message.

----- Original Message-----
From: Fast,Don [PYR] s.21(1)(b)

Sent:  November 16, 2005 10:43 AM

To: Smith,John [CEAA]; Wood,Heather [PYR]
Cc: Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: RE: Oil and gas

This is better - thanks

Don
----- Original Message-----
From: Smith,John [CEAA]
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2005 6:43 AM

To: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Cc: Fast,Don [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]
Subject: RE: Oil and gas
Importance: High

Thanks for your fast turnaround. One question: On reading the revised text here, there was a concern that
rather than putting a lid on thoughts about the moratorium, the text inadvertently suggests that the Minister is
contemplating this. It is a fine point: Could one of you re-read this ASAP and see if this comes across OK
from your perspective? Perhaps it would work just by deleting the first sentence of the third bullet to avoid
saying there are important decisions to be made. The text would now read:

+ | have also heard concern that this decision means that now | must be in favour of opening the
west coast to oil and gas exploration. But that is not the conclusion.

+ These changes only affect the type of environmental assessment for exploratory drilling in those
areas where oil and gas exploration is allowed. It is not a signal that any offshore area should be
opened up to oil and gas exploration.

+ | have made it very clear that conservation matters must be dealt with first before lifting the

moratorium on the west coast can be considered. This decision on the type of assessment for
exploratory drilling does not affect those deliberations.
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We probably need to finalize this by 10:30 or 11 am our time.

From: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Sent: November 15, 2005 7:43 PM

To: Smith,John [CEAA]

Cc: Fast,Don [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]
Subject: RE: Oil and gas

Hi John,

Please see revised text below ~ changes in blue font. These have been approved by Don Fast, my RDG.
Thanks,

Heather

» | have also heard concern that this decision means that now | must be in favour of opening the
west coast to oil and gas exploration. But that is not the conclusion.

+ These changes only affect the type of environmental assessment for exploratory drilling in those
areas where oil and gas exploration is allowed. It is not a signal that any offshore area should be
opened up to oil and gas exploration.

»  There are still important decisions to be made about whether and under what circumstances the
moratorium on the west coast should be lifted and exploration allowed — | have made it very clear that
conservation matters must be dealt with first before lifting the moratorium can be considered. This
decision on the type of assessment for exploratory drilling does not affect those deliberations.

From: Smith,John [CEAA]

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2005 3:43 PM
To: Wood,Heather [PYR]

Subject: Oil and gas

Importance: High

As discussed, appreciate if you could review this for consistency, especially the first sentence of
the last bullet. I'd need this first thing in the morning our time. Thanks for your help

. | have also heard concern that this decision means that now | must be in favour of
opening the west coast to oil and gas exploration. ‘But that is not the conclusion.

. These changes only affect the type of environmental assessment for exploratory drilling in
those areas where oil and gas exploration is allowed. it is not a sign that any particular offshore
area should be opened up to oil and gas exploration.

. “There are still important decisions to be made about whether and under what
circumstances exploration could be allowed on the west coast — such as identifying sensitive
areas. This decision on exploratory drilling assessment does not affect those deliberations.

John D. Smith

Director, Legislative and Reguiatory Affairs/

Directeur, Affaires Législatives et Réglementaires/

613-948-1942 | télécopieur/ facsimile 613-957-0897

john.smith@ceaa-acee.qc.ca

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency | 160 Elgin Street, 22nd Floor, Ottawa ON K1A OH3
Agence canadienne d'évaluation environnementale | 160 rue Elgin, 22¢ étage, Ottawa ON K1A OH3
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"Au,Vivian [PYR]

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Robinson,Andrew [FYR]

Thursday, November 17, 2005 4:30 PM

Kluckner,Paul [PYR]; Einer,Bob [PYR]; Smith,Barry D [PYR]
Au,Vivian [PYR]

RE: Enbridge

The Gateway Team is holding a workshop on November 25%, with EC participation. For your information,
attached a map of the proposed alignment: Kitimat is the terrestrial endpoint to the marine environment.
I've left messages with various folks about the oil and gas moratorium; undoubtedly much will be learnt
about this during the workshop.  If you need anything more, do let me know.

Andrew.

Gateway Pipeline
Corridor Over...

From: Kluckner,Paul [PYR]

Sent: November 16, 2005 6:01 PM

To: Elner,Bob [PYR]; Smith,Barry D [PYR]; Robinson,Andrew [PYR]
Subject: FW: Enbridge

Can you enlighten me on this, please?

Paul

From: Fast,Don [PYR]

Sent:  Wednesday, November 16, 2005 3:05 PM
To: Nassichuk,Mike [PYR]; Kluckner,Paul [PYR]
Subject: Enbridge

| understand part of the project may include super tankers traveling through routes currently
prohibited. Which dept has the lead on that aspect and do we have a voice on it as well?

Don Fast

RDG, PYR
Environment Canada
Tel: 604-664-9119
Fax: 604-664-9190
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Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Harris,Gordon [CEAA]

Sent: Friday, November 18, 2005 7:04 AM

To: Cripps,Randal [PYR]; Campbell,Diane [NCR]

Subject:. FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire extracbtiers hes a

des activités pétroliéres et gazieres

QsAs Oil and Gés QsAs Oil and Gas Media Lines Gazettevledia Lines Gazette
Oct 25 05 E.d... Oct 2505 F.... 1I Announc... II Announc...

————— Original Message-----

From: Harris,Gordon [CEAA]

Sent: 18 novembre 2005 10:00

To: Butler,Janet [PYR]; 'Rrandall.Cripps@ec.gc.ca'; Zandberg,Diana [PYR]; Brenning,Michele
[NCR]; 'diane.cambell@ec.gc.ca' :

Cc: Colpitts,Mark [NCR]; Smith,John .[CEAA]; Dhaussy,Elise [CEAA]

Subject: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbStiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Here are the documents you requested for internal use. If you need any further
information, please call.

Gordon Harris

Sr. Communications Advisor/

Conseiller principal en communications

Tel. 613-957-0825 Fax 613-948-1354 gordon.harris@ceaa-acee.gc.ca Canadian Environmental
Assegsment Agency 160 Elgin Street Ottawa ON KI1A 0H3 Agence canadienne d'évaluation
environnementale 160, rue Elgin Ottawa ON KI1A 0H3 Government of Canada / Gouvernement du
Canada ) : :

————— Original Message-----

From: Colpitts,Mark [NCR]

Sent: 18 novembre 2005 09:18

To: Harris,Gordon [CEAA]

Cc: Brenning,Michele [NCR]

Subject: FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracdtiers liés a des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Gord: :

See the request below: the CEAA Press Lines/Questions and Answers that support the News
Release issued by the agency earlier this week - that our Pacific Region would like. to
have in preparing departmental responses should they come out way.

