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1. Background

ABOUT THE PROJECT 

CP is proposing to construct a multi-modal, multi-commodity transload and logistics 
facility adjacent to its Vancouver Intermodal Facility in Pitt Meadows to better serve 
CP’s rail customers and meet increased rail demand in Canada’s largest trade gateway. 
The expansion will be named the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver and is subject to 
regulatory approval. 

CP is undergoing a multi-year planning and consultation process for the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver. 
If approved, CP anticipates the project would not be operational until sometime in late 2027 or 2028. 

PREVIOUS ENGAGEMENT AND NEXT STEPS 

Round 1 Public Engagement took place from 
December 2, 2020 to January 15, 2021 and focused 
on introducing the proposed project and gathering 
feedback on the valued components (VCs) of 
importance to the community. Throughout the 
spring of 2021, CP’s project team considered 
community feedback from the first round of 
engagement, which helped to inform continued 
progress on site analysis and project development. 

Round 2 Public Engagement took place from 
June 1 to June 31, 2021 and focused on gathering 
feedback from the community on the identified 
study objectives related to the Environmental Effects 
Evaluation and potential mitigation approaches. 

Round 3 Public Engagement took place from 
January 7 to February 4, 2022, and focused on the 
results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation as 
well as proposed mitigation measures. This was the 
final round of engagement prior to the submission 
of CP’s application to the Canadian Transportation 
Agency (CTA). Feedback from Round 3 of public 
engagement is summarized in this document.

CP is undertaking a multi-year planning and 
consultation process for the proposed CP Logistics Park: 
Vancouver. If approved by the CTA, CP will continue to 
engage with Indigenous groups, stakeholders and the 
public as the project moves forward.

ABOUT CP 

Incorporated in 1881, Canadian Pacific Railway was formed to physically unite Canada and Canadians from coast 
to coast. Today CP delivers rail transportation and transload solutions that connect North America and the 
world. By doing this safely and efficiently, CP creates long-term sustainable value for its shareholders and the 
broader economy. CP employs more than 12,000 railroaders across North America. Locally, CP has a long history 
of partnership with Pitt Meadows, having operated in the community since 1886.

02 CP LOGISTICS PARK: VANCOUVER ROUND 3 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION 
SUMMARY REPORT
JANUARY 7 – FEBRUARY 4, 2022



2. Engagement overview

The third round of public engagement related to the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver took 
place from January 7 to February 4, 2022. CP sought feedback from the community about 
the results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation and proposed mitigation measures. 
Due to health concerns related to COVID-19, engagement activities took place online via 
an interactive video conferencing platform and other online engagement tools.  

Stakeholders and the public were notified of the 
opportunity to participate in Round 3 by postcard, 
print and digital advertisements, and email. 
Engagement materials and opportunities to provide 
feedback were available on the project website 
at cplogisticspark.ca. Among the engagement 
opportunities were three virtual open houses hosted 
by CP on January 13, January 17 and February 1, 2022. 

CP continues to engage with Indigenous nations that 
have interests that overlap with the project area. 

CP is carefully considering the input provided during 
this third round of community consultation. 
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3. Notification 

Broad notification methods were used to invite stakeholders and the public to 
participate in the third round of community consultation for the proposed project. 
Notification materials directed people to the project website at cplogisticspark.ca, 
which hosted the engagement materials and opportunities to provide input. 

The following notification methods were used:

Postcards
On January 4, 2022, a postcard was mailed 
to all residences and businesses in Pitt 
Meadows, totaling approximately 7,100 
addresses.

On January 10, 2022, two separate 
postcards were delivered to neighbours 
of the proposed project inviting them to 
provide feedback on specific proposed 
mitigation measures.

Neighbours living immediately adjacent 
to proposed noise walls and a visual 
barrier were invited to meet with and 
provide feedback to members of the 
project team.

Print advertisements
Two print ads ran in the Maple Ridge-Pitt 
Meadows News weekly publication on 
December 31, 2021 and January 7, 2022.

Digital advertisements 
Digital ads ran on the Maple Ridge-
Pitt Meadows News and Tri-City News 
websites from December 27, 2021 and 
February 4, 2022. The Tri-City News ads 
were geographically targeted to Port 
Coquitlam, while the Maple Ridge-Pitt 
Meadows news ads were untargeted. 

Emails
On January 7, 2022, an email was sent 
to all those who had signed up for 
project updates. An email was also 
sent to neighbouring businesses and 
environmental, agricultural, recreational 
and industry stakeholder groups. 

Project website
All notification materials directed 
people to the project website at 
cplogisticspark.ca, where they could 
find the engagement materials and 
information about how to participate. 

The project website will continue 
to exist throughout the life of the 
proposed project. 

Copies of the notification materials can be found in Appendix A.  
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4. Participation 

A summary of participation during Round 3 Community Consultation  
is as follows:

77 attendees at three virtual 
open houses, where there 
were a total of 132 questions 
and comments provided

23 feedback forms  
were completed  

13 submissions were 
made by email to  
engage@cplogisticspark.ca

5 stakeholder meetings and 
presentations took place 
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5. Engagement methods 

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSES 

There were 77 attendees at three virtual open 
houses that CP hosted using an interactive video 
conferencing platform. Jeff Edwards (Assistant Vice-
President Demand Management & Market Strategy) 
and Joe Van Humbeck (Director, Impact Assessment 
and Natural Environment) provided a presentation 
on the proposed project, including the results of 
the Environmental Effects Evaluation and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

The open houses took place on:

 – Thursday, January 13 |  6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. 

 – Monday, January 17 |  7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 

 – Tuesday, February 1 |  6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.

Following the presentation, Kirk & Co. facilitated a 
question and comment period between attendees 
and CP representatives. There were a total of 132 
questions and comments provided over three  
sessions, including 113 written and 19 oral questions 
and comments. 

ONLINE FEEDBACK FORM

23 respondents completed the online feedback 
form, which was available on the project website 
at cplogisticspark.ca. The feedback form asked 
respondents about project benefits, their level of 
support for revisions made to incorporate community 
feedback into the project design and plans, their level 
of satisfaction with proposed mitigation measures, 
and included open-ended opportunities to provide 
feedback about other potential mitigation measures or 
other comments. 

SUBMISSIONS

A total of 13 submissions were received 
through the project engagement email at 
engage@cplogisticspark.ca. CP responded to 
all email submissions. 

PROJECT WEBSITE

The project website was updated with new 
information provided as part of Round 3 Community 
Consultation, including the Round 3 Discussion Guide, 
Environmental Effects Evaluation and Facility General 
Arrangement Plan. 

The project website also hosted the links to the online 
feedback form, the opportunity to sign up for project 
updates and the links to register for the virtual open 
houses.

DISCUSSION GUIDE

The discussion guide provided an overview of the 
proposed project, why it is needed, what the benefits 
are, previous and future engagement and regulatory 
steps, how CP has considered input and a summary of 
each chapter of the Environmental Effects Evaluation. 

STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS 

A total of five stakeholder meetings and presentations 
took place during the third round of engagement. CP 
provided presentations to the City of Pitt Meadows 
Council, Agricultural Advisory Committee and Active 
Transportation Advisory Committee regarding the 
Environmental Effects Evaluation, proposed mitigation 
measures and details about public engagement. CP 
offered private meetings and conducted two meetings 
with neighbours adjacent to proposed noise walls and 
a visual barrier. 

A copy of the discussion guide and notes from the 
virtual open houses for the third round of engagement 
can be found in Appendix B.
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6. What we heard

RESULTS07 CP LOGISTICS PARK: VANCOUVER ROUND 3 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION  
SUMMARY REPORT
JANUARY 7 – FEBRUARY 4, 2022



VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSES 

There were 77 attendees at three virtual open houses, where there were a total of 132 questions and comments 
provided. The following provides a summary of the participation and key themes observed in the feedback at  
each virtual open house.

Virtual open house 1: Thursday, January 13 | 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. 

 – 22 attendees

 – 33 questions and comments (29 written, 4 oral)

Themes, in order of frequency of mention

1 Questions and comments about regulatory process, jurisdiction and timeline, including compliance 
monitoring and enforcement, historical regulatory commitments and barriers to future expansion of 
the project 

2 Questions and comments about agriculture and/or drainage, including concern about effects to local 
agricultural community as a result of the project, capacity of local pump stations and preparedness 
and response to major weather events such as catastrophic flooding 

3 Questions about project design and Environmental Effects Evaluation criteria and process, including 
transportation fuel product volume, preload details, noise wall design and safety risk rankings

4 Comments about community engagement process, materials, future engagement and  
construction notification

5 Questions and comments about increased truck and vehicle traffic and associated coordination with 
road and transportation authorities

6 Questions and comments about the Pitt Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project, including 
the third rail and Harris Road Underpass
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Virtual open house 2: Monday, January 17 | 7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 

 – 28 attendees

 – 41 questions and comments (31 written, 10 oral)

Themes, in order of frequency of mention 

1 Questions and comments about volume of transportation fuel product proposed to be stored and how 
much the proposed volume had reduced since the first round of community consultation

2 Questions and comments about agriculture and related proposed mitigation approaches, including the 
proposed Agricultural Benefit Fund, soil salvage and opposition to industrial use of high-quality farmland in 
the Agricultural Land Reserve

3 Questions and comments about regulatory process, jurisdiction and timeline, including compliance 
monitoring and enforcement

4 Concern about air quality and harm to human health as a result of emissions

5 Concern about safety of the community, including comments about potential accidents and malfunctions 
and CP’s safety training and record

6 Comments about meaningful consideration of input and transparency, including that CP’s current and 
historical activities as a corporate neighbour

Virtual open house 3: Tuesday, February 1 | 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.

 – 27 attendees 

 – 58  questions and comments (53 written, 5 oral)

Themes, in order of frequency of mention

1 Questions and comments about transportation fuels, including volume of storage, fuel type and other 
project design questions related to transportation fuel

2 Questions and comments about regulatory process and jurisdiction, including historical regulatory 
commitments, compliance monitoring and enforcement and barriers to future expansion of the project 

3 Comments about meaningful consideration of input and transparency

4 Questions and comments about agriculture and related proposed mitigation approaches, including 
opposition to industrial use of high-quality farmland in the Agricultural Land Reserve and comments about 
food security 

5 Concern about the safety of the community, including comments about potential accidents and 
malfunctions related to transportation fuels and emergency response resources
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FEEDBACK FORM

23 feedback forms were received during Round 3 Community Consultation. The results are as follows. 

1. After reading the discussion guide, how important to you are the following potential  
project benefits?

Increasing property tax contributions
to local and regional priorities

Support Neutral OpposeStrongly
support

Strongly
oppose

2 5 11 2 3

3 7 10 1 2

2 5 12 1 3

3  6 12 2

2 7 11 3 

3 5 9 2 4

4 5 10 2 2 

6 4 10 2 1

5 4 9 3 2

Helping Canadian farmers access
new markets

Creating direct and indirect jobs

Supporting Canadian trade goals

Increasing Canada's economic 
competitiveness

Supporting economic recovery from
the COVID-19 pandemic

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions
by shifting goods movement from
trucks to trains

Reducing the number of trucks on
regional highways

Supporting the demand for electric
vehicles in British Columbia
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2.  On page 7 of the discussion guide, CP has listed a number of ways that the project design  
and plans have been revised based on community input. Please rate your support for the  
following project revisions.

Support Neutral OpposeStrongly
support

Strongly
oppose

8 1 9 2 3

14 3 2 1 3

11 5 2 5

7 6 5 5

17 4 2

Reducing the volume of liquid storage
tanks by 87%

Adding of noise wall along Advent Road
from 188th street to Harris Road

Adding a visual barrier between residents on 
Kennedy Road and the proposed auto lot

Considering re-use of topsoil or an agriculture 
fund to support the local agriculture 
community

Expanding criteria in the evaluation of air 
quality, stormwater and �sh and �sh habitat

3.  What other changes to the design do you think have not been considered?

Themes Mentions

Opposition to the project and its location in Pitt Meadows, including suggested alternate 
locations and requests to cancel the project

11

Comments about community engagement, including comments about the feedback form and 
a comment about the community consultation being done well

5

Concern about existing noise disruption and increased noise as a result of the project, including 
comments about sleep disruption and the importance of follow-through on proposed 
mitigation 

4

Concern about agricultural effects, including loss of prime farmland in Agricultural Land 
Reserve 

3

Concern about existing negative effects to air quality and increased negative effects to air 
quality as a result of the project, including comments about diesel emissions from trains and 
trucks, dust and the importance of follow-through on proposed mitigation

3
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Themes Mentions

Comments about meaningful consideration of input and transparency, including that CP’s 
current and historical activities as a corporate neighbour

3

Concern about effects to sensitive nearby ecosystems and wetlands 3

Concern about safety related to transportation fuel storage 3

Comments about major weather events and climate change needing to be considered in the 
development of the project, including catastrophic flooding and earthquakes

3

Comments and questions about the noise wall, including support for the noise wall and 
suggestions to extend it

2

Importance of implementing safe cyclist and pedestrian infrastructure, to protect from trucks 
and provide safe access to dikes 

2

Comments about the project lowering property value and property owners requesting to be 
bought out

2

Suggested amenity contributions including improvements to dike system 2

Conditional support for the project provided that proposed mitigation measures are carried out 1

Concern about existing vibration and increased vibration as a result of the project, including 
comments about damage to home foundation and the importance of follow-through on 
proposed mitigation

1

Concern about effects to fish and wildlife habitat 1

Concern about contamination and negative effects to water, including the Pitt River and Fraser River 1

Concern about safety related to the storage of agricultural products 1

Concern about existing truck traffic and increased truck traffic and local traffic congestion as a 
result of the project, including comments about traffic at the Harris Road rail crossing

1

Question about mitigation for potential increase in rodent population due to storage of 
agricultural products

1

Comment about the Pitt Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project, including concern 
about the third rail

1
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4.  How satisfied are you with the proposed mitigation measures for the following categories?