Please note as well, that we would like the linés sent to: Janet.Butler@ed.gc.ca
Rrandall.Cripps@ec.go.ca \

giana.Zandbefg@ec.gc.ca
Michele.brenning@ec.gc.ca
diane.cambell@ec.gc.ca
————— Original Message-----

From: Stemshorn,Barry [NCR]

Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2005 7:51 PM
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5.19(1)

To: Colpitts,Mark [NCR]; Zandberg,Diana [PYR]; Brenning,Michele [NCR]; Campbell,DiaQe
[NCR] ot
Cc: Butler,Janet [PYR]; 'janet lee butlere Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: Re: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbtiers liés a des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Also Michele and Daine pls.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

————— Original Message-----
From: Colpitts,Mark [NCR] <Mark.Colpittseec.gc.ca>
To: Stemshorn,Barry [NCR] <Barry.Stemshorn®ec.gc.cas>; Zandberg,Diana [PYR]
<Diana.Zandberg@ec.gc.ca>; Brenning,Michele [NCR] <Michele.Brenning@ec.gc.cas>;

s.19 mpbell,Diane [NCR] <Diane.Campbell@ec.gc.ca> ‘

Butler,Janet [PYR] <Janet.Butler@ec.gc.ca>; 'janet lee butler@) s.19(1)

<janet_ lee butler@] Cripps,Randal [PYR] <Randal.Cripps@ec.gc.cas> "
Sent: Thu Nov 17 19:46:06 2005
Subject: Re: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbtiers liés 4 des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

I will ask CEAA to send material to Diana and Janet.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

s.19(1)

————— Original Message----- _ s.19(1)
From: Stemshorn,Barry [NCR] <Barry.Stemshorn®ec.gc.cas>

~To: Zandberg,Diana [PYR] <Diana.Zandberg@ec.gc.ca>; Brenning,Michele [NCR]
<Michele.Brenning@ec.gc.ca>; Campbell,Diane [NCR] <Diane.Campbell@ec.gc.ca>
CC: Butler,Janet [PYR] <Janet.Butler@ec.gc.ca>; 'janet lee_butlere@
<janet_ lee butlere@ ; Cripps,Randal [PYR] <Randal.Cripps@ec.gc.ca>;
Colpitts,Mark [NCR] <Mark.Colpittse@ec.gc.cas
Sent: Thu Nov 17 19:41:01 2005 :
Subject: Re: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracStiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

We may need to connect to CEAA commns folks for this. Am copying Mark Colpitts

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

————— Original Message-----
From: Zandberg,Diana [PYR] <Diana.Zandberg@ec.gc.ca>
To: Brenning,Michele [NCR] <Michele.Brenning®ec.gc.ca>; Campbell,Diane [NCR]

<Diane.Campbell@ec.gc.cas> , s 19(1)
CC: Butler,Janet [PYR] <Janet. Butler@ec gc.ca>; janet lee butlerea] )
<janet lee butlere@ ; Stemshorn,Barry [NCR] <Barry.Stemshorn@ec.gc.cas>;

Cripps,Randal [PYR] <Randal.Cripps@ec.gc.cas

Sent: Thu Nov 17 19:27:54 2005

Subject: FW: Offshore o0il and gas exploratory drllllng / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbtiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Diane/Michele - Could you send us any media lines or background information on the
regulatory amendment announced by the Minister? We have been asked to prepare media lines
from a west coast perspective and would appreciate any information your office could
provide us tomorrow morning.

Please copy Janet Butler on your reply as she is the lead communications advisor om the
oil & gas file. Thanks!

Diana Zandberg
Regional Director; Communications
Environment Canada - Pacific and Yukon Region
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Viancouver, BC
Phone: 604-664-9094 Fax: 604-713-9517
Diana.Zandberg@ec.gc.ca

----- Original Message-----

From: Fast,Don [PYR]

Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2005 3:58 PM

To: Zandberg,Diana [PYR]

Cc: Nassichuk,Mike [PYR]; Cripps,Randal [PYR]

Subject: FW: Offshore o0il and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire

~

extracbtiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Do we have media lines on this for the Minister? I think he has made some advance calls
to ENGOs and I have called a couple of people as well.

————— Original Message-----

From: Stemshorn,Barry [NCR]

Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2005 2:49 PM

To: Fast,Don [PYR]

Cc: Colpitts,Mark [NCR]; Gagnon,Doreen [NCR]; Doyle,Cassie [NCRI]

Subject: Fw: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drllllng / Projets de forage explorat01re
extracbtiers 1liés & deg activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Don,
Headjs up on this as I recall your concern about west coast sensitivites.

Diane and Michele may be able to help out with lines on this - including what requirments
remain in place for new areas. ’

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

————— Original Message----- .

From: Webster,Linda G. [NCR] <LindaG.Webster@ec.gc.ca>

To: Wright,Cynthia [NCR] <Cynthia.Wright@ec.gc.cas>; Stemshorn,Barry [NCR]
<Barry.Stemshorn@ec.gc.ca> ,

CC: Milne,Tan [NCR] <Ian.Milne®ec.gc.ca>; Stevens,Marcelle [NCR]
<Marcelle.Stevens®@ec.gc.ca>

Sent: Thu Nov 17 14:10:15 2005

Subject: FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracStiers 1liés a des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

Pending news release

-I,-
————— Original Message-----

From: Campbell,Diane [NCR]

Sent: November 17, 2005 1:56 PM

To: Hale, Peter [NCR}; Brenning,Michele [NCR]

Ce: Webster,Linda G. [NCR]

Subject: FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drllllng / PrOJets de forage explorat01re

extracbtiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres
For your information. Barry might want a heads up on this too...

————— Original Message-----

From: Smith, John [CEAA]

Sent: November 17, 2005 12:29 PM

To: Campbell,Diane [NCR]; Wysocki,Roger: DFO XNCR; Flood,Ginny: DFO XNCR; Landry,Eric:
NRCAN; 'GreenG@ainc-inac.gc.ca'

Ce: 'George McCormick'
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Subject: FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage explogatoire
extracOtiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres "

The Minister announced his decision on this regulatory amendment last night at the
Atlantic Energy Roundtable. We have informed the Minister's multistakeholder Regulatory
Advisory Committee this morning, and a newg release will be posted on the CEAA web site
later today. »

The contact for media enquiries is Gordon Harris 957-0825

s.19(1)
————— Original Message-----

From: Paul, Tammy [CEAA] On Behalf Of Sylvester, Peter [CEAA]

Sent: November 17, 2005 11:45 AM

To: 'garry.alexander@gems3.gov.bc.ca'; ' ; Campbell,Diane
[NCR] ;

' DAUVERGNE . JOHN@IC.GC.CA'; ; 'floodgedfo-mpo.gc.ca';
'jane.ireland@ene.gov.on.ca'; ‘'akwasnia@ucalgary.ca'; '; Leboeuf, Yves
[CEAA] ; 'mccuec®tc.gc.ca'; 'brett.moore@pc.gc.ca'; Morgan,Bruce [CEAA];

’ ; Smith,John [CEAA]; 'rsteedman@neb-

one.gc.ca'; o i Sylvester, Peter [CEAA]; '
'lvancea@nrcan.gc.ca': 'bob weir@acdi-cida.gc.ca'; 'wilsonka®agr.gc.ca';

Cc: [ ) 'hunt .pamela@ic.gc.ca'; 'deane.llovd@ic.gc.ca';

‘ 'eugene.macchione@ene.gov.on.ca'; ' ; Dion,Mireille
[CEAAT: 'ila.smith@pbc.gc.ca'; Vinette, Joanne [CEAA]; ' T T T

! ; Duguay,Lina [CEAA]; Harris,Julie [CEARA];

; Roy,Rachelle [CEAAZ]; Leboeuf,Yves [CEAA]; Dion,Mireille
[CERAA] ; 'martati@agr.gc.ca'; 'stcroixc@agr.gc.ca'
Subject: Offshore o0il and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbtiers liés & des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres

La version francaise suit...

In March 2005, the Minister consulted the public on a proposed regulatory amendment that
would result in offshore o0il and gas exploratory drilling projects being subject to a
screening type environmental assessment (EA) rather than the current comprehensive study
type EA. A proposed amendment to the Comprehensive Study List Regulations was published on
March 26 in the Canada Gazette, Part I.

This step followed an extensive review by the Regulatory Advisory Committee (RAC) through
a multi-stakeholder subcommittee. A large number of comments were received, and they
reflected the diversity of views that were expressed through the RAC process.

After considering the comments ‘received and the supporting information, the Minister has
made this regulatory amendment, and the final regulation will be published in the Canada
Gazette, Part II on November 30.

Comments received during the public consultation period on the draft amendment stressed
the importance of public participation. While this is not one of the legislated criteria
for including projects on the comprehensive study list, there are assurances that the
public will continue to be consulted on screening assessments by federal authorities
responsible for the approval of offshore exploratory drilling. The Minister has also noted
that there is the opportunity to refer an assessment to a review panel, following a
screening, should that be warranted.

The Minister recognizes that there is a divergence of opinions on this amendment and he
appreciates the time and effort that RAC spent in providing advice on this issue.

Peter Sylvester
Vice-President
Policy Development

En mars dernier, ‘le ministre a consulté le public concernant les modifications
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réglementaires proposées selon lesquelles les projets de forage exploratoire extracbtiers .
liés 3 des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres feraient 1’objet d’une évaluation
environnementale au moyen d’'un examen préalable plutdt que d’une étude approfondie, comme
c’est le cas actuellement. Une modification proposée au Réglement sur la liste d'étude
approfondie a été publiée dans 1l’édition du 26 mars de la Gazette du Canada, Partie I.

Cette étape faisait suite & un examen approfondi par le Comité consultatif de la
réglementation (CCR) par l'entremise d’un sous-comité multilatéral. De nombreux
commentaires ont été recus et reflétent la diversité& d’opinions exprimées durant le
processus du CCR.

Le ministre a apporté cette modification réglementaire aprés avoir examiné les
commentaires regus et les renseignements justificatifs. Le réglement final sera publié le
30 novembre dans la Gazette du Canada, Partie II. :

Les commentaires regus du public durant la période de consultation sur 1’é&bauche de la
modification ont souligné 1’importance de la participation du public. Bien qu’il ne s'’agit
pas d’un critére légiféré pour inclure des projets sur la liste d'étude approfondie, il
est certain que les autorités responsables fédérales continueront a consulter le public
dans le cadre des examens préalables en vue de 1'approbation de projets de forage '
exploratoire extracdtiers. Le ministre a également souligné la possibilité de renvoyer une
évaluation & une commission d’examen & la suite d’un examen préalable, si la situation le

justifie.

Le ministre reconnailt qu’il y a divergence d’opinions concernant cette modification, et il
tient 34 remercier le CCR d’avoir consacré du temps et des efforts 3 présenter ses conseils
sur cette question. '

Peter Sylvester

Vice-prégident
Elaboration des politigques
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Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency

For internal use in response to media and stakeholder questions

MINISTER OF THE ENVIRONMENT DECIDES TO SUBJECT OFFSHORE
EXPLORATION DRILLING PROJECTS TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
SCREENING RATHER THAN A COMPREHENSIVE STUDY

Q. 1 Why is this change being made?

Experience. Based on experience gained in offshore Canada, the oil and gas
industry suggested in 2002 that offshore exploratory drilling projects do not, in

- general, cause significant adverse environmental effects.

Study. The Minister's multi-stakeholder Regulatory Advisory Committee
examined the issue in 2003-04, although without reaching consensus.
Scientific information. Based on a review of available information, it was
concluded that the environmental effects of offshore exploratory drilling are, in
general, minor, localized, short in duration and reversible.

Decision. The Minister consequently decided that there was no basis to
require offshore exploratory drilling projects to be subject to a comprehensive
study.

Q. 2 How are offshore exploratory drilling projects assessed now?

In simplest terms, subject to certain conditions, an offshore exploratory drilling
project is subject to a comprehensive study type of environmental
assessment.

The conditions are that a screening level assessment is required if there has
already been a comprehensive study environmental assessment in the area.
The extent of the area is set out in that comprehensive study.

Therefore, not all exploratory drilling projects‘currently require a
comprehensive study; it depends on whether or not there has already been a
comprehensive study in the area.

Q. 3 Why is a project placed on the comprehensive study list?

A project is included on the comprehensive study list if that type of project is
likely to have significant adverse environmental effects. ,
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In the case of offshore exploratory drilling, the review of available information
indicated that the environmental effects are in general, minor, localized, short
in duration and reversible.

The conclusion was that exploratory dr|II|ng is not likely to have significant
adverse environmental effects.

Q. 4 Was there broad support for the regulatory amendment?

The views on the proposed amendment were highly mixed, and concerns

" were raised about a number of issues concerning offshore oil and gas.

In the end, the evaluation of the scientific information against the legislative
criteria was the basis for the decision.