Air quality (page 10)

Surface drainage and groundwater
(page 14)

Vegetation and wetlands (page 13)

Fish and �sh habitat (page 12)

Wildlife (page 11)

Noise, vibration and light (page 16)

Agriculture use and soil (page 15)

Satis�ed Neutral Dissatis�edVery
satis�ed

Very
dissatis�ed

2 1 5 6 9

1 2 6 4 10

1 2 6 5 9

1  8 5 9

2  9 3 9

1  9 3 10

2  5 2 14

2  9 6 6

3  4 4 12

2 3 10 2 6

2  12 1 8

2 1 8 3 9

2 1 9 5 6

Employment and regional economy
(page 20)

Human health (page 19)

Utilities and community services (page 17)

Transportation (page 24)

Safety (page 23)

Archaeological and heritage resources
(page 21)
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5.   Are there other mitigation measures that you would like to see considered as part of the 
proposed project?

Themes Mentions

Opposition to the project and its location in Pitt Meadows, including suggested alternate 
locations and requests to cancel the project

7

Suggested investment in recreational and transportation infrastructure, including safe cyclist 
and pedestrian connections, a park and an overpass

3

Comments about the Pitt Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project, including requests 
for its cancellation

3

Concern about existing noise disruption and increased noise as a result of the project, including 
comments about sleep disruption and the importance of follow-through on proposed 
mitigation

2

Concern about effects to fish and wildlife habitat, including birds 2

Concern about contamination and negative effects to water, including the Katzie Slough 2

Concern about safety related to transportation fuel storage 2

Comments about the project lowering property value and property owners requesting to  
be bought out

2

Conditional support for the project provided proposed mitigation measures are carried out 1

Comment about community engagement, including that CP is doing a great job of  
addressing the community’s concerns

1

Comment about meaningful consideration of input and transparency 1

Concern about agricultural effects, including loss of prime farmland in Agricultural Land 
Reserve

1

Concern about existing negative effects to air quality and increased negative effects to air 
quality as a result of the project, including comment about dust and the importance of  
follow-through on proposed mitigation

1
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Themes Mentions

Concern about effects to sensitive nearby ecosystems and wetlands 1

Concern about existing truck traffic and increased truck traffic and local traffic congestion  
as a result of the project

1

Comment about the noise wall, including support for the noise wall and suggestion to 
lengthen it

1

Suggested investment in the fire department as an amenity contribution 1

Request for ongoing monitoring and reporting of air quality, noise, vibration and other  
readings to ensure compliance with proposed mitigation measures

1

Concern about the project producing light disturbance 1

6.  Do you have any other comments about the proposed project?

Themes Mentions

Concern about existing noise disruption and increased noise as a result of the project, including 
comments about train idling and the importance of follow-through on proposed mitigation

5

Comments about meaningful consideration of input and transparency 4

Neighbouring residents providing input on the proposed noise wall related to length  
and design, including comments expressing support for the noise wall

4

Concern about the health and safety of Pitt Meadows residents related to the proximity  
of the project to residences and community amenities

4

Questions and comments about regulatory process and jurisdiction, including barriers  
to future expansion of the project 

4

Opposition to the project and its location in Pitt Meadows, including suggested alternate 
locations and requests to cancel the project

3

Questions about project design, including agricultural and transportation fuel product  
volume, project footprint, auto lot design and plans for Port Coquitlam liquids facility once  
the project is operational

3

RESULTS15 CP LOGISTICS PARK: VANCOUVER ROUND 3 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION  
SUMMARY REPORT
JANUARY 7 – FEBRUARY 4, 2022



Themes Mentions

Comments about understanding the need for the movement of goods by train but  
objection that Pitt Meadows has to bear a disproportionately heavy burden to enable this

2

Concern about increased negative effects to air quality as a result of the project and  
questions about mitigation for potential increases in local GHG emissions and dust

2

Questions about Environmental Effects Evaluation criteria and process, including questions 
about air quality stations and regional evaluation area boundaries for different valued 
components

2

Comment expressing support for the project 1

Concern about effects to fish and wildlife habitat 1

Question about project rationale 1

Concern about existing vibration and increased vibration as a result of the project 1

Concern about safety related to transportation fuel storage 1
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7. Next steps and 
ongoing engagement

CP anticipates a multi-year planning and consultation process for the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver. CP 
will submit an application to the Canadian Transportation Agency during Spring 2022. If approved, CP anticipates 
the project would not be operational until sometime in late 2027 or 2028.

Late 2020

Public 
Engagement 
Round 1

Public and Indigenous Consultation

CP Timeline

CTA Decision Early 2023

CP Final Investment 
Decision*

* subject to CTA application approval 

2024

Detailed 
Design

2026

Construction

Q1 2022

CTA Application Filing 

June 2021

Public Engagement Round 2

Early 2022

Public Engagement Round 3

CONSIDERATION OF INPUT

CP will carefully consider the input you provide during the community consultation process. 

REGULATORY PROCESS 

CP’s application to the CTA, an independent federal agency, will be reviewed in stages. To learn more about the 
regulatory process for the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, please visit the CTA’s Guide For Federally Regulated 
Railway Companies.

** the CTAs public comment period is a minimum of 30 business days

2020

Preparation

2022

Application Completeness Review

Pre-Application CTA Application 
Review

Public Comment*

CTA Deliberation

CTA Decision 2026

Construction

Regulatory Timeline

Monitoring and Compliance with Conditions

Thank you for participating in this round of engagement. We encourage you to continue to learn more about the 
project as additional information becomes available and participate in the next round of public engagement by 
visiting the project website at cplogisticspark.ca.

17 CP LOGISTICS PARK: VANCOUVER ROUND 3 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION 
SUMMARY REPORT
JANUARY 7 – FEBRUARY 4, 2022

https://otc-cta.gc.ca/eng/publication/how-apply-approval-construct-a-railway-line-a-guide
https://otc-cta.gc.ca/eng/publication/how-apply-approval-construct-a-railway-line-a-guide
https://vancouverlogisticspark.ca/


Appendix A
Notification materials



Postcard 

CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
Community Consultation Round 3 
January 7 – February 4, 2022

The community of Pitt Meadows has contributed valuable 
input over two rounds of consultation for the proposed 
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver. You identified the valued 
components of importance to the community and helped 
to inform the study objectives related to the Environmental 
Effects Evaluation (EEE) and potential mitigation approaches. 
In this third round of consultation, CP is reporting back to 
the community on the results of the EEE and the proposed 
mitigation approaches, and is seeking your feedback ahead 
of CP’s application to the Canadian Transportation Agency 
late this year. 

cplogisticspark.ca

CP wants to hear from you
From January 7 – February 4, 2022, we are seeking 
your input. 

The input you 
provide during 
the community 
consultation 
process will 
be carefully 
considered by CP.

Learn more and participate by 
visiting the project website at 
cplogisticspark.ca to:

• Read the consultation discussion 
guide 

• Submit an online feedback form

• Sign up for a virtual open house

 – Thursday, January 13,  
6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. 

 – Monday, January 17,  
7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 

 – Tuesday, February 1,  
6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.



Noise mitigation postcard  

CP Logistics Park: Vancouver

Noise Wall Feedback
As part of the multi-year planning and 
consultation process for the proposed 
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, we 
are engaging with members of the 
community who live in close proximity 
to the project’s proposed noise walls. 

We value your feedback, and would 
like to hear your thoughts about the 
proposed noise wall along Advent Road.

cplogisticspark.ca

Noise Walls: CP wants to hear from you 
A noise wall is proposed along a section of Advent Road east to Harris Road, extending six 
metres above track height.

If you have comments or would like to 
connect directly with someone from the 
project team to share your thoughts, please 
reach out to engage@cplogisticspark.ca 

Learn more and participate by visiting the 
project website at cplogisticspark.ca.

Old Dewdney Trunk Rd

Lougheed Hwy H
arris Rd

Pitt River

Katzie Slough
Kenn ed

y R
d 

All mapped features are approximate and are subject to change.  

Existing CP Vancouver 
Intermodal Facility
Proposed expansion project

Proposed noise walls



Visual mitigation postcard 

CP Logistics Park: Vancouver

Visual Mitigation 
Feedback
As part of the multi-year planning and 
consultation process for the proposed 
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, we 
are engaging with members of the 
community who live in close proximity 
to the proposed auto lot. 

We value your feedback, and would like 
to hear your thoughts about how CP 
might minimize potential visual impacts. 
Please see the reverse of this card for more 
information about how you can engage. 

cplogisticspark.ca

Visual Mitigation: CP wants to hear from you 
CP is considering planting cedar trees along the perimeter of the auto lot, south of 
Kennedy Road, to provide a visual barrier. At the time of planting, these trees would be 
around 10 feet tall. 

If you have comments or would like to 
connect directly with someone from the 
project team to share your thoughts, please 
reach out to engage@cplogisticspark.ca 

Learn more and participate by visiting the 
project website at cplogisticspark.ca.

Old Dewdney Trunk Rd

Lougheed Hwy

H
arris Rd

Pitt River

Katzie Slough

Kenned y R
d 

Existing CP Vancouver 
Intermodal Facility
Proposed expansion project

Proposed noise walls

All mapped features are approximate and are subject to change.  



Print ad 

cplogisticspark.ca

CP wants to hear from you
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
Community Consultation Round 3

The community of Pitt Meadows has contributed valuable 
input over the past year to help inform the study topics and 
objectives related to the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
as well as potential mitigation approaches. In this third round 
of consultation, CP is seeking feedback from the community 
on the results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation and the 
proposed mitigation approaches, ahead of our application to 
the Canadian Transportation Agency late this year. 

From January 7 – February 4, 2022, we are seeking your input. 
Learn more and participate by visiting the project website at 
cplogisticspark.ca to:

• Read the consultation discussion guide 
• Submit an online feedback form
• Sign up for a virtual open house

 – Thursday, January 13, 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. 
 – Monday, January 17, 7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 
 – Tuesday, February 1, 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.



Digital ads



Email invitation
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Discussion guide 



CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
Community Consultation — Round 3 
Discussion Guide
January 7 – February 4, 2022

Provide your feedback from January 7 to February 4, 2022



CP wants to hear from you
The third round of consultation for the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver is 
from January 7 to February 4, 2022, and CP is seeking your feedback. This 
discussion guide provides an overview of the results of the Environmental 
Effects Evaluation (EEE) as well as proposed mitigation approaches.

Please visit the project website at cplogisticspark.ca to:

• Learn more about the proposed project

• Submit an online feedback form

• Sign up for a virtual open house

 –  January 13: 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.

 – January 17: 7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m.

 – February 1: 6:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.

CP will carefully consider the feedback you provide during the community 
consultation process. 

https://vancouverlogisticspark.ca
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Previous engagement and 
next steps
Round 1 Public Engagement took place from 
December 2, 2020 to January 15, 2021 and focused 
on introducing the proposed project and gathering 
feedback on the valued components (VCs) of 
importance to the community. Throughout the spring 
of 2021, CP’s project team considered community 
feedback from the first round of engagement, which 
helped to inform continued progress on site analysis 
and project development. 

Round 2 Public Engagement took place from June 1 
to June 31, 2021 and focused on gathering feedback 
from the community on the identified study objectives 
related to the Environmental Effects Evaluation (EEE) 
and potential mitigation approaches.

Round 3 Public Engagement is taking place from 
January 7 to February 4, 2022, and is focused on 
the results of the EEE as well as proposed mitigation 
approaches. This is the final round of engagement 
prior to the submission of CP’s application to the 
Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA). 

CP is undertaking a multi-year planning and 
consultation process for the proposed CP Logistics 
Park: Vancouver. If approved by the CTA, CP will 
continue to engage with Indigenous groups, 
stakeholders and the public as the project moves 
forward. 
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What is the CP Logistics Park: 
Vancouver?
CP is proposing to construct a multi-modal, multi-commodity transload and 
logistics facility adjacent to its Vancouver Intermodal Facility in Pitt Meadows, 
B.C., to better service CP’s rail customers and meet increased rail demand 
in Canada’s largest trade gateway. The proposed expansion is called the CP 
Logistics Park: Vancouver and is subject to regulatory approval.
With CP’s existing facilities nearing capacity, this 
proposed project would be a critical piece of rail 
infrastructure to keep Canadian goods moving, create 
and sustain jobs and build confidence in Canada as a 
strong and sustainable global trading partner. A modern 
facility will also be better equipped to address the needs 
of nearby communities. 

The proposed project is located on 41 hectares of 
CP-owned land on the south side of CP’s existing 
Vancouver Intermodal Facility, east of Kennedy Road, 
and is directly accessible to a major highway. An 
important feature of the proposed facility is its proximity 
to the Lower Mainland. It is also within 40 kilometres 
of the Port of Vancouver, which minimizes the distance 
that goods are required to travel by train or truck once 
containerized. Reducing the distance railcars need to 
travel is more efficient, requires less fuel to transport, 
reduces greenhouse gas emissions and reduces the 
impact on communities along the rail corridor.

Did you know? 
As a federally regulated railway, CP is subject 
to “common carrier” obligations as defined in 
section 113 of the Canada Transportation Act. 
Under its common carrier obligations, CP is 
required to meet the transportation needs of 
all rail shippers, including those operating in 
the agricultural, automotive and transportation 
fuel sectors.