Q. 5 Is it unusual that projects such as these are subject to a screenmg
assessment?

Most projects are assessed as screenings. 99.8 % of the approximately
6300 assessments conducted annually by the federal government are
screenings. Over the last year, only 11 projects were subject to
comprehensive studies and 4 projects were referred to review panel.

Screenings can accommodate many types of projects. Projects are
subject to screening assessments unless they are listed in the comprehensive
study list. There are a wide range of project types subject to screening
assessment, including major projects such as dredging and filling operations,
mines under certain thresholds and hydroelectric plants under 200
megawatts.

Q. 6 What is the benefit of making this change?

Timing Issues. This change allows us to address some of the timing issues
(See Q. 7 for details) raised by industry while still providing a thorough
examination of the potential environmental effects.

Appropriate level of assessment. Offshore exploratory drilling projects will
receive a type of assessment that is appropriate with the antncnpated
environmental effects of this kind of activity.

Timeliness. The time to carry out a rigorous screening environmental
assessment is, on average, several months shorter than a comprehensive
study type of assessment. Regardless of the type of environmental
assessment, both identify potential environmental effects and set out
mitigation measures. Timeliness could provide industry with an edge ina
competitive market.

Referral to a review panel. If a screening identifies the need for further
review, the Minister of the Environment can refer the project to a review
panel.
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Q. 7 What are the timing issues and why are they crucial?

Process uncertainty. The industry has been concerned that the extra steps
in comprehensive study unduly lengthen the time to complete the
environmental assessment and increase the uncertainty about the process
and its completion.

Competitiveness. Equipment for exploratory drilling needs to be booked
years in advance at costs of millions of dollars, making such uncertainty
difficult to manage in a highly competitive global market where positive results
of exploratory drilling are not certain.

Q. 8 Is this change being made just for economic reasons?

The impetus for consideration, but not the decision. The impetus to
examine the issue is related to timing concerns and impacts on .
competitiveness, but the decision is not based on economic considerations.
Legislative criteria. The clear legislative criteria for determining whether a
project should undergo a comprehensive study is whether there are likely to
be significant adverse environmental effects.

Scientific literature. A thorough review of available scientific information
against those criteria has led to the conclusion that exploratory drilling is not
likely to have significant adverse environmental effects.

Q. 9 Will this reduce protection of the environment?

No.

All types of EA achieve the same basic objective. Regardless of the type
of environmental assessment, both screenings and comprehensive studies
identify potential environmental effects and set out mitigation measures.
Screenings are rigorous. A screening is a systematic and thorough
approach to documenting the environmental effects of a project; determining
the need to eliminate or minimize these effects or the need to modify the

~ project.

Further review option. Also, if a screening identifies the need for further
review or if public concerns warrant, the Minister of the Environment can refer
the project to a review panel. '

Q. 10 Does the screening assessment deal with unforeseen circumstances
or particularly sensitive areas?

Any matter relevant to an accurate assessment of the environmental effects
can be considered, including effects on particularly sensitive areas.
Furthermore, assessment by a review panel can be undertaken if the project
may cause significant adverse environmental effects or it is uncertain whether
there may be such effects, or if public concerns warrant such a review.
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Q. 11 Does this amendment undermine the regulatory regime for offshore
oil and gas? :

Q.

No.

Environmental assessment of both exploratory and productlon drilling

is still required and is an important part of the process.

e The need to do an environmental assessment of exploratory drilling is not
being changed, only the type of assessment.

e Environmental assessment via a comprehensive study is still required
before production drilling.

An assessment of the impact of proposed activities occurs at several

different stages: _

e Before specific drilling projects are proposed, decisions are required on
whether or not to issue exploration licenses and what conditions need to
be included in these licences.

e Regional strategic environmental assessments identify areas which are of
particular sensitivity and which require specific mitigation or avoidance.

e After this, environmental assessments of specific exploration and
production projects are required.

12 Does this mean that you now support removing the moratorium on

west coast oil and gas activity?

Q.

What it means. These changes only affect the type of environmental
assessment for exploratory drilling in those areas where oil and gas
exploration is allowed.

What it does not mean. These changes do not presuppose or affect a
federal decision on any offshore moratorium.

It is also not a sign that any particular offshore area should be opened up to
oil and gas exploration.

13 Is this decision inconsistent with your opposition to drilling in the

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge?

Affects areas where drilling has been approved. These changes only
affect the type of environmental assessment for offshore exploratory drilling in
those areas where oil and gas exploration is allowed.

There may be reasons why particular areas should not be opened to
exploration, and this is the issue for the sensitive regions of the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge.

Q. 14 How does this decision affect the Gulf of the St. Lawrence?

As in other areas, the amendment only affects the type of environmental
assessment required in those areas where a federal responS|bIe authority has
jurisdiction.
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5

Determining what areas are and are not open to exploration and drilling would
precede such a proposal.

Q. 15 Are you giving up opportunities for public consultation during an
environmental assessment?

No.

Screenings can include consultation. There are opportunities for public
consultation during screenings. s

Past practice. The east coast offshore petroleum boards ensure that
consultation plans are carried out by the proponent as part of screening EAs.
Similar consultation activities occur and will continue as part of screening EAs
in areas under National Energy Board jurisdiction. In the North, consultation
with affected communities is part of the operating environment and is
accepted and observed by industry proponents.

Consultations will continue. Comments received during the 30-day public
consultation process noted the importance of public participation which is
mandatory during a comprehensive study. Consultation will continue to be
included as part of screening environmental assessments by authorities
responsible for approval of offshore exploratory drilling.

Q. 16 Are you confident that consultation will occur on exploratory drilling
assessments?

All participants are aware of the importance of public consultation, and have
made commitments.

Natural Resources Canada and the provinces will work with the offshore
Boards to ensure that consultations are carried out during screening
assessments of exploratory drilling. My colleague the Minister of Natural
Resources has re-iterated to me his support on this issue.

During the consultations on the proposed amendment, the Canadian
Association of Petroleum Producers committed to meaningful public and
stakeholder consultation.

| will be watching closely with the help of my colleagues to be sure these
commitments are followed through.

Q. 17 Have Canadians had an opportunity to present their views to you?

Regulatory Advisory Committee (RAC). Let me point out that my

-representative multi-stakeholder Regulatory Advisory Committee conducted a

thorough review of the federal environmental assessment regulations
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governing offshore oil and gas projects, including the level of assessment for
offshore exploratory drilling and reported to me in December of 2004.
Extensive response to consultations. During a 30-day public consultation
on the draft amendments to this regulation, 150 submissions were received.
Broad representation. Represented were fishery groups, environmental
groups, Aboriginal organizations, legal associations, law firms, industry
groups, academics, local governments and private individuals.

Q. 18 The Regulatory Advisory Committee also looked at potential changes
to environmental assessment requirements for seismic exploration. Are
you changing those requirements?

This regulatory amendment only concerns exploratory drilling.

The RAC did provide advice on both environmental assessment of seismic
activity and on regional strategic environmental assessment. Further analysis
will be necessary in order to develop a path forward on these topics.
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Agence canadienne d’évaluation environnementale

Questions et reponses

A usage interne pour répondre aux questions des médias et des intervenants

LE MINISTRE DE L’ENVIRONNEMENT DECIDE QUE LES PROJETS DE FORAGE
EXPLORATOIRE EXTRACOTIER FERONT L’OBJET D’UNE EVALUATION
ENVIRONNEMENTALE AU MOYEN D’UN EXAMEN PREALABLE AU LIEU D’UNE
ETUDE APPROFONDIE

. 1 Pourquoi ce changement est-il apporté?

Expérience. En se fondant sur son expérience acquise dans les zones
extracétieres canadiennes, le secteur pétrolier et gazier a déterming, en
2002, que les projets de forage exploratoire extracétier n‘entrainent pas, de
fagon générale, d’effets environnementaux négatifs importants.

Etude. Le Comité consultatif multipartite de la réglementation relevant du
ministre de 'Environnment a examiné la question en 2003-2004, sans
toutefois atteindre un consensus.

Données scientifiques. Par suite de I'étude des données scientifiques sur le
sujet, on a conclu que les effets enyironnementaux des activités de forage
exploratoire extracétier sont en général mlneurs circonscrits, de courte durée
et réversibles.

Décision. Le ministre a par conséquent décidé qu'il n’y a pas lieu d’exiger
gue les projets de forage exploratowe extracotier fassent I'objet d’une étude
approfondie.

Q. 2 Comment les projets de forage exploratoire extracotier sont-ils
maintenant évalués?

En termes simples, dans certaines conditions, un projet de forage
exploratoire extracétier fait 'objet d’une évaluation environnementale au
moyen d’une étude approfondie.

Une évaluation au moyen d’un examen préalable est exigée si aucune étude
approfondie n’a été réalisée dans la région. L’étendue de la région est
précisée dans I'étude approfondie.

Ce ne sont donc pas tous les projets de forage exploratoire qui exigent une

étude approfondie; cela dépend si la région a déja fait I'objet d’'une étude
approfondie.
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Q. 3 Pourquoi inscrit-on un projet sur la liste d’étude approfondie?

e Un projet figure sur la liste d’étude approfondie si ce type de projet est
susceptible d’entrainer des effets environnementaux négatifs importants.

¢ Dans le cas des activités de forage exploratoire extracétier, 'examen de
l'information disponible indique que les effets environnementaux sont en
général mineurs, circonscrits, de courte durée et réversibles.

e On a conclu que les activités de forage exploratoire n’étaient pas susceptibles
d’entrainer des effets environnementaux négatifs importants.

Q. 4 La modification au réglement a-t-elle suscité un appui général?

¢ Les points de vue sur la modification proposée sont trés mitigés, et des
préoccupations ont été soulevées sur un certain nombre de questions
touchant les activités pétroliéres et gazieres extracotieres.

e Finalement, I'évaluation des données scientifiques en fonction des critéres
législatifs a servi de fondement a la décision. '

Q. 5 Est-il inhabituel que des projets comme ceux-la soient fassent I'objet
d’un examen préalable?

e La plupart des projets font I'objet d’un examen préalable. Le
gouvernement fédéral mene environ 6 300 évaluations chaque année; 99,8 %
d’entre elles sont des examens préalables: Au cours de la derniére année,
seulement 11 projets ont fait 'objet d’'une étude approfondie et 4 projets ont
été renvoyés a une commission d’examen.

¢ Les examens préalables conviennent a de nombreux types de projets.
Les projets font 'objet d’'un examen préalable, sauf s’ils figurent sur la liste
d’étude approfondie. Plusieurs types de projets font 'objet d’'un examen
préalable, y compris de grands projets comme les opérations de dragage et
de remblayage, les mines sous certains seuils et les centrales
hydroélectriques d’une capacité inférieure a 200 mégawatts.
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Q. 6 Quels sont les avantages de ce changement?

e Questions d’échéance. Ce changement nous permet de régler certaines
questions d’échéance (Voir la Q. 7) soulevées par l'industrie tout en assurant
tout de méme un examen exhaustif des effets environnementaux potentiels.

o Niveau approprié d’évaluation. Les projets de forage exploratoire
extracotier font I'objet d’un type d’évaluation approprié compte tenu des effets
environnementaux prévus pour cette sorte d’activité. '

e Rapidité. En général, la réalisation d’un examen préalable rigoureux
nécessite sept mois de moins que la réalisation d’une étude approfondie. Les
deux types d’évaluation environnementale déterminent les effets
environnementaux potentiels et prévoient des mesures d’atténuation. La
rapidité peut donner un avantage a l'industrie dans un marché compétitif.

¢ Renvoi a une commission d’examen. Si un examen préalable fait ressortir
le besoin d’'un examen plus poussé, le ministre de 'Environnement peut
renvoyer le projet a une commission d’examen.

Q. 7 Quels sont les enjeux relatifs aux échéances et pourquoi sont-ils
critiques?

¢ Incertitude du processus. L’industrie craint que les étapes additionnelles de
I'étude approfondie ne rallongent inutilement le temps requis pour effectuer
I'évaluation environnementale et n'augmentent incertitude quantau -

~ processus et a sa réalisation.

o Compétitivité. Il faut réserver plusieurs années a 'avance, a des colts
s’élevant a des millions de dollars, 'équipement nécessaire aux activités de
forage exploratoire, ce qui rend l'incertitude difficile a gérer dans un marché
mondial hautement compétitif. Et les activités de forage exploratoire ne
garantissent pas de résultats positifs.

Q. 8 Le changement répond-il a des impératifs économiques?

e L’incitation a I’étude de la question, mais non a la décision. Des
préoccupations liées au temps et aux impacts sur la compétitivité ont motive
'examen de la question, mais la décision ne se fonde pas sur des
considérations économiques.

o Critéres législatifs. Le critére |égislatif clair pour déterminer si un projet
devrait faire I'objet d’'une étude approfondie est la probabilité d’effets
environnementaux négatifs importants.