Artist’s rendering looking southeast from Kennedy Rd. (subject to change)
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Project components and 
requirements
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The proposed project has the following major rail and transload components: 

1. Agricultural hub where Canadian agricultural 
products will be received by rail and transloaded 
to shipping containers for distribution in custom 
allotments around the world. This hub will consist 
of: 

• A loop track to facilitate the unloading of 
8,500-foot-long grain unit trains

• An enclosed railcar unloading building to allow 
the emptying of railcars 

• Approximately 30 grain silos (1250 tonne) to 
allow the efficient handling of the product

• A container loading building to permit the 
loading of shipping containers while they 
remain on truck chassis 

2. Auto lot to receive North American-made 
automobiles destined for local distributors and 
specifically designed to accommodate electric 
vehicles. This hub will consist of: 

• Rail unloading tracks where the vehicles will be 
driven off of the auto-carriers 

• Truck loading lanes where vehicles are lined up 
and driven on to local delivery trucks 

• Approximately 2,000 vehicle staging stalls
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3. Liquids transload and rail facility for transportation 
fuels (including ethanol) and other liquid 
commodities to serve demand in Metro Vancouver. 
This hub will consist of: 

• Two fixed infrastructure unloading pods

 – Each pod will have a dual sided unloading 
rack, twelve 3,000-barrel temporary 
buffering tanks, a truck loading area 
capable of loading three trucks at a time. 

• Two direct railcar-to-truck loading lanes 

4. Railway support infrastructure consisting of: 

• Arrival / departure trackage extending east of 
the facility within CP’s existing right-of-way 

• Railcar sorting and staging tracks

5. Other supporting infrastructure consisting of:

• Office buildings and utility services 

• Security and lighting infrastructure 

• Stormwater management infrastructure

• Internal road network and employee parking 
areas 

• Three noise walls based on noise assessment

CP purchased this site a number of years ago because 
it is close to our existing facilities and it fits other 
important technical requirements, including: 

• West of the District of Mission; 

• A minimum of 40 hectares with a minimum length 
of 1,250 metres; 

• Parallel and adjacent to CP’s existing mainline; and 

• Flat topography (Slope ≤ 0.5 percent).
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The need for the project 
Growth in 
Canadian trade

Growth in Canadian trade is driving the 
need for transportation infrastructure, 
including the proposed project. For 
example, CP is seeing continuous 
increased demand for the shipping of 
agriculture products, as demonstrated by 
the long-term growth demonstrated in 
crop shipping. This project will increase 
efficiencies across the trade network and 
enable CP to meet the future needs of 
shippers.

Legislative mandate

Canada’s west coast ports are growing 
to handle rising demand, and the 
proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
will help maintain a strong supply chain. 
CP has a legislated mandate to move the 
goods and products offered to them, 
and providing this critical service is a core 
value to CP. 

Population Growth 

Metro Vancouver’s population is 
projected to grow by one million 
residents over the next 30 years. More 
infrastructure capacity is needed to 
continue supplying the regional market 
with goods, and to generate high-quality 
employment opportunities. 

Meeting climate 
objectives 

Moving more goods by rail and removing 
trucks from local roads will help alleviate 
congestion and reduce emissions. A 
single freight train can remove up to 
300 trucks from Canadian highways.

Agriculture, Agri-Food and Seafood 
Exports, 2005–2025 ($ billions)
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Project benefits 
This proposed project would create critical infrastructure to keep Canadian 
goods moving, create and sustain jobs and build confidence in Canada as a 
strong and sustainable global trading partner. 
The proposed project will result in a variety of economic, environmental and community benefits, including: 

Economic  
benefits

• Increasing market access for inbound and 
outbound shipments; 

• Helping Canadian farmers access markets in Asia, 
including for specialty products; 

• Creating quality direct and indirect jobs in 
transportation, agriculture and other industries; 

• Adding capacity to support Canadian and 
provincial trade goals; 

• Strengthening Canada’s economic competitiveness 
by improving the efficiency of railways; and

• Contributing to supply chain resilience in the wake 
of interruptions due to environmental disasters.

Environmental  
benefits

• Cutting emissions by reducing the number of 
empty containers being shipped to Asia and 
increasing supply chain efficiency;

• Reducing greenhouse gas emissions by shifting 
goods movement from truck to rail, reducing 
the number of truck movements on regional 
highways; and 

• Adding a modernized auto lot that includes 
electric vehicle charging stations to help suppliers 
meet anticipated growth in demand for electric 
vehicles in British Columbia.

Community  
benefits

• Providing approximately 150–250 direct jobs 
as well as contracting opportunities for local 
residents and businesses; 

• Creating hundreds of jobs during construction and 
supporting indirect employment throughout the 
community; and 

• Contributing $4.1 million annually towards local 
and provincial taxes once the proposed project is 
complete, combined with existing taxes.
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Consideration of input
CP has conducted two rounds of consultation with the community since the 
project was first announced, and this discussion guide is part of the third 
round of consultation before submitting an application to the CTA.
As a result of consultation with the community, CP has made revisions to our proposed plans, including:

Project design:
• Reduced the volume of the liquid tanks by 

87 percent

• Added three noise walls to the design of the 
project, based on noise assessments:

 – Just west of Advent Road and 188th Street, 
extending east towards Harris Road

 – Along Kennedy Road extending south from 
CP’s mainline to the Katzie Slough

 – Along the loop track on the southeastern 
portion of the facility

• Reviewing the benefit of a natural visual barrier of 
the auto lot along Kennedy Road

Environmental Effects Evaluation: 
• Added agricultural drainage criteria to 

stormwater analysis, in addition to onsite 
stormwater storage capacity

• Added an additional air quality station to support 
the description of existing conditions

• Expanded the Regional Evaluation Area for fish 
and fish habitat and surface water, groundwater 
and drainage evaluations to include two additional 
drainage catchments

• Developed a report to consider the re-use of 
topsoil as a potential support for the local 
agriculture community

• Conducting a Human Health Risk Assessment

Consultation:
• An additional open house was added to the first 

and second round of consultation to facilitate 
more time for questions from the public and 
opportunities to provide input

Artist’s rendering looking northwest up Advent Rd. near Specimen Trees Wholesale Nurseries (subject to change)

/ CP Logistics Park: Vancouver  Community Consultation — Round 3 January 7 to February 4, 2022 7



Environmental Effects Evaluation
What is the Environmental Effects Evaluation?
The Environmental Effects Evaluation (EEE) was completed to consider potential changes to the natural environment 
and the impact of these changes on the local community, interested Indigenous communities and on the local 
health, social and economic conditions. 

The EEE is a requirement of the CTA approval process and is meant to assist CP in identifying potential effects of 
the project and mitigation approaches. The scope of the issues considered in the EEE includes biophysical, socio-
economics, heritage-cultural and human health interests, referred to as valued components (VCs). 

What are valued components (VCs)?
Valued components are components of the natural and human environment that are considered by the 
proponent (CP), the public, Indigenous communities, technical specialists and government agencies to have 
scientific, ecological, economic, social, cultural, archaeological, historical or other importance.

Evaluation Areas
The evaluation of environmental effects in the EEE is supported by VC-specific local and regional evaluation areas. 
Evaluation areas are spatial areas over which effects on a specific VC may occur and include effects that may 
extend beyond the project footprint. As an example, the Local Evaluation Area (LEA) and Regional Evaluation 
Areas (REA) for the socio-economic VC are shown in the map below. LEAs and REAs for other VCs are described 
in the EEE. 

Project Area: The Project Area encompasses 
the area that will be occupied by the project 
components and activities. 

Local Evaluation Area (LEA): The LEA is defined 
as the area where there may be measurable 
changes to the natural and human environment 
resulting from the proposed project and proposed 
activities. LEAs are VC specific and include the 
area where there is a reasonable potential for 
the project-related activities to interact with and 
potentially affect the VC. 

Regional Evaluation Area (REA): The REA 
includes areas where there could be interactions 
between project-related residual effects (i.e., 
effects not completely eliminated by mitigation 
approaches) and residual effects from other 
regional projects and activities. The establishment 
of the REA supports the assessment of potential 
cumulative effects of the project. 
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Environmental Effects Evaluation 
Continued

During Round 2 Community Consultation in June 
2021, each topic in the discussion guide outlined:

• What was heard in Round 1;

• The existing conditions in the area;

• The study objectives; and

• The potential mitigation approaches.

During Round 3, each section in this discussion guide 
shares information regarding:

• What was heard in Round 2;

• The potential effects identified by the EEE;

• A summary of proposed mitigation measures; and 

• A summary of the conclusions of the EEE.

Artist’s rendering looking east from Trans Canada Trail (subject to change)

Topics from the EEE addressed in the following pages include:

Environment (pages 10–14)

• Air quality

• Wildlife

• Fish and fish habitat

• Vegetation and wetlands

• Surface water, groundwater and drainage 

Community (Pages 15–20)

• Agricultural Use and Soils 

• Noise, vibration and light 

• Utilities and community services 

• Human health

• Employment and regional economy 

Culture (Pages 21–22)

• Archaeological and heritage resources 

• Current use of lands and resources for 
traditional purposes

Safety (Page 23)

Transportation (Page 24)
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Environment – Air quality (EEE Chapter 9)

Round 2 – what we heard:
• Concerns about effects on local air quality, including dust

• Concerns about increased greenhouse gas emissions 

Air quality refers to the degree to which the 
atmosphere is free from contaminants and substances 
at concentrations that could measurably affect human 
health, wildlife and vegetation. The contaminants most 
relevant to the project include criteria air contaminants 
(CACs), volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and 
greenhouse gases (GHGs). 

Potential effects:
After a review of project activities, including 
equipment use during pre-construction, construction 
and operation, the EEE identified a number of potential 
effects on air quality. Those potential effects include: 

• Direct and indirect emissions of GHGs; and 

• Direct emissions of criteria air contaminants and 
volatile organic compounds, thereby changing 
ambient concentrations.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Based on the potential effects as a result of project 
activities, a variety of mitigation measures have been 
proposed to avoid or reduce adverse effects. Some of 
the mitigation measures being proposed related to air 
quality include:

• Implementing management protocols to reduce 
emissions such as using high emission standard 
equipment, ultra-low sulphur diesel in non-
road equipment and regular inspection and 
maintenance during all phases of the project;

• Conducting dust management by applying water 
during dry periods and minimizing grading speed 
to reduce fugitive dust emissions during pre-
construction and construction; 

• Implementing an anti-idling policy for all trucks 
accessing the facility during operation;

• Implementing a baghouse dust collection system 
at the agricultural products site and vapour 
recovery system at the liquids transload site to 
mitigate fugitive emissions during operation; and 

• Performing vacuum sweeping of Kennedy Road 
during dry periods to reduce road dust emissions.

EEE conclusions:
Air quality effects:

• Air quality effects will be limited to the local area 
which is moderately disturbed by existing, nearby 
residential agricultural and railyard activities.

• With mitigation, project effects are expected 
to be managed and remain below relevant air 
quality criteria.

• Due to the low magnitude, air quality effects 
from project pre-construction, construction and 
operations are not anticipated to be significant.

Greenhouse gases:

• By reducing truck and train movements, 
implementation of the project is predicted 
to reduce 6,185 tonnes of GHGs annually 
through the region, contributing to GHG 
reduction targets both regionally and provincially.
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Environment – Wildlife (EEE Chapter 14)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about potential effects on wildlife, including loss of habitat 

For the purpose of the EEE, wildlife includes terrestrial 
wildlife, mammals, reptiles, amphibians and migratory 
birds, species at risk listed under the Species at Risk 
Act and wildlife valued by Indigenous communities. 
Project activities have the potential to directly interact 
with wildlife resulting in direct and indirect effects 
on wildlife species and their nesting, roosting and 
foraging habitats. Examples of nearby wildlife include 
little brown myotis, great blue heron, barn swallow, 
common nighthawk, American black bear, American 
beaver and black-tailed deer.

Potential effects:
The evaluation of potential project interactions with 
terrestrial wildlife and migratory birds is focused on 
those activities with the potential to result in adverse 
effects on terrestrial wildlife, including species of 
concern, observed during baseline studies along with 
their foraging habitat. The potential effects that were 
identified include:

• Increase in risk of direct mortality to terrestrial 
wildlife, migratory birds and at-risk species and 
migratory birds;

• Decrease in terrestrial wildlife and migratory bird 
use resulting from habitat loss;

• Increase in the mortality risk to terrestrial species 
at risk;

• Sensory disturbance resulting in habitat 
displacement, behavioural changes, or decreased 
success rate; and 

• Change in populations of traditionally harvested 
foods.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Mitigation measures to eliminate or reduce identified 
potential effects on wildlife and their habitat include 
avoidance, minimizing disturbance and salvaging 
activities, restoring vegetation and constructing 
offsetting habitat features to replace those removed 
during pre-construction and construction. Examples of 
the proposed mitigation measures include:

• Limiting pre-construction vegetation clearing 
and soil stripping activities to the minimum 
required and outside of critical wildlife breeding 
windows; 

• Reducing noise disturbance during operation with 
a noise wall;

• Reducing light spill disturbance during all phases 
of the project with directional lighting, to minimize 
effects on wildlife, especially migratory birds; 

• Re-establishing vegetative cover in disturbed areas 
to reduce sensory disturbance and to re-establish 
wildlife habitat; and 

• Implementing habitat offsetting including 
habitat creation or restoration and establishing 
nesting structures, for example implementing 
an alternative barn swallow nesting area and 
salvaging amphibians prior to instream work.