¢ Littérature scientifique. Un examen exhaustif des données scientifiques a
ce sujet en fonction de ces critéres a permis de conclure que les activités de
forage exploratoire ne sont pas susceptibles d’entrainer des effets
environnementaux négatifs importants.
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Q. 9 Le changement aura-t-il pour effet de réduire la protection de
’environnement?

Non.

¢ Tous les types d’EE visent le méme objectif fondamental. Les examens
préalables et les études approfondies déterminent tous deux les effets
environnementaux potentiels et prévoient des mesures d’atténuation.

¢ Les examens préalables sont rigoureux. Un examen préalable est une
approche systématique et exhaustive pour documenter les effets
environnementaux d’un projet et déterminer la nécessité d’éliminer ou de
réduire au minimum ces effets ou la nécessité de modifier le projet.

¢ Option d’examen plus poussé. En outre, si un examen préalable fait
ressortir le besoin d’'un examen plus poussé ou si les préoccupations du
public le justifient, le ministre de 'Environnement peut renvoyer le projet a
une commission d’examen.

Q. 10 L’examen préalable tient-il compte des circonstances imprévues ou
des zones particuliérement sensibles?

¢ Toute question pertinente a une évaluation exacte des effets
environnementaux peut étre prise en compte, y compris les effets sur les
zones particuliérement sensibles.

¢ En outre, une évaluation par une commission d’examen peut étre réalisée si
le projet est susceptible de causer des effets environnementaux négatifs
importants, si la présence de ces effets est incertaine ou si les
préoccupations du public le justifient.

Q. 11 Cette modification affaiblit-elle le systéme de réglementation des
activités pétrolieres et gaziéres extracétiéres?

e Non. :

L’évaluation environnementale des activités de forage exploratoire et

des activités de forage de production est toujours exigée et constitue

une part importante du processus.

e La nécessité absolue d’effectuer une évaluation environnementale des
activités de forage exploratoire n’est pas levée; seul le type d’évaluation
est changé. _ ‘

e Une évaluation environnementale au moyen d’une étude approfondie est
toujours exigée avant les activités de forage de production.

e Une évaluation des impacts des activités proposées survient a
différentes étapes : '

e Avant que des projets de forage particuliers soient proposés, il faut que
des décisions soient prises quant a la délivrance des permis d’exploration
et aux conditions & inscrire dans ces permis. |
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¢ Des évaluations environnementales stratégiques déterminent les zones
qui sont particuliérement sensibles et qui appellent des mesures
d’atténuation particulieéres, ou qu’il faut éviter.

e Ensuite, des évaluations environnementales de certains projets
d’exploration et de production sont nécessaires.

Q. 12 Cela signifie-t-il que vous appuyiez maintenant le moratoire touchant
les activités pétrolieres et gaziéres sur la cote Ouest?

¢ Ce que cela signifie. Ces changements ne touchent que le type d’évaluation
environnementale exigé pour les activités de forage exploratoire dans les
zones ou I'exploration pétroliére et gaziére est permise.
¢ Ce que cela ne signifie pas. Ces changements ne présupposent pas ou ne
touchent pas une décision fédérale quant a un quelconque moratoire sur les
activités extracotieres.
¢ |l ne faut pas non plus y voir un signe qu’une zone particuliere devrait s’ouvrir
-a 'exploration pétroliére et gaziére.

| Q. 13 Cette décision n’est-elle pas incompatible avec le fait que vous vous
opposiez aux activités de forage dans la Réserve faunique nationale de
I'Arctique?

o La décision touche des zones ou I’exploration a été approuvée. Ces
changements ne touchent que le type d’évaluation environnementale pour les
activités de forage exploratoire extracétier dans les zones ou I'exploration
pétroliére et gaziere est permise.

e Certaines raisons peuvent justifier la non-ouverture de zones particuliéres a
I'exploration, comme c’est le cas des régions sensibles de la Réserve
faunique nationale de I'Arctique.

Q. 14 De quelle fagon cette décision touche-t-elle le golfe Saint-Laurent?

e Comme dans d’autres régions, la modification ne touche que le type
d’évaluation environnementale exigé dans les zones ou un organisme fédéral
responsable a compétence.

o | a proposition est subordonnée a la détermination des zones qui sont
ouvertes a I'exploration et aux activités de forage.
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Q. 15 Renoncez-vous aux possibilités de consultation publique pendant
une évaluation environnementale?

Non.

¢ L’examen préalable peut inclure la consultation. Il y a des possibilites de
consultation publique durant les examens préalables.

o Pratiques du passé. Les offices des hydrocarbures de la cbte Est v0|ent a
ce que les plans de consultation soient exécutés par le promoteur dans le
cadre des évaluations environnementales au moyen d’'un examen préalable:
Des activités de consultation semblables se déroulent et se poursuivront dans
le cadre des examens préalables dans les zones ou I'Office national de
I'énergie a compétence. Dans le Nord, la consultation auprés des collectivités
touchées fait partie du contexte opérationnel et est acceptée et respectée par
les promoteurs industriels.

¢ Les consultations se poursuivront. Les commentaires regcus pendant le
processus de consultation publique de 30 jours font ressortir I'importance de
la participation du public, qui est obligatoire pendant une étude approfondie.
Les organismes responsables de I'approbation de projets de forage
exploratoire extracétier continueront d’inclure la consultation dans les
évaluations environnementales au moyen d’'un examen préalable.

Q. 16 Etes-vous certain que les évaluations des activités de forage
exploratoire incluront la consultation?

e Tous les participants reconnaissent 'importance de la consultation publique
et ont pris des engagements dans ce sens.

¢ Ressources naturelles Canada et les provinces travailleront en collaboration
avec les offices des hydrocarbures pour veiller a ce que des consultations
aient lieu pendant les examens préalables des projets de forage exploratoire.
Mon collégue, le ministre des Ressources naturelles, m’a confirmé son appui
sur cette question. '

e Pendant les consultations sur la modification proposée, ’Association
canadienne des producteurs pétroliers s’est engagée a tenir des
consultations raisonnables auprées du public et des intervenants.

¢ Avec 'aide de mes collégues, je surveillerai de pres le respect de ces
engagements.
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Q.17 Les Canadiens ont-ils eu la possibilité de vous faire part de leurs
points de vue?

e Comité consultatif de la réglementation (CCR). Mon Comité consultatif de

la réglementation, comité représentatif d’'intervenants, a réalisé un examen
-exhaustif des réglements fédéraux sur I'évaluation environnementale des
projets pétroliers et gaziers extracétiers, notamment sur le niveau ,
d’évaluation requis pour le forage exploratoire extracétier, et m’a fait rapport
de la situation en décembre 2004. ,

o Forte réponse aux consultations. Durant la période de consultation
publique de 30 jours sur les projets de modification, 150 présentations ont été
regues.

o Vaste représentation. Des groupes de pécheurs, des groupes
environnementaux, des organisations autochtones, des associations
juridiques, des cabinets d'avocats, des groupes industriels, des unlverS|ta|res,
des administrations locales et des particuliers étaient representes

Q. 18 Le Comité consultatif de la réglementation s’est également penché
sur des modifications éventuelles aux exigences d’évaluation
environnementale pour I’exploration sismique. Modifiez-vous ces
exigences?

e La présente modification réglementaire ne touche que les activités de forage
exploratoire.

e Le CCR adonné des conseils sur evaluatlon environnementale de I'activité
sismique et sur I'évaluation environnementale stratégique régionale. Des
analyses plus poussées seront nécessaires pour établir la voie a suive dans
ces domaines.
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* Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency ‘ ~ Oct 25, 2005

For internal use in response to inquiries

MINISTER DION ANNOUNCES CHANGES TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF
OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS EXPLORATORY DRILLING PROJECTS

AGENCY SPOKESPERS ON

Gordon Harris

(613) 957-0825

Issue

Minister of the Environment, Stéphane Dion, announced amendments to regulations under the Canadian
Environmental Assessment Act whereby future offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling projects would be
subject to a screening type environmental assessment rather than the current comprehensive study type of
assessment. The regulatory amendment — a change to the Comprehensive Study List Regulations — was
published in the Canada Gazette, Part Il on October xx, 2005.

Media Lines

e The Minister has decided that exploratory drilling projects will now be subject to a thorough
screening assessment under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.

e The Minister has concluded that offshore exploratory drilling projects are, in general, minor,
localized, short in duration and reversible and that a screening type of assessment is appropriate for
such projects. :

e A screening type of assessment is a rigorous and systematic approach that examines the
environmental effects of a proposed project, including its cumulative effects.

e Minister Dion has noted that responsible authorities will include consultation as part of screening
environmental assessments for offshore exploratory drilling. Comments received during the 30-day
public consultation period on the draft amendments stressed the importance of public participation
which is mandatory during a comprehensive study.

o The Canadian Environmental Assessment Act and its regulations provide checks and balances.
Should significant environmental effects or public concerns be identified during a screening, the
Minister has the discretion of referring the project to a review panel.

e While oil and gas explorations in the offshore are now subject to a screening, there are no changes to
the comprehensive study requirements for offshore production facilities and offshore pipelines,
including associated public consultations and participant funding.

k

Prepared by Approved by
Gordon Harris Peter Sylvester, Vice-President, Policy Development
(613) 957-0825 Charlene Gaudet, Director, Communications

000147

s s




* Agence canadienne d’évaluation environnementale le 25 octobre 2005

Pour usage interne en réponse aux demandes de renseignements

LE MINISTRE DION ANNONCE DES MODIFICATIONS CONCERNANT L’EVI;\LUATIO'N‘
ENVIRONNEMENTALE DE PROJET DE FORAGE EXPLORATOIRE EXTRACOTIER LIE A
DES ACTIVITES PETROLIERES ET GAZIERES

PORTE-PAROLE DE L’AGENCE

Gordon Harris
(613) 957-0825

Ehjeu

Le ministre de I’Environnement, Stéphane Dion, a annoncé des modifications réglementaires en vertu de
la Loi canadienne sur I’évaluation environnementale qui stipulent que les futurs projets de forage
exploratoire extracdtier lié a des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres feront I’objet d’une évaluation
environnementale au moyen d’un’examen préalable plutbt que d’une étude approfondie. La modification
réglementaire, apportée au Réglement sur la liste d’étude approfondie, a été publiée dans la Gazette du
Canada, Partie I1, 1e xx octobre 2005. ‘

Infocapsules

e Le ministre a décidé que les projets de forage exploratoire feront maintenant I’objet d’un examen
préalable en vertu de la Loi canadienne sur 1'évaluation environnementale.

e Le ministre a conclu que les effets environnementaux des projets de forage exploratoire extracotier
sont en général mineurs, circonscrits, de courte durée et réversibles, et qu’un examen préalable est
opportun dans le cadre de tels projets.

e [’examen préalable est une approche rigoureuse et systématique permettant d’examiner les effets
environnementaux d’un projet, notamment ses effets cumulatifs.

e Le ministre Dion a mentionné que les autorités responsables incluront une consultation dans le cadre
d’examens préalables des projets de forage exploratoire extracotier. Les commentaires recus durant -
la période de consultation publique de 30 jours sur 1’ébauche des modifications soulignent
I’importance de la participation obligatoire du public durant une étude approfondie.

o La Loi canadienne sur 1’évaluation environnementale et ses réglements prévoient des mesures de
contrdle. Si des préoccupations du public ou des effets environnementaux importants sont cernés au
cours de ’examen préalable, le ministre peut, a sa discrétion, renvoyer le projet 4 une commission
d’examen. ’

e En outre, Bien que les activités de forage exploratoire des hydrocarbures extracétiers seront
dorénavant assujetties & un examen préalable, aucune modification n’est apportée aux
exigences de I’étude approfondie dans le cas des installations de production extracdtiéres et
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des gazoducs extracdtiers, notamment les consultations publiques et 1’aide financiere qui y

sont associées.
[ ]

Préparé par Approuvé par ]
Gordon Harris : Peter Sylvester, vice-président, Elaboration des politiques
(613)957-0825 = : Charlene Gaudet, directrice, Communications

000149



'Wylie,Rheannon [PYR]

From: Campbell,Diane [NCR] '8.19(1)
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2005 6:35 AM
To: ' Zandberg,Diana [PYR]; Brenning,Michele [NCR]; Nassichuk,Mike [PYR]
Cc: Butler,Janet [NCR]; janet_lee_butler¢ Stemshorn,Barry [NCR]; Cripps,Randal
‘ [PYR]; Colpitts,Mark [NCR]; Hale,Peter [NCR]; Bangay,Garth [NCR]; Dober,Maria [Dartmouth]
Subject: RE: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire extracotlers liés a

des activités pétrolieres et gaziéres

Media Lines GazetteVedia Lin,es GazetteAER Talking POints MTM73728 RIAS
IT Announc... IT Announc... 16 Nov.rev.... -G2 ENGLISH.v4.d..

Here is the material I have from the Agency. It includes the talking points prepared for
the Minister this week to support his attendance at the Atlantic Energy Roundtable meeting
(where he announced the intention to make the regulatory change), media lines - I will
check to see if these were updated, and the RIAS statement prepared for the amendment
which gives detalled background info.