EEE conclusions:
Four of the five effects to terrestrial wildlife can 
be mitigated with the application of the 
recommended mitigation measures.

One effect, removing 41 hectares of potential 
foraging and breeding habitat will reduce the 
availability of small mammal prey for raptors, large 
mammals, insects, vegetative forage and nesting 
structures for migratory birds. Within a cumulative 
effects framework, this will still be of low magnitude 
and non-significant to affected wildlife and migratory 
bird populations.
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Environment – Fish and fish 
habitat (EEE Chapter 12)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Comments about the reduction of riparian disturbance, conducting habitat restoration and offsetting

• Comments about the installation of fish-friendly pump infrastructure

• Comments about protecting fish habitat from spills and stormwater

The project has the potential to affect reaches of 
Katzie Slough, Cook Slough and Tulley Slough near the 
Pitt River, as well as small tributaries and ditches that 
flow into these watercourses. Watercourses provide 
vital ecosystem functions such as filtering pollutants, 
transporting nutrients and supplying fish, wildlife and 
aquatic organisms with food and habitat.

Potential effects:
The potential for interactions between fish and fish 
habitat and identified project activities is determined 
by focusing the evaluation on those activities with 
the potential to adversely affect fish and fish habitat. 
Potential effects include:

• Fish habitat:

 – Change in the spatial extent of available fish 
habitat due to the destruction or alteration of 
fish habitat or the creation of barriers to fish 
passage; and

 – Degradation of water quality and nutrient 
concentrations and change in water 
temperature and baseflows.

• Fish health:

 – Change in abundance, mortality, or condition 
of fish and fish eggs; 

 – Displacement or stranding of fish; and 

 – Change in sediment and contaminant 
concentrations. 

Proposed mitigation measures:
A number of mitigation measures have been proposed 
to avoid, minimize, restore onsite, compensate or offset 
the potential adverse effects of the project, including:

• Reducing riparian disturbance by adherence to 
windows of least risk for instream works where 

practicable, isolation of instream works, fish 
salvage and maintaining riparian setbacks;

• Avoiding of environmentally sensitive areas, 
including management of vehicle and equipment 
access, and while installing watercourse crossings 
where feasible;

• Implementing spill prevention and response 
protocols;

• Implementing erosion and sedimentation control 
mitigation approaches, water quality plans and 
mitigation of high flows during construction and 
operation; 

• Conducting habitat restoration activities as part of 
project construction;

• Completing habitat offsetting for areas of 
unavoidable footprint effects on habitat; and 

• Proposed approaches to mitigate potential 
adverse effects during operation due to potential 
issues from chemical spills or minor maintenance 
works will be managed through CP’s existing 
operational practices. 

EEE conclusions:
A permanent loss of marginal, low quality fish 
habitat is expected as a result of the project. However, 
this will be offset through the creation, restoration 
and/or enhancement of new fish habitat at 
location(s) yet to be determined.

While the EEE identified potential effects on water 
temperature, fish and eggs mortality, the displacement 
of fish and sediment and nutrient concentrations, 
the evaluation did not anticipate any residual effects 
following the application of mitigation measures. 
Adherence to mitigation measures will reduce effects 
to be site-specific in nature with minimal effects in the 
local geographical context. 
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Environment – Vegetation and 
wetlands (EEE Chapter 13) 

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about protecting native vegetation and ecological communities 

Vegetation and wetlands include vegetation species, 
ecological communities and wetland functions of 
management concern to government, Indigenous 
communities and the public. These are divided 
between ecosystems of management concern such 
as wetlands, ecological communities which are 
endangered, threatened or of special concern, mature 
and old forest and flood ecological communities, 
and plant species of management concern including 
species that are listed by BC Conservation Data Centre 
or Species at Risk Act, invasive plants as listed by 
regulators and plants of Indigenous interest.

Potential effects:
Following an evaluation of the project activities with 
the potential to adversely affect vegetation and 
wetlands, three potential effects were identified in 
the EEE:

• Change in abundance of ecosystems of 
management concern during pre-construction; 

• Change in wetland function, including direct 
vegetation or soil loss during pre-construction; and

• Change in abundance or availability of plant 
species of management concern during 
construction and operation.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Based on the potential effects, the following 
mitigation measures are proposed to avoid, minimize, 
restore onsite, or offset potential adverse effects on 
vegetation and wetlands:

• Minimizing removal and edge effects to native 
vegetation and ecological communities and 
retaining riparian vegetation through project 

design that restricts the site layout as much as 
possible;

• Implementing an integrated vegetation 
management plan that includes management 
of noxious weeds and invasive plants, along 
with the maintenance of a vegetation-free track 
ballast station and revegetation of temporarily 
disturbed areas;

• Implementing construction environmental 
management plan that includes dust and 
topsoil management;

• Restoring fish and wildlife habitat; and

• Offsetting habitat loss as part of offsetting 
approaches focused on addressing effects on 
fish and fish habitat and wildlife and wildlife 
habitat such as common cattail marsh wetland 
compensation

EEE conclusions:
The EEE concludes that there is an expected change 
in the abundance and function of ecosystems of 
management concern (common cattail marsh) and in 
the abundance of plant species of concern (invasive 
species). 

Mitigation measures will minimize the change, 
including planting common cattail in wetland 
habitat and other wetland restoration activities 
as part of fish and fish habitat restoration. While 
an increase in invasive species due to the project is 
likely, mitigation measures will be adopted including 
invasive plant management strategies through the 
Construction Environmental Management Plan and the 
Integrated Vegetation Management Plan.
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Environment – Surface water, 
groundwater and drainage  
(EEE Chapter 11)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about potential effects on hydrology and groundwater

• Feedback on the Regional Evaluation Area for surface water

• Comments about preventing spills

The surface drainage and groundwater evaluation 
focused on the LEA, which is an area of approximately 
1,000 m around the Project Area and riparian 
zones downstream of the site at Katzie Slough. The 
Katzie Slough drains a total area of approximately 
2,850 hectares. The Katzie Slough watershed includes 
the catchments of McKechnie and Baynes pump 
stations.

Potential effects:
Project-related activities could lead to increased run-
off and flooding, erosion, sedimentation, blockage of 
flow, introduction of pollution to watercourses and 
change to groundwater source pathways. As a result, 
overall effects of the project could include:

• Temporary or permanent change in the drainage 
system; 

• Change in surface water quality; and 

• Temporary or permanent change in groundwater 
quantity or quality.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Mitigation measures related to surface drainage and 
groundwater include the implementation of standard 
mitigation measures such as best management 
practices, and/or changes to the means in which the 
project will be designed, constructed or operated, as 
well as monitoring to verify effectiveness. Some of the 
mitigation measures include:

• Implementing a Construction Environmental 
Management Plan, Spill Management Plan, 
Groundwater Monitoring Plan and Erosion and 
Sediment Control Plan to mitigate surface runoff 
and contaminant pathways to protect water 
quality; and 

• Integrating infrastructure into the proposed project 
design to mitigate potential effects on hydrology 
and groundwater during operations, including 
stormwater retention ponds, ditches/culverts to 
control rate of release and discharge and the use 
of oil/water separators to protect water quality in 
adjacent water courses and drainage features.

EEE conclusions:
The potential effects to surface drainage and 
groundwater are expected to be effectively 
managed and mitigated with the proposed 
stormwater retention ponds, ditches and culverts 
and oil water separators along with other best 
management practices.

The results of hydraulic modeling showed that 
the proposed stormwater management ponds 
would reduce the increased water levels from 
the post-development condition to those of pre-
development conditions. 
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Community – Agricultural use 
and soil (EEE Chapter 15)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about the management of stormwater and spill prevention 

• Comments about the recycling and re-use of topsoil 

• Comments about investing in the agricultural community to address effects

• Comments about providing upgrades to drainage infrastructure, including pump stations 

Agricultural use is considered to be both on-farm 
activities and local off-farm activities that are carried 
out by the agricultural sector. The parcels within the 
agricultural lands of the Project Area are currently used 
for growing blueberries on one parcel (South Lot), while 
the other is used for forage production (North Lot).

Potential effects:
A variety of potential effects have been identified in 
the EEE which describe and characterize project-related 
effects on agricultural use. Those potential effects 
include:

• Loss of Class 1 to 3 improved agricultural land;

• Change in water levels, causing changes to drainage 
and irrigation systems during pre-construction, 
construction and operation;

• Offsite effects on agricultural operations from dust 
migration, light, vibration and noise; 

• Change in agriculture products or production;

• Change to transportation of agricultural goods and 
services due to potential traffic interruptions; and 

• Change in soil quantity available for agricultural 
production and operations.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Mitigation measures being proposed have been 
informed by engagement with the local agricultural 
community to gain a full understanding of issues 
and possible mitigation. Hydraulic modelling was 
also completed to support the development of site 
stormwater design to meet agricultural drainage criteria. 
Proposed mitigation measures include:

• Conducting water quality management, including 
a spill management plan to prevent water or soil 
contamination;

• Implementing a site monitoring plan to monitor 
dust levels, soil salvage and other activities;

• Conducting dust management, including 
water trucks, vegetative buffers and other 
management practices;

• Implementing light management measures such 
as shields to minimize light scattering and motion-
sensing lights;

• Implementing traffic control to be compatible with 
agricultural production timing and movement as 
well as advance notice of disruptions;

• Stormwater management approaches to protect 
local drainage and irrigation capability, anticipation 
of major storm events; 

• Soil salvage and re-use to nearby currently farmed 
areas, if supported by local farmers; and

• Potential contributions may be made to 
an agricultural benefits fund to improve 
agricultural productivity. 

EEE conclusions:
Two residual effects, changes in soil quantity available 
for agricultural production and a total loss of 41ha 
of Class 1 to 3 agricultural land, are anticipated. 
However, these effects will be partially offset though 
mitigation measures that have been informed by direct 
engagement with agricultural producers, including 
potential drainage improvements and soil salvage. 

An additional concept being explored is the provision 
of an agricultural benefit fund. The final scope 
and focus of this fund will remain under consideration 
and will be informed by future engagement with the 
agricultural community. 

/ CP Logistics Park: Vancouver  Community Consultation — Round 3 January 7 to February 4, 2022 15



Community – Noise, vibration 
and light (EEE Chapter 10)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Comments about reducing effects of noise, as well as noise wall locations 

• Comments about minimizing light impacts 

• Comments about minimizing vibration impacts 

Project activities have the potential to generate 
noise, vibration and light during pre-construction, 
construction and operation. Key policies and 
guidelines for noise, vibration and light related to 
railway developments come from both Canadian and 
some international agencies, including the Canadian 
Transportation Agency and Health Canada.

Potential effects:
Project-related activities may result in the following 
effects:

• Change in noise levels from the use of equipment 
during construction and from train movements, 
shunting, road traffic and transload equipment 
during operation;

• Change in vibration levels from trucking, 
bulldozing, asphalt compaction and pile 
installation during construction and train traffic 
during operation; and

• Change in ambient light levels from lighting 
fixtures during construction and operation.

Proposed mitigation measures:
After reviewing potential project effects, mitigation 
measures have been proposed to reduce or eliminate 
the potential project-related effects on noise, vibration 
and light, some examples include:

• Constructing three permanent noise walls at 
locations where noise levels are anticipated 
to result in substantial increases in noise and 
disturbance to adjacent land uses, including for 
residents south of right-of-way; 

• Developing construction plans including best 
practices to minimize noise and effects on adjacent 
areas, including work hours aligning with the Pitt 
Meadows Noise Control Bylaw where possible, 

advanced notification of noisy activities and a 
complaint management process to receive and 
track feedback and provide timely responses; 

• Reducing operation-related noise and vibration 
by implementing welded rail rather than jointed 
tracks, and impose truck speed limits to reduce 
road traffic noise; and 

• Selecting lighting designs to minimize light trespass 
to neighbouring residences and sky glow. 

EEE conclusions:
While changes in noise, vibration and light levels 
(including ambient levels) are expected as a result of 
project activities, with proposed mitigation measures, 
project effects on noise, vibration and light are 
expected to remain within relevant guidelines:

• Noise levels are expected to meet Health Canada 
guidelines during project pre-construction, 
construction and operation.

• Vibration levels at the nearest residences are 
perceptible but well below thresholds set by 
relevant guidelines.

• Minimal levels of light trespass and glare are 
expected due to the nearest receptors surrounding 
the main transload site being well removed from 
nearby development.
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Community – Utilities and 
community services (EEE Chapter 18)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about avoiding or mitigating potential impacts on infrastructure, recreational activities 

and utilities 

• Suggestions related to the wear and tear on community infrastructure 

• Concerns about the protection of green space and trails 

• Suggestions related to investing in community amenities such as park and recreation space, 
active transportation infrastructure and utilities

Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge have an extensive 
system of public utilities that provides the community 
with adequate and secure waste and recycling 
management systems, water, sewage, communications 
and electricity. Community services in the area include 
a number of important values such as housing, 
educational facilities, healthcare and emergency 
services, cultural facilities, as well as recreational trails 
and parks. 

Potential effects:
Project-related activities during the pre-construction, 
construction and operation phases may result in the 
following effects:

• Disruption to utilities, including relocation or 
modifications to local infrastructure and temporary 
disruption to service;

• Disturbances to outdoor recreation activities and 
navigation in the Katzie Slough due to change in 
noise and air quality;

• Disruption to navigation in the Katzie Slough as a 
result of railway bridge construction; 

• Change in access to community services in the 
Local Evaluation Area and, depending on the 
service, sensory disturbance from change to noise 
and air quality; and 

• Change in demand for emergency services.

Proposed mitigation measures:
A variety of project mitigations, engagement efforts, 
health and safety measures and access management 
protocols are proposed to avoid or reduce adverse 
effects, including:

• Working with municipalities to develop plans 
to avoid, or mitigate, potential impacts on 
infrastructure and comply with applicable 
engineering standards and City bylaws; 

• Working with emergency response providers to 
develop plans for ensuring response times during 
construction and operations are maintained, 
including fire flow water supply demand, 
emergency equipment on site and other health 
and safety measures; 

• Implementing mitigation to avoid or minimize 
disturbance effects, such as light and noise, that 
can impact recreational activities on adjacent land, 
including a noise wall at the south side of the 
right-of-way, as well as a baghouse dust collection 
system and vapour recovery system to address 
fugitive dust and vapour emissions;

• Coordinating with utility providers to determine 
ways to minimize effects to existing utilities 
and facilitate new connections required by the 
project; and 
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Community – Utilities and 
community services continued
• Developing access management plans, including 

community advisories on pre-construction and 
construction activities, to minimize impacts to 
recreational activities on adjacent lands and 
waters including maintaining vertical clearance 
to accommodate canoes and kayaks on the 
Katzie Slough.

In addition to these mitigation measures, additional 
measures in the air quality, noise, vibration, light, 
fish and fish habitat, vegetation and wetlands and 
wildlife chapters of the EEE will also mitigate effects to 
recreational area users. 

Please note - issues related to local emergency 
services are discussed in Safety (page 23).

EEE conclusions:
While it is anticipated that there will be an increase 
or disruption in the demand for emergency services 
and outdoor recreation, as well as a disruption 
of navigation in Katzie Slough, following the 
implementation of measures to coordinate project 
activities with service providers, no residual effects 
are anticipated. In addition, mitigation measures to 
address noise and air quality are anticipated to reduce 
potential effects to community services. 

Artist’s rendering from the corner of McTavish Rd. and Green Rd. looking northwest (subject to change)
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Community – Human health 
(EEE Chapter 19)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about the effects of air quality, noise, vibration and light on human health

Potential effects to human health may be associated 
with changes to environmental quality, including 
changes to air quality, ambient noise, water quality 
and quality of traditional foods. The evaluation was 
completed using a Human Health Risk Assessment 
framework, and assessed the exposure of humans to 
environmental contaminants or stressors potentially 
associated with the project.

Potential effects:
Potential project-related effects on human health 
include: 

• Changes to air quality resulting from project 
activities and equipment use, including direct air 
emissions; 

• Localized effects of noise and vibration during 
construction and operation could negatively affect 
human health, including sleep disturbances; and

• Project-generated lighting could cause annoyance 
and affect quality of life for people residing near 
the project site.

Proposed mitigation measures:
To address potential effects to human health, a variety 
of mitigation measures are being proposed, including:

• Implementing a Construction Environmental 
Management Plan and following applicable federal 
regulations and standards to limit adverse effects 
to human health during construction, including 
work scheduling and communication protocols; 

• Installing a noise wall at the nearest residences 
south of the right-of-way (approximately 6 metres, 
to be confirmed during final engineering);

• Installing systems to address air quality, including 
systems design to collect fugitive dust and to 
properly vent and recover vapour;

• Using welded rail to minimize noise generated 
from wheel strikes on rail joints; and

• Reducing lighting in areas that are not actively 
being used for construction.

EEE conclusions:
Following the implementation of mitigation measures 
for potential effects to noise, vibration and light, no 
significant residual effects to human health were 
identified. 

Residual effects on human health as a result of 
changes to air quality at the projects western boundary 
are likely to occur but are expected to be minor. With 
implementation mitigation measures, these effects are 
generally expected to last for very short periods 
and will be low in magnitude.
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Community – Employment and 
regional economy (EEE Chapter 17)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Interest in potential employment opportunities related to the project

• Concern related to the amount of tax revenue for local government

Pitt Meadows continues to have a strong agriculture 
economic sector, and with transportation 
improvements it has added new industrial spaces 
that have strengthened conditions for other sectors 
to emerge. The local area also supports current and 
traditional use activities that support commerce and 
economic conditions in local Indigenous communities. 
The CP Logistics Park: Vancouver is anticipated to 
result in employment and economic benefits including 
employment and business opportunities and increased 
tax revenues for local and regional governments.

Potential effects:
Potential project-related effects on employment and 
the regional economy include: 

• Changes in employment and contracting 
opportunities;

• Changes in economic diversity; and

• Changes in local and regional government 
finances.

Proposed mitigation measures:
To address potential effects to employment and the 
regional economy, a variety of mitigation measures are 
being proposed, including:

• Hiring strategy to enhance local and regional 
employment and contracting opportunities;

• Ongoing engagement with agricultural 
stakeholders during Project planning;

• Ongoing engagement with local and regional 
governments;

EEE conclusions:
The evaluation identified several potential effects 
on employment and regional economy, including 
potential increases in employment and contracting 
opportunities, increased economic diversity and 
increased contributions to local and regional 
government finances.

Project construction and operation is anticipated 
to create up to 250 jobs, comprising a broad 
array of occupations including trades, engineering 
and technical, heavy equipment operations, 
management and supervisory roles and 
administrative and support positions.

CP will continue to engage with local and regional 
governments to identify potential effects on 
municipal services, where tax revenue could be used 
to mitigate. Overall, effects on local government 
finances are expected to be positive through 
increased property taxes.

20



Culture – Archaeological and 
heritage resources (EEE Chapter 20) 

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Comments about protecting and monitoring heritage and archaeological sites 

• Comments related to the employment and hiring of Indigenous monitors to be onsite during construction 

Archaeological resources include, but are not limited 
to, the physical remains of the past, including ancient 
stone implements, pictographs (paintings) and 
petroglyphs (carvings), remains of ancient houses and 
campsites, shell middens and culturally modified trees. 
Heritage resources include buildings, landscapes, or 
locations of heritage value (known and unknown).

Potential effects:
One potential project-related effect on archeological 
and heritage resources has been identified, which 
is a disturbance of site, structure or thing that is of 
archeological or Indigenous importance during pre-
construction and construction.

Proposed mitigation measures:
Mitigation measures proposed to address the above 
potential effect include:

• Additional Archaeological Impact Assessment 
(AIA) work to meet the conditions of Heritage 
Conservation Act and First Nations permits; 

• Avoidance by design and site-specific mitigation 
measures where feasible as required by the AIA;

• Implementing an Archaeological and Heritage 
Management Plan during construction, including 
an Archaeological Chance Find Procedure; 

• Archaeological monitoring during construction 
should areas of high archaeological potential be 
identified; and 

• Project design changes be reviewed by a qualified 
archaeological professional.

EEE conclusions:
While remote sensing (augmented by machine 
auger testing) detected no buried features, lands 
adjacent to existing and relict sloughs have high 
potential for buried archaeological sites. Monitoring 
of the geotechnical testing has not revealed any 
archaeological remains to-date but monitoring future 
testing will continue if testing is required. 

The implementation of the proposed mitigation 
measures will effectively prevent any project-
related residual effects and potential cumulative 
effects. The proposed mitigation measures include 
monitoring and preventing the destruction or 
disturbance of archeological sites or artifacts of 
Indigenous importance. 
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Culture – Current use of lands and 
resources for traditional purposes 
(EEE Chapter 21) 
Historically, Indigenous Peoples used the areas 
around the proposed Project Area for traditional use 
activities including fishing, plant harvesting, hunting, 
trapping and ceremonial purposes. This is validated by 
previously recorded archaeological resources located 
within two kilometres of the Project Area. The Coast 
Salish peoples are recognized as members of a group 
of ethnically and linguistically related Indigenous 
peoples of the Pacific Northwest Coast with select 
Nations having traditional territory overlapping 
with the Regional Evaluation Area and current use 
Local Evaluation Area. CP is currently engaging with 
Indigenous communities who have overlapping 
interests with the project to determine current use of 
the proposed Project Area for traditional use activities.

Study objectives:
The objectives of the chapter in the EEE related to 
current use of lands and resources for traditional 
purposes are to consider and incorporate any 
Indigenous Knowledge and traditional use information 
provided by potentially affected Indigenous 
communities into the EEE and to identify mitigation 
and enhancement approaches to address any potential 
project-related effects to Indigenous current use.

CP recognizes the importance and value of integrating 
Indigenous Knowledge into the environmental effects 
evaluation to help preserve and strengthen Indigenous 
customs, practices and traditions today and for future 
generations. Given this, CP worked with relevant 
Indigenous communities through ongoing engagement 
to establish project-specific Indigenous Knowledge 
resources. These project-specific Indigenous 
Knowledge resources included:

• The development of a project-specific Indigenous 
Knowledge protocol to help establish a respectful 
and culturally appropriate understanding and 
process for gathering, documenting and applying 
Indigenous Knowledge into the EEE.

• The development of a project-specific Indigenous 
Knowledge database to help efficiently and 
appropriately support the broad consideration and 
application of Indigenous Knowledge and current 
use in all areas of interest identified for the CP 
Logistics Park: Vancouver. 

The study team conducted a secondary literature 
review consisting of publicly available data 
characterizing the historical and current use of land 
and resources by relevant Indigenous communities 
developed for projects near the Vancouver Intermodal 
Facility. The project team was not provided with 
project-specific primary data from Indigenous 
communities and was not able to conduct primary data 
collection largely due to COVID-19 related restrictions 
preventing in-person engagement.

Results and conclusions:
As this work is ongoing at of the start of this 
round of public consultation, the potential effects, 
mitigation and enhancement measures and 
conclusions related to current use of lands and 
resources for traditional purposes have not been 
finalized. These will be summarized in the final EEE 
that is submitted as part of CP’s application to the 
Canadian Transportation Agency.
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Safety (EEE Chapter 22)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Concerns about accidents and malfunctions, including interest in emergency response plans

• Comments about investing in emergency services, especially fire response

• Concerns about safety risks related to fuel storage

Safety is a core value for CP. As part of the EEE, CP 
undertook an evaluation of potential accidents or 
malfunctions. CP’s objective is to reduce the probability 
of these incidents and the associated consequences 
that may affect people and the environment.

Potential effects:
Potential accidents, malfunctions and unplanned 
events that might occur during the life of the project 
were identified using professional judgment and 
historical performance data for similar projects. A risk 
assessment was completed to assess the likelihood and 
severity of the scenario, consequence in the event of 
the scenario occurring and the potential interactions 
between each event scenario and relevant Valued 
Component (VC) receptors. The potential accident or 
malfunction scenarios that were considered include: 

• Containment failure, including hazardous 
material spill on land or water or sediment 
release into watercourse;

• Fire or explosion of a gasoline or ethanol product 
storage tank or grain silo; and

• Earthworks failure, including failure or slumping 
of preload.

Proposed mitigation measures:
• Adherence to the project’s Construction 

Environmental Management Plan, which includes 
component plans that address the management of 
all key issues;

• Using tank cars with several enhanced safety 
features including a thermally protected, jacketed 
tank that provides additional puncture resistance, 
structural strength and fracture resistance in the 
event of an incident;

• Engineering safeguards (e.g., secondary 
containment for tanks, vapour control and capture) 
and operational procedures (e.g., maintenance, 
training, on site traffic control); 

• Site-specific plans to address spill response, 
waste management, fuel management and 
stormwater management;

• Engagement and agreements with local 
emergency service providers on the development 
of an Emergency Response Plan and the provision 
of training; 

• Development of a site-specific Emergency 
Response Plan as well as ongoing risk assessments 
and emergency plan analysis;

• CP Community Emergency Planning Guide – A 
guide to assist local emergency organization to 
plan and respond to incidents and to supplement 
the Emergency Response Plan; and 

• CP Integrated Contingency Plan – Emergency 
Preparedness and Response – Primary response 
tool, explains the framework and procedures 
in place to CP’s operations to respond to 
emergencies.

EEE conclusions:
With the implementation of the proposed mitigation 
measures, the majority of risk rankings range 
from Low to Medium. Given that a train moves at a 
very slow speed in the rail yard, a derailment capable 
of triggering the release of fuels from a railcar is not 
plausible. Similarly, the likelihood of a fire occurring 
with sufficient severity for the project to affect the 
biophysical and socioeconomic environments is rare 
and not expected over the life of the project.
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Transportation (EEE Chapter 16)

Round 2 – what we heard: 
• Comments and questions about connections between the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver and the Pitt 

Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project

• Concerns related to congestion as a result of increased truck and train traffic during operation, including 
suggestions to optimize traffic signals

• Comments about implementing traffic management plans during construction

• Suggestions about warning systems to provide notice of when trains will block crossings

In the future, without the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, 
traffic in the region is anticipated to become 
increasingly congested. The evaluation includes an 
investigation of the local traffic conditions in the 
future years by accounting for projected traffic growth 
in the area that is anticipated to occur regardless of 
whether the project proceeds. In addition, a regional 
trucking analysis was conducted using a model to 
assess regional trip patterns and conduct long-range 
forecasting.

Potential effects:
• Change in transportation operations within 

the local area during pre-construction and 
construction phases;

• Change in transportation operations within the 
local area during operation; and

• Change in trucking activity on the broader 
regional road network associated with relocating 
transloading activity from elsewhere in the region 
to instead occur at the project site.

Proposed mitigation measures:
• Coordination with road authorities during pre-

construction, construction and operation;

• Developing a robust traffic management plan 
in consultation with key stakeholders and 
implementation during construction to reduce 
effects to local traffic; and

• Proactively communicating project-related road use 
with local community to avoid adversely affecting 
local traffic. 

EEE conclusions:
The project is anticipated to cause a very minor 
increase in overall traffic volumes on Lougheed 
Highway and a moderate increase in traffic volumes on 
Kennedy Road during pre-construction, construction 
and operation. The proposed mitigation measures 
in place are anticipated to reduce truck volume and 
congestion, and minimize disruption to transportation 
operations. These measures include improved signage, 
a Traffic Management Plan and monitoring for 
potential queue spillbacks.

If built, the project is anticipated to reduce truck 
volumes needed to move the same amount 
of goods by approximately 35 percent, when 
compared to a future scenario without the project.
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Engagement and regulatory 
timeline 

Late 2020

Public 
Engagement 
Round 1

Public and Indigenous Consultation

CP Timeline

CTA Decision Early 2023

CP Final Investment 
Decision*

* subject to CTA application approval 

** the CTAs public comment period is a minimum of 30 business days

2024

Detailed 
Design

2026

Construction

Q1 2022

CTA Application Filing 

2020

Preparation

2022

Application Completeness Review

Pre-Application CTA Application 
Review

Public Comment**

CTA Deliberation

CTA Decision 2026

Construction

Regulatory Timeline

Monitoring and Compliance with Conditions

June 2021

Public Engagement Round 2

Early 2022

Public Engagement Round 3

CP anticipates a multi-year planning and consultation 
process for the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver. 
The input you provide during the community 
consultation process will be carefully considered as CP 
refines its project design and submits its regulatory 
application to the CTA. 

CP will continue community and Indigenous 
engagement throughout 2021 and prior to the 
submission of CP’s regulatory application. CP 
anticipates the CTA review process will be initiated 
in Spring 2022 with a potential decision expected 
sometime in 2022.
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CP – Who we are
What is CP and what do we do?
Incorporated in 1881, Canadian Pacific Railway was 
formed to physically unite Canada and Canadians from 
coast to coast. Today CP delivers rail transportation 
and transload solutions that connect North America 
and the world. By doing this safely and efficiently, 
CP creates long-term sustainable value for our 
shareholders and the broader economy. CP employs 
12,000 railroaders across North America. Locally, CP 
has a long history of partnership with Pitt Meadows, 
having operated in the community since 1886. 

CP in the community: 
CP celebrates with the community each year when 
the CP Holiday Train stops in Pitt Meadows, drawing 
thousands of residents. CP believes in giving back 
to the communities where it operates. In 2020 and 
2021, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, CP donated 
to foodbanks along its network and hosted a virtual 
concert in lieu of its regular Holiday Train program.

Fundraising efforts over the past two years for 
the CP Women’s Open have helped raise more 
than $2.8 million to support important equipment 
purchases and research at BC Children’s Hospital, 
along with an additional $557,000 for Kamloops 
Royal Inland Hospital.

26



Forward Looking Statement 
This discussion guide contains certain forward-looking 
information and forward-looking statements (collectively, 
“forward-looking information”) within the meaning of 
applicable securities laws. Forward-looking information 
includes, but is not limited to, statements concerning 
expectations, beliefs, plans, goals, objectives, assumptions 
and statements about possible future events, conditions, 
and results of operations or performance. Forward-looking 
information may contain statements with words or headings 
such as “financial expectations”, “key assumptions”, 
“anticipate”, “believe”, “expect”, “plan”, “will”, “outlook”, 
“should” or similar words suggesting future outcomes. 
This discussion guide contains forward-looking information 
relating, but not limited to, the outcome of environmental 
studies, First Nations and community engagement and 
regulatory approval processes, the completion of the design 
and construction of the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver in 
accordance with its currently proposed design and timeline, 
including with respect to its anticipated size and capabilities, 
the anticipated impacts of the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
on our business, our operations, priorities and plans, on 
the environment and greenhouse gas emissions by us and 
third parties, on the Canadian economy and perceptions 
by third parties of Canada’s status as a global trade 
partner, and on our anticipated financial and operational 
performance. The forward-looking information contained 
in this discussion guide is based on current expectations, 
estimates, projections and assumptions, having regard to 
CP’s experience and its perception of historical trends, and 
includes, but is not limited to, expectations, estimates, 
projections and assumptions relating to: foreign exchange 
rates, effective tax rates, land sales and pension income; 
greenhouse gas emissions; North American and global 
economic growth; commodity demand growth; sustainable 
industrial and agricultural production; commodity prices and 
interest rates; performance of our assets and equipment; 
sufficiency of our budgeted capital expenditures in carrying 
out our business plan; our ability to complete our capital 
and maintenance projects, including completion of the 
proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver in accordance with 
the specifications and timelines anticipated; applicable 
laws, regulations and government policies, including 
required regulatory approvals; the availability and cost of 
labour, services and infrastructure; market demand for 
CP’s services; First Nations engagement; environmental 
approvals; our ability to maintain our relationships with key 
third parties; anticipated actions by third parties in response 
to changes in our business, operations, priorities and plans; 
and the satisfaction by third parties of their obligations 
to CP. Although CP believes the expectations, estimates, 
projections and assumptions reflected in the forward-
looking information presented herein are reasonable as of 
the date hereof, there can be no assurance that they will 
prove to be correct. Undue reliance should not be placed 
on forward-looking information as actual results may differ 
materially from those expressed or implied by forward-

looking information. By its nature, CP’s forward-looking 
information involves inherent risks and uncertainties that 
could cause actual results to differ materially from the 
forward looking information, including, but not limited to, 
the following factors: changes in business strategies; general 
North American and global economic, credit and business 
conditions; risks associated with agricultural production, 
such as weather conditions and insect populations; the 
availability and price of energy and agricultural commodities; 
the effects of competition and pricing pressures; industry 
capacity; shifts in market demand, including market demand 
for autos, agricultural and energy commodities; changes 
in commodity prices; uncertainty surrounding timing and 
volumes of commodities being shipped via CP; inflation; 
geopolitical instability; changes in laws, regulations and 
government policies, including regulation of rates; changes 
in taxes and tax rates; potential increases in maintenance 
and operating costs; changes in fuel prices; uncertainties 
of investigations, proceedings or other types of claims and 
litigation; labour disputes; risks and liabilities arising from 
derailments; transportation of dangerous goods; timing of 
completion of capital and maintenance projects; currency 
and interest rate fluctuations; regulatory approvals and 
timing of regulatory approvals; results of engagement with 
First Nations and other communities; effects of changes 
in market conditions and discount rates on the financial 
position of pension plans and investments; trade restrictions 
or other changes to international trade arrangements; 
climate change; our inability to complete the design 
and construction of the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver in 
accordance with the specifications and on the timelines 
anticipated; the failure by third parties to respond to 
changes in our business, operations, priorities and plans 
in the manner we anticipate or at all; and various events 
that could disrupt operations, including severe weather, 
such as droughts, floods, avalanches and earthquakes, 
and cybersecurity attacks, as well as security threats 
and governmental response to them, and technological 
changes. The list of factors noted is not exhaustive. These 
and other factors are detailed from time to time in reports 
filed by CP with securities regulators in Canada and the 
United States. Reference should be made to “Risk Factors” 
and “Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial 
Condition and Results of Operations - Forward-Looking 
Information” in CP’s annual and interim reports on Form 
10-K and 10-Q. The forward-looking information contained 
in this discussion guide is made as of the date hereof. Except 
as required by law, CP undertakes no obligation to update 
publicly or otherwise revise any forward-looking information, 
or the foregoing assumptions and risks affecting such 
forward-looking information, whether as a result of new 
information, future events or otherwise.
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Notes from virtual open houses



1 
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver Round 3 Community Consultation 
Virtual Open House Notes 

CP Logistics Park: Vancouver Community Consultation Round 3 
Summary – Virtual Open House 1  
 

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2022 TIME: 6:30PM TO 7:30PM LOCATION: ZOOM 
 

PUBLIC 22 attendees 
33 questions and comments (29 written, four oral) 

CP Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management  
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment 

INDEPENDENT 
FACILITATOR 

Chris Chok, Kirk & Co. Consulting Ltd. 

DETAILS 

This document provides a summary of the questions and comments from members of the 
public and response from CP at the first of three virtual open houses during the CP Logistics 
Park: Vancouver Community Consultation – Round 3 (January 7 to February 4, 2022). 
Remarks are paraphrased for clarity. 

1. Introduction 
The virtual open house began at 6:30pm. 
 
Chris Chok welcomed attendees and provided an overview of the agenda for the virtual open house, which 
included a presentation providing an overview of the results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation (EEE) as 
well as proposed mitigation approaches, followed by a question and comment period. Instructions for how to 
participate throughout the session using Zoom were provided, and use of the Q&A function was encouraged 
throughout the presentation. 
 
Chris Chok introduced the CP representatives present who will be providing a presentation and responding to 
questions and comments: Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management and 
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment. 
 
2. Presentation 
Jeff Edwards acknowledged that the project is on multiple traditional territories. Geographically, the project is 
closest to the Katzie First Nation. Special thanks were provided to Chief Grace George and her Council for their 
continued dialogue. 
 
Jeff Edwards and Joe Van Humbeck provided a presentation on the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, 
including the results of the EEE as well as proposed mitigation approaches. 
 
3. Question and comment period 
Oral question regarding monitoring and enforcement of mitigation: 
The consultation and discussion guide outlines many of our concerns in detail as well as mitigation for 
everything described. Who will monitor and enforce that mitigation is being done effectively? What 
recourse do we have as citizens when our health, farmland, environment and safety is affected? CP has not 
been a good corporate citizen in the past and I have no reason to believe that they will be ones to self-
monitor and produce the mitigation that they've outlined in their report.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• As part of our application to the Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA), CP will be submitting 
a table of commitments, which will outline all of the mitigation measures included in the EEE 
and other commitments CP has made to the community.  

• The CTA often chooses to include a condition with its approvals that CP must meet all of the 
commitments outlined in our table of commitments. On previous approvals, the CTA has 
required that CP submit annual or more frequent monitoring reports. If CP does not meet 
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the conditions attached to the approval, this would then go to the enforcement branch of 
the CTA. 

• If we determine through our ongoing monitoring that the mitigation measures were not 
functioning as designed, we would report this to the CTA along with a corrective action plan. 
We would then implement the corrective action plan and be monitored against it to ensure 
that the value component protections are appropriate. 

 
Oral question regarding enforcement of mitigation: 
What happens if the regulatory bodies that oversee the enforcement of commitments change in the 
future? Would the new agencies that are overseeing the regulations take on the enforcement of 
previously made commitments? This is what happened with the Vancouver Intermodal Facility (VIF); the 
mechanism for compliance and regulations changed and the facility’s negative impact on the community 
has grown.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP won’t speculate hypothetical situations about what the Government of Canada may do.  
• CP is making commitments to the community and we will follow through on our 

commitments. We will be reporting on the commitments we have made and the CTA, as the 
rail regulator, will hold us to those commitments.  

 
Written question regarding traffic and Harris Road underpass: 
What is happening regarding the traffic situation at the Harris Road crossing? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP is working very closely with the Port of Vancouver and the City of Pitt Meadows Council on 
developing an underpass grade separation at Harris Road.  

• A partnership agreement was recently signed by all three parties that pushes us toward the 
next phase of the project, which includes detailed design. 

 
Written question regarding noise, light and wildlife: 
How will wildlife be near the Fraser River shore be affected? How will impacts to wildlife as a result of 
noise and light be mitigated?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The most significant issue with light was related to migratory birds. One of the mitigation 
measures is to use shielded and down-casting lights.  

• None of the studies showed that there would be significant impacts from the project 
extending to the shore of the Fraser River. 

 
Written question regarding past mitigation commitments: 
What mitigation did CP commit to with respect to VIF 20 years ago? If the answer cannot be provided 
tonight, where could members of the public find that?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP commits to determining what the mitigation commitments were when VIF was built. 
• During Virtual Open House 3, CP provided an overview of commitments made as 

part of construction of VIF. 
 
Written question regarding project timeline: 
What is the implementation timeline for the project? Would it be phased? 

 
CP provided a response: 
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• We anticipate submitting a CTA application for the project in early 2022. We expect that the 
CTA’s thorough evaluation of our application will take about 12 months. If approved, CP’s 
executive would then make an investment decision. If the project moved forward, there 
would be a number of years of pre-loading before the start of construction.  

• The EEE is based on an assumption that the project would be built in one continuous 
construction plan, because that was felt to be the most conservative assumption where the 
greatest potential impacts to the community would be experienced.  

• However, as we move through the development of the facility, there is the potential that 
different aspects of construction would be phased, depending on business demand and the 
needs of the shipping community. 

 
Oral question regarding safety: 
In the Safety section of the Round 3 Discussion Guide, it states that the majority of risk rankings range 
from low to medium. Can you define the risk rankings?  

 
Chris Chok provided a response: 

• Risk ranking definitions can be found in Volume 4 of the EEE, pages 22-13 and 22-14.  
 
Oral comment regarding past mitigation commitments and trust: 
I want to reiterate the importance of CP providing the information about the commitments that were 
made when VIF was built. We are now living with significant health and safety risks as a result of VIF 
growing without mitigation. How do we trust the commitments that are being made now, when we are 
living with the results of the lack of follow through with the previous facility in this community? We need 
commitments from CP not only during pre-construction, construction and operation, but long-term 
commitments and follow-up commitments if the facility grows.  

 
Written question regarding drainage and flooding: 
Can you describe what mitigation is planned related to drainage? During the Atmospheric River this 
winter, the project site was a lake that took almost a week to drain. Once paved, where would this water 
go? What is the impact on the Katzie Slough and Kennedy Road pump station? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• The engineers have considered extreme storm events in the design of the facility. They used 
the current one in 100-year storm projections, plus 15% to account for climate change. 

• The onsite drainage network incorporates stormwater ponds to buffer water going into Katzie 
Slough, meaning it holds back water and releases it at pre-development rates to ensure that 
we meet both municipal drainage criteria and agricultural drainage criteria.  

• Regarding the Kennedy Road pump station, CP understands that next year the City of Pitt 
Meadows is going to be looking at the capacity of the pump station and deciding whether the 
pumps need to be upsized. We are engaged in conversations with the technical staff at the 
City of Pitt Meadows regarding that pump station. 

 
Written question regarding drainage: 
What happens with drainage during construction? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Water on-site during construction was also considered in the design. During the pre-
construction phase of the project, the preload design considers berming to ensure that water 
doesn't run off at accelerated rates from the preload and that we do not exceed any of the 
applicable criteria within Katzie Slough as well. 

 
Written question regarding liquids transloading: 
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CP reports an 87% decrease in transportation fuel volumes. What was the original proposed volume of fuel 
and what is the volume of fuel to be stored, blended and transloaded in the current plan? What is the 
volume of jet fuel in the current plan? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• I don’t have the exact numbers of the original proposal, but we had a number of large storage 
tanks able to handle five days buffering capacity for the facility. The current facility design 
includes two transloading pods, each with 12 3000-barrel tanks.  

• There is no current plan to store jet fuel at the facility. We are anticipating that the facility will 
be handling primarily transportation fuels, including diesel, gasoline and ethanol. The 
comment in a previous round of engagement related to jet fuel was about it being a potential 
other liquid commodity that may be transloaded on the direct rail car-to-truck transloading 
lanes. 

 
Written questions regarding the Harris Road underpass and third rail: 
Can you provide more details on the Harris Road underpass? What is the timeline for the third rail to be 
built and running in relation to other components of the project?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The Pitt Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project is a separate project from the CP Logistics 
Park: Vancouver and is being led by the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority.  

• The Harris Road underpass is in the design phase and it is not yet known exactly when construction 
will start.  

 
Written questions regarding Kennedy Road overpass and facility access: 
How much commercial traffic will be added at the Lougheed Highway and Kennedy Road intersection? 
What is going to be done to prevent the traffic bottle neck at that intersection? If the overpass does not go 
through, how will trucks access the facility when there are trains blocking access for hours per day?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The Pitt Meadows Road and Rail Improvements Project is a separate project from the CP Logistics 
Park: Vancouver. Neither of the two projects are dependent on the other to move forward.  

• CP is supportive of and committed to the Kennedy Road overpass and see the project as providing 
strong community benefits. However, the Kennedy Road overpass has been put on pause to 
prioritize the Harris Road underpass.  

• During the first two rounds of consultation, there was concern around trucks queuing on Kennedy 
Road waiting for trains to pass. As such, CP is in the very early stages of looking at a potential 
private overpass on CP property that would alleviate the concern about trucks queuing, should the 
Kennedy Road overpass not move forward.  

• The Traffic section of the EEE goes into detail about the intersections, including the intersection at 
Lougheed Highway and Kennedy Road. The traffic assessment found that the queuing space on the 
road is adequate to accommodate the additional projected truck traffic. As a mitigation measure, 
CP is committing to monitor that intersection and if it is found that trucks spillover outside of the 
queuing areas, we would work closely with the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure 
regarding potential changes to the intersection, such as timing of the traffic lights. 

 
Written comment regarding emergency response: 
How will CP coordinate with local emergency responders in the event of fire or explosion onsite? Will you have 
onsite emergency response capability? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• One of the advantages of building a new modern facility is that we are able to incorporate 
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emergency response features from the outset.  
• There will be fire detection systems, standpipes for water dispersion, and firefighting foam to 

initiate an emergency response in the unlikely event of an incident related to the liquids 
transloading component. 

 
Written questions regarding air quality: 
What is the anti-idling policy? As a citizen, how do I know that the anti-idling policy is being followed on 
daily basis?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The specifics of the anti-idling policy have not yet been developed. It will depend on the final 
design of the facility, including where trucks are staging on the property and the anticipated 
movement of trucks around the property.  

• If approved, there will be about three years of preloading, which is when the detailed facility 
design would be developed, selection of operating partners would occur and development of anti-
idling policies for each of the hubs within the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver.  

 
Written question regarding Agricultural Enhancement Fund: 
I am offended by the "Agricultural Enhancement Fund." Is this a payout to farmers when they can no 
longer grow on their farmland because of the effects of the project? How is the fund proposed to be used? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP has used Agriculture Enhancement Funds on other projects, including for a proposed 
intermodal facility in the Montreal area. Other proponents in BC have also done this, including in 
the development of the Site C dam.  

• We discussed the potential for this fund with the Pitt Meadows Agricultural Advisory Committee 
(AAC) at their meeting today and we look forward to continuing these conversations.  

 
Written question regarding pre-construction: 
Will the auto satellite lots be preloaded and by how much?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The auto satellite lots will require preloading but I do not have the exact elevation of the preload 
available at the moment. 

o The current top of preload is at +4.7 meters in the satellite auto lots (fill of up to ~3.5 
meters above existing ground elevation). This is subject to change based on the density of 
the material ultimately used to preload the site. A less dense material may require slightly 
higher preload elevation. 

 
Written question regarding pump stations: 
The pumps at Kennedy Road are aged and not adequate for current climate change effects on 
precipitation and flooding and any possible compounding effect to move water into the Pitt River could be 
dire. Why were issues with pumps, including Kennedy Road pump station, not mentioned in the section on 
surface water and drainage? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP continues to have discussions with the technical team at the City of Pitt Meadows to 
understand the Kennedy Road pump station.  

• We understand that the City will be undertaking a study and design for a potential upgrade to the 
pump station over the next year or so. CP is committed to continuing our engagement with the 
technical team at the City of Pitt Meadows. 

 
Written question regarding project location: 
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CP continues to say they are mandated to grow to accommodate trade, but have you considered adjusting 
to fulfil this mandate in a way that does not always involve destruction of farmland or expanding industrial 
type activities in a residential community? Perhaps if land were was not so easily attainable for CP, there 
would be a greater desire to be more innovative in addressing the needs of trade, while respecting the 
value of life.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• We have an obligation through the CTA to have facilities to be able to handle the growth and 
volumes that are required from our customers. The factors driving the need for this project include 
the significant growth we’re seeing through the Port of Vancouver for commerce moving to and 
from Canada as well as significant population growth in the Lower Mainland.  

• CP conducted a very thorough evaluation of potential properties that could be utilized for this 
project. Seven potential properties were identified and evaluated and it was determined that none 
of the other six locations would have had reduced impact compared to the site we are proposing 
to move forward with.  

 
Written question about noise: 
Can you provide the noise assessment conducted for this project? 
 

Chris Chok provided a response: 
• Details related to the noise assessment can be found in Chapter 10 of the EEE.  

 
Written question regarding traffic: 
Allen Way enters onto Lougheed Highway; why can’t that be used for the increased truck traffic? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Allen Way is located at the eastern side of VIF, adjacent to our new cross dock facility and is the 
current entrance of the auto compound.  

• The loop track is the differentiator for this facility, as it is what brings the benefits to agricultural 
shippers. As such, the facility entrance needed to be on the west side of the facility, meaning we 
needed to utilize Kennedy Road. 

 
4. Conclusion 
Jeff Edwards thanked attendees for participating in the virtual open house and stated that CP will continue to 
carefully consider the feedback provided.  
 
Jeff Edwards shared the ways that the community could continue to provide feedback and sign up for project 
updates at cplogisticspark.ca and noted that the remaining two virtual open houses would take place on January 
17 and February 1, 2022.  
 
The virtual open house ended at 7:34pm. 
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CP Logistics Park: Vancouver Community Consultation Round 3 
Summary – Virtual Open House 2 
 

DATE: JANUARY 17, 2022 TIME: 7:30PM TO 8:30PM LOCATION: ZOOM 
 

PUBLIC 28 attendees 
41 questions and comments (31 written, 10 oral) 

CP Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management  
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment 

INDEPENDENT 
FACILITATOR 

Chris Chok, Kirk & Co. Consulting Ltd. 

DETAILS 

This document provides a summary of the questions and comments from members of the 
public and response from CP at the second of three virtual open houses during the CP 
Logistics Park: Vancouver Community Consultation – Round 3 (January 7 to February 4, 
2022). Remarks are paraphrased for clarity. 

1. Introduction 
The virtual open house began at 7:30pm. 
 
Chris Chok welcomed attendees and provided an overview of the agenda for the virtual open house, which 
included a presentation providing an overview of the results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation (EEE) as 
well as proposed mitigation approaches, followed by a question and comment period. Instructions for how to 
participate throughout the session using Zoom were provided, and use of the Q&A function was encouraged 
throughout the presentation. 
 
Chris Chok introduced the CP representatives present who will be providing a presentation and responding to 
questions and comments: Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management and 
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment. 
 
2. Presentation 
Jeff Edwards acknowledged that the project is on multiple traditional territories. Geographically, the project is 
closest to the Katzie First Nation. Special thanks were provided to Chief Grace George and her Council for their 
continued dialogue. 
 
Jeff Edwards and Joe Van Humbeck provided a presentation on the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, 
including the results of the EEE as well as proposed mitigation approaches. 
 
3. Question and comment period 
Written questions regarding liquids transloading volume: 
What is the precise volume for liquid storage after the 87% reduction and what types of fluids are proposed, 
by volume?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP is proposing two unloading pods, each with 12 tanks and each of the tanks having 3000 
barrels of gasoline, diesel fuel or ethanol.  

• The ratio of fuel type will vary depending on the needs of our customers. However, it is 
anticipated that the ratio in each pod will be approximately two tanks of ethanol, two tanks 
of diesel and eight tanks of gasoline. 

 
Oral question regarding liquids transloading volume: 
How did you arrive at the 87% reduction number? I don’t see a reduction in tank size since Round 2 
Community Consultation.  
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CP provided a response: 

• The 87% reduction is a comparison between our initial proposal in Round 1 and what was 
presented in Round 2 and Round 3.  

• We incorporated feedback from the community that we received during the first round of 
engagement. We went back to our customers in the shipping community and found a 
different way that we could meet their needs while incorporating feedback from the 
community. 

 
Oral comment regarding consultation timing and materials: 
This consultation period was close to the Christmas season; the timing is inconvenient. There are over 
1000 pages to be reviewed and commented on a 30-day timeline, which is very onerous, especially for the 
general public.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• We recognize that there is a lot of material, which is part of the reason why we put together 
the Discussion Guide, as it summarizes the key points on each of the value components and 
the mitigation measures CP is proposing. This is a 30-page document that people can review 
and then refer to specific portions of the EEE regarding topic of interest to them.  

• All of the documentation will be submitted to the Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA) and 
they will be conducting their own engagement period of a minimum of 30 business days. 

 
Oral question regarding operating partners: 
At the last open house, CP mentioned that there will be a multi-year process to determine things such as 
preload, detailed facility design, idling policy and the selection of operating partners. Can you provide more 
information on who the operating partners would be, why you need operating partners and what their roles 
and responsibilities would be?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP engages third parties to support and operate the non-rail portions of facilities. We work 
with community partners across our network to perform the transloading function of our 
facilities.   

• For example, CP provides all the rail service for the auto compound at Vancouver Intermodal 
Facility (VIF) but we have a contract partner that does all the unloading of rail cars.  

• Another example is that CP has a partner that operates the actual transloading of fuel at the 
Port Coquitlam yard. This is an expertise of theirs and they perform this function for us in 
multiple locations.  

 
Oral question regarding liquids transloading: 
What are the activities taking place at the Port Coquitlam yard related to transportation fuels? In previous 
consultation events, CP said there was no storage of transportation fuels aside from what is required for 
CP’s operations.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• There is no storage of fuel at the Port Coquitlam facility, aside from what is needed to fuel 
locomotives.  

• CP does have a transloading facility in Port Coquitlam, that translates directly from railcar to 
truck. There is no storage in that process.   

 
Oral question regarding liquids storage volume: 
My recollection is that we didn't have specifics of the number or size of the tanks in Round 1. Can you 
confirm what the original proposed volume was, considering that 12 million liters is an 87% reduction from 



9 
CP Logistics Park: Vancouver Round 3 Community Consultation 
Virtual Open House Notes 

just under 100 million liters.  
 

CP provided a response: 
• Correct. Without the exact numbers available right now, the 87% reduction would be from the 

total volume in Round 1.  
• The original proposal had very large storage tanks and we were planning to have five days of 

buffering capacity for approximately 80 rail cars per day of throughput.  
 
Written questions regarding air quality and mitigation enforcement: 
How will anti-idling mitigation be enforced? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP will submit a table of commitments to the CTA as part of our application. One of those 
commitments will be the development of idling policies for the facility.  

• The CTA can choose to make all of our commitments enforceable conditions within our 
approval. If the CTA chooses to approve this facility, we would then likely have to report on 
our compliance with all the conditions to the enforcement branch of the CTA. 

 
Written question regarding project location: 
Why is the IOCO site not being considered when it has a rail line and storage tanks? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• IOCO is a private facility owned by another shipper. It is not a CP facility.  
• When CP undertook planning for this facility, the site needed to be west of Mission and east of 

the west end of the Port Coquitlam rail yard. IOCO is located too far west.  
 
Written questions regarding Agricultural Enhancement Fund and agricultural mitigation: 
Can you expand on the proposed relocation of valuable soils and how you believe the community would 
benefit from an agriculture fund? Are there plans to relocate soils and have an agricultural benefit fund or 
have one or the other? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• No decisions have been made related to the agricultural benefit fund or soil relocation or 
both. We continue to engage with the Pitt Meadows Agricultural Advisory Committee (AAC) 
and other agricultural stakeholders to hear their perspectives about what would help to offset 
the loss of these 41 hectares of land.  

• The provision of an Agricultural Enhancement Fund would help to increase productivity of 
lands in the area and benefit a large number of farmers in the area, through activities such as 
drainage improvements.  

• The relocation of soil is a measure that would benefit a smaller number of farmers.  
 
Written questions regarding noise and noise mitigation: 
Will you provide all of the noise measurements taken for all locations? What are the dimensions of the 
proposed noise walls and what materials are being used to build them? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Data used in the modeling is included in the EEE. The summaries of the readings are in 
Chapter 10 and the amount of noise generated by the different sources on the site is 
included in Volume 2, Appendix A. 

• I don’t have the exact dimensions of the noise wall on hand. The wall will be made out of 
concrete.  

• Three noise walls are proposed, two of them being approximately 440 meters long, 
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one being 370 meters long, and all approximately six meters in height.  
 
Written questions regarding auto lot: 
Why aren’t multi-level car parking lots being proposed for the auto lot to reduce the footprint and take up 
less farmland? Why not upgrade the current auto loading site that is already in close proximity to the 
development? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• I'll have to engage with our engineering team about the specific reasons why a multi-level 
auto storage structure is not being proposed.  

• From an engineering perspective, a multi-storey structure was not contemplated 
based on the design requirements for the facility and efficiency considerations. 

• The existing auto lot is proposed to be relocated to create a single transportation hub, where 
all three activities can be co-located to generate efficiencies in the operation. 

 
Oral question regarding noise: 
Residents in south Pitt Meadows experience a significant amount of noise from the Golden Ears Bridge. We 
realized that the sound guidelines used in that process were those that would harm one’s hearing, rather than 
guidelines that reduced noise to a reasonable level. What is CP using as guidelines in the studies about noise 
and implementation of noise mitigation? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• With the implementation of the mitigation measures, that is the three noise walls, the noise 
levels are expected to meet the Health Canada guidelines during the pre-construction, 
construction and operations phases of the project. 

 
Oral question regarding liquids transloading and safety: 
How is blending fuel on this site justified and required for CP to satisfy its mandate to simply move goods? How 
many at grade crossings will you have on site where fuel trucks are going to be crossing the rail line? Based on 
the drawings, I don't see how fuel trucks can be loaded and moved through this facility without crossing the 
tracks at least once. Crossing the tracks brings increased risk of fire. 

 
CP provided a response: 

• A key driver of the need for this project is the anticipated population growth in the Lower 
Mainland of about a million people by 2030.  

• Fuel blending happens as delivery trucks are loaded. Both ethanol and gasoline will be drawn 
out of the storage tanks, blended in line through the pump and then put into the truck. We 
don’t anticipate that there will be storage of blended product on site; it would be blended as it 
is loaded.  

• CP would not propose something that was not safe. Safe operations is a responsibility CP 
takes extremely seriously. There is no task that is done in the operating world at CP without a 
full safety briefing. 

• There will be no trucks crossing live tracks. There will be a grade separated crossing to move 
from the interior of the facility across the loop track so that liquid commodity vehicles do not 
interact with trains.  

 
Oral question regarding agricultural land: 
Responded cited the Agricultural Land Commission’s letter to CP from March 2021. What federal law 
specifically allows CP to supersede provincial law that protects ALR from industrial use? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Within the Canada Transportation Act, CP and others in the federally regulated 
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interconnected railway system are designated as ‘works for the general advantage of Canada’.  
• The Federal Minister of Agriculture is targeting significant growth of the agricultural sector to 

existing markets in Asia as well as opening up new markets around the world. We feel that our 
project is going to be an important piece of that, allowing farmers across the nation to move 
custom allotments of specialty crops such as peas, beans, lentils, non-GMO certified crops. 

• Population growth in Metro Vancouver is anticipated to grow by a million residents by 2050. 
We need to have facilities ready and available to accommodate this growth.  

• At the same time, we recognize this project is going to have an impact on agriculture, 
including the loss of 41 hectares of agricultural land. That's why we continue to engage with 
the Agricultural Land Commission with the Pitt Meadows Agricultural Advisory Committee to 
find ways to offset that loss, be it through the relocation of the agricultural soils, an 
Agricultural Enhancement Fund, or other measures that are brought forward for consideration 
by these groups.  

 
Written question regarding traffic: 
How is it possible to have less truck traffic when fuel and car storage added to the logistics park will mean 
more truck movements? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Our projection is that there will be a reduction in regional truck traffic. The projected 
reduction in traffic would be driven by the movement of containers, specifically containers of 
agricultural products around the Lower Mainland. 

• Currently when a container vessel arrives from Asia, the process is as follows: 
• A shipping container is transferred from the vessel to a truck; 
• The truck drives the container to a warehouse facility and the container is unloaded; 
• The truck then drives the now-empty container to an agricultural product loading 

facility and is loaded with agricultural products; and 
• The truck drives the full container to the port to be put back on a vessel.   

• If the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver is approved, these truck movements would be replaced 
with rail service and the process would instead be as follows: 

• A container is transferred from a vessel to a train;  
• The container is moved by rail to the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver;  
• There are short truck movements within the facility as the container is unloaded 

and loaded again; and  
• The loaded container is put back on a train and moved by rail back to the port. 

 
Oral comment regarding agricultural land and food security: 
The project is removing a high-quality agricultural land that can be used for almost anything, barring some 
water issues on the plot. Food security and sustainability would be decreased, and we experienced the need 
for food security during the floods. No one argues against the value for farmers in foreign markets and the 
bigger picture benefits of the project, but it’s that it’s being put on such high-quality land.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• We watched from Calgary during the floods and empathize with the thousands of people were 
impacted by the flooding, especially those who lost their livelihoods and properties.  

• CP crews worked extremely hard for eight days to restore rail service and help to get products 
moving back into the Vancouver marketplace.  

• The event highlighted how all transportation service providers need to do our part to ensure 
that we have the infrastructure required to respond to those extreme events. If climate 
change forecasts are accurate, we can expect to see them more frequently and as a service 
provider, we have an obligation to be ready for them. 
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Oral comment regarding safety and agriculture: 
If safety is the number one priority for CP, then CP should acknowledge that it's safer for the community to 
retain 100 acres of farmland rather than live next to a 100-acre transloading facility. Additionally, a way to 
mitigate the loss of ALR land is to not build on ALR land at all.  
 
Oral comments and questions regarding agricultural land, consultation and project location: 
CP continues to highlight that they are working closely with the Katzie First Nation, Pitt Meadows residents, the 
City of Pitt Meadows, the Agricultural Land Commission and the Pitt Meadows AAC. Not one of these groups 
have shown support for CP's proposal and the majority of them submitted letters of opposition to the IAAC. I'm 
fully aware of CP's mandate and obligation to grow speaking points and respect the role of rail in our economy. 
However, the opposition are united in the core belief that this project should not be placed in the currently 
proposed location. We're not arguing that it doesn't need to exist, it cannot be placed in that location. If CP is 
not solely considering this project and this location from a financial standpoint, how do they justify the 
continued progression of this project in this location, when the lives and the community that it affects the 
most are so vehemently opposed to it? 
 

CP provided a response: 
• CP recognizes that there are concerns with a number of aspects of this project and that is why 

we are listening to and working to address and mitigate the concerns that are bring raised.  
• Several sites were evaluated when choosing the project’s location. The site’s adjacency to the 

VIF and CP’s mainline is critically important to the efficiencies and the environmental benefits 
of this project.   

• This project has national level benefits for the agricultural community. We are we are very 
cognizant of the importance of agricultural land and we are working hard with local 
stakeholders to ensure that we're finding mitigation that addresses the fact that this land is 
the land that is required for this project. 

 
Oral comments and questions regarding liquids transloading and auto lot: 
Our community appreciated the 87% reduction in fuel storage and CP was able to do it by addressing the needs 
of your customers in a different way. How you were able to reduce the volume by such a significant amount? I 
hope that you can address the other 13% in a different way too.  
 

CP provided a response: 
• One of the tenets of precision scheduled railroading is to keep cars moving and maintain a fluid 

network. Through working with our customers and decreasing loading and unloading times, we are 
able to keep their rail cars moving and the supply chain remaining fluid. If rail cars keep moving, 
we don't need to store as much product at the end. We will have about two days of buffering 
capacity rather than the five days of buffering capacity that we had originally proposed, and our 
customers were comfortable with this. 

 
Oral comments and questions regarding liquids transloading and auto lot: 
You said the existing auto lot will be moved to the new location to keep everything in one area. What are the 
plans for that current auto lot? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• The project is driven by the potential growth in electric vehicles and the general need for 
more vehicles into the local marketplace. The facility that we currently have in place is not 
sufficient to be able to handle the business we have in place today, let alone the anticipated 
growth.   

• The auto lot is being proposed to be moved onto the proposed project because the land it is 
currently on is completely used up and landlocked, meaning there is no opportunity for 
expansion.  
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• The existing auto lot land would be used for intermodal operations such as at our current 
intermodal facility. If the project is approved, the relocation of the auto lot is many years 
away. 

 
4. Conclusion 
Jeff Edwards thanked attendees for participating in the virtual open house and stated that CP will continue to 
carefully consider the feedback provided.  
 
Jeff Edwards shared the ways that the community could continue to provide feedback and sign up for project 
updates at cplogisticspark.ca and noted that the remaining virtual open house would take place on February 1, 
2022.  
 
The virtual open house ended at 8:46pm. 
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CP Logistics Park: Vancouver Community Consultation Round 3 
Summary – Virtual Open House 3 
 

DATE: FEBRUARY 1, 2022 TIME: 6:30PM TO 7:30PM LOCATION: ZOOM 
 

PUBLIC 27 attendees 
58 questions and comments (53 written, 5 oral) 

CP Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management  
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment 

INDEPENDENT 
FACILITATOR 

Chris Chok, Kirk & Co. Consulting Ltd. 

DETAILS 

This document provides a summary of the questions and comments from members of the 
public and response from CP at the third of three virtual open houses during the CP Logistics 
Park: Vancouver Community Consultation – Round 3 (January 7 to February 4, 2022). 
Remarks are paraphrased for clarity. 

1. Introduction 
The virtual open house began at 6:30pm. 
 
Chris Chok welcomed attendees and provided an overview of the agenda for the virtual open house, which 
included a presentation providing an overview of the results of the Environmental Effects Evaluation (EEE) as 
well as proposed mitigation approaches, followed by a question and comment period. Instructions for how to 
participate throughout the session using Zoom were provided, and use of the Q&A function was encouraged 
throughout the presentation. 
 
Chris Chok introduced the CP representatives present who will be providing a presentation and responding to 
questions and comments: Jeff Edwards, Assistant Vice President, Market Strategy & Demand Management and 
Joe Van Humbeck, Director, Impact Assessment and Natural Environment. 
 
2. Presentation 
Jeff Edwards acknowledged that the project is on multiple traditional territories. Geographically, the project is 
closest to the Katzie First Nation. Special thanks were provided to Chief Grace George and her Council for their 
continued dialogue. 
 
Jeff Edwards and Joe Van Humbeck provided a presentation on the proposed CP Logistics Park: Vancouver, 
including the results of the EEE as well as proposed mitigation approaches. 
 
3. Question and comment period 
Oral questions regarding project location: 
How can CP continue to propose this site when its own Comparative Site Evaluation indicates it should have 
been excluded from consideration? Section 4.2 states that parcels with a buffer of less than 300 meters from 
residential areas, or which contain community amenities such as parks or recreational facilities were 
excluded. The CP project documents state “the project area extends from Kennedy Road to Harris Road.” 
Looking at a 300-meter buffer towards the east end of the project area towards Harris Road, there are 
hundreds of residential homes, at least three parks, a school, numerous daycares, a recreation hall, art 
gallery, grocery stores, churches, well used cycling paths, restaurants, etc. CP obviously recognizes the 
impact to residents as they have proposed three permanent noise walls to mitigate the noise “to adjacent 
land users, including for residents.” 

 
CP provided a response: 

• We firmly stand behind the work of our consultants. The Comparative Site Evaluation was 
completed as a screening level assessment to look at potential locations within the Lower 
Mainland that would meet our operational needs. CP used City of Pitt Meadows land use 
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designation and all of the land surrounding the facility proper is designated as agricultural 
land.  

• We are committed to evaluating different mitigation measures to ensure the potential 
impacts on our neighbors are minimized and this is exactly why we conducted the noise 
evaluations. In the last round of engagement, we shared that we would be constructing a 
noise wall extending west of Harris Road. Based on the further analysis of our experts, two 
additional noise walls were added during this round of engagement. 

 
Oral comments and questions from MP Marc Dalton: 
Thank you for the opportunity to participate this evening and thanks to all the residents who have 
participated in this round of consultation and in previous ones. My staff and I have observed and 
participated in each of the three rounds of consultation and we've had ongoing conversations with a 
number of the residents in between the rounds, with a goal of ensuring that concerns are both heard and 
addressed by CP as you carry on through your process. Specific to this round of consultation, my primary 
concerns and questions are as follows: 

• As we're all aware, we've had historic floods here just a few months ago, CP incurred many 
losses and damage to your infrastructure. My commendation to you for your efforts to get 
operations going and getting the goods back moving again. That said, we were quite lucky 
locally compared to other places east in the Fraser Valley. The catastrophic damage raised 
fears that another storm or event like this could cause severe flooding in the very spot that 
this project is proposed