Based on comments from Don this summer (I had faxed the early draft of the RIAS statements
to Don, Garth and Albin), we asked the Agency to expressly indicate that there was no data
collected from the West Coast in the science review conducted prior to the decision to '
proceed with the amendment. The Agency did this and it was subsequently raised and
discussed further with the Minister. I also proposed that guidelines on screening level
EA for offshore exploratory drilling should be tabled as a govt priority in the Energy
Sector table process to help mitigate against criticism that the "bar" for assessments was
being lowered as a result of this decision (NRCan was onside with this but I am out of the
loop completely on the Energy Sector Table progress these days)

Apparently when the Minister announced it to the Roundtable he emphasized that this
decision was not a signal to opening the West Coast to development He also said he
expected a high standard to be applied to environmental EA screenings in the offshore
(something EC has promoted throughout the discussions leading up to the proposal), that he
had been assured by NRCan and industry that mechanisms for public input would be continued
in these reviews, and that industry had a collective responsibility to live up these

" expectations.

-

Am working on a briefing note this morning and will send it around when I have a draft.

Garth and Maria - I am copying you because there may also be media and ENGO interest on
the East Coast.

Hope this helps...

Diane

————— Original Message----- .
From: Zandberg,Diana [PYR] s.19(1)
Sent: November 17, 2005 7:28 PM '
To: Brenning,Michele [NCR]; Campbell,Diane [NCR]
Cc: Butler,Janet [PYR]; janet_ lee butlere¢’ o
[PYR] ' :

Subject: FW: Offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling / Projets de forage exploratoire
extracbtiers liés 3 des activités pétroliéres et gaziéres ‘

Stemshorn, Barry [NCR]; Cripps,Randal

* Importance: High

“ Diane/Michele - Could you sénd us any media lines or background information on the

regulatory .amendment announced by the Minister? We have been asked to prepare media lines
from a west coast perspective and would appreciate any information your office could
provide us tomorrow morning. ' b
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. Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency : Approved: Oct 27, 2005

For internal use in response to inquiries

MINISTER DION ANNOUNCES CHANGES TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF
OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS EXPLORATORY DRILLING PROJECTS

AGENCY SPOKESPERSON

Gordon Harris
(613) 9570825

Issue

‘Minister of the Environment, Stéphane Dion, announced amendments to regulations under the Canadian
Environmental Assessment Act whereby future offshore oil and gas exploratory drilling projects would be
subject to a screening type environmental assessment rather than the current comprehensive study type of
assessment. The regulatory amendment — a change to the Comprehensive Study List Regulations — was
published in the Canada Gazette, Part II on October xx, 2005.

Media Lines

e The Minister has decided that exploratory drilling projects will now be subject to a thorough
screening assessment under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.

e The Minister has concluded that offshore exploratory drilling projects are, in general, minor,
localized, short in duration and reversible and that a screening type of assessment is appropriate for
such projects. :

e A screening type of assessment is a rigorous and systematic approach that examines the
environmental effects of a proposed project, including its cumulative effects.

e Minister Dion has noted that responsible authorities will include consultation as part of screening
environmental assessments for offshore exploratory drilling. Comments received during the 30-day
public consultation period on the draft amendments stressed the importance of public participation
which is mandatory during a comprehensive study.

e The Canadian Environmental Assessment Act and its regulations provide checks and balances.
Should significant environmental effects or public concerns be identified during a screening, the
Minister has the discretion of referring the project to a review panel.

e Also, while oil and gas explorations in the offshore are now subject to a screening, any subsequent
~ offshore production facilities and offshore pipelines would be subject to a comprehensive study type
of assessment with associated public consultations and participant funding.

Prepared by Approved by
. Gordon Harris Peter Sylvester, Vice-President, Pohcy Development
(613) 957-0825 Charlene Gaudet, Director, Communications
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" Agence canadienne d’évaluation environnementale Approuvé : le 25 octobre 2005

Infocapsules

Pour usage interne en réponse aux demandes de renseignements

LE MINISTRE DION ANNONCE DES MODIFICATIONS CONCERNANT L’EVALUATION
ENVIRONNEMENTALE DE PROJET DE FORAGE EXPLORATOIRE EXTRACOTIER LIE A
DES ACTIVITES PETROLIERES ET GAZIERES -

PORTE-PAROLE DE L’AGENCE

Gordon Harris
(613) 957-0825 -

Enjeu

Le ministre de I’Environnement, Stéphane Dion, a annoncé des modifications réglementaires en vertu de
la Loi canadienne sur I’évaluation environnementale qui stipulent que les futurs projets de forage
exploratoire extracttier 1ié a des activités pétrolieres et gaziéres feront 1’objet d’une évaluation
environnementale au moyen d’un examen préalable plut6t que d’une étude approfondie. La modification
réglementaire, apportée au Réglement sur la liste d’étude approfondie, a été publiée dans la Gazette du
Canada, Partie II, le xx octobre 2005.

Infocapsules

¢ Le ministre a décidé que les proj ets de forage exploratoire feront maintenant I’objet d’un examen
préalable en vertu de la Loi canadienne sur I’évaluation environnementale.

e Le ministre a conclu que les effets environnementaux des projets de forage exploratoire extracdtier
sont en général mineurs, circonscrits, de courte durée et réversibles, et qu’un examen préalable est
opportun dans le cadre de tels projets.

e I’examen préalable est une approche rigoureuse et systématique permettant d’examiner les effets
environnementaux d’un projet, notamment ses effets cumulatifs.

¢ Le ministre Dion a mentionné que les autorités responsables incluront une consultation dans le cadre
d’examens préalables des projets de forage exploratoire extracotier. Les commentaires regus durant
la période de consultation publique de 30 jours sur I’ébauche des modifications soulignent
I’importance de la participation obligatoire du public durant une étude approfondie.

o La Loi canadienne sur I’évaluation environnementale et ses réglements prévoient des mesures de
contrble. Si des préoccupations du public ou des effets environnementaux importants sont cernés au
cours de I’examen préalable, le ministre peut, a sa discrétion, renvoyer le projet 2 une commission
d’examen.

s En outre, bien que 1’exploitation pétroliere et gaziére au large des cOtes fasse maintenant 1’objet d’un
examen préalable, les activités extracGtieres subséquentes liées aux installations de production et aux
pipelines extracdtiers feront 1’objet d’une étude approfondie accompagnée de consultations publiques
et d’un programme d’aide financiére aux participants.
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Préparé par ; ' Approuvé par )
Gordon Harris ' Peter Sylvester, vice-président, Elaboration des politiques
(613) 957-0825 Charlene Gaudet, directrice, Communications
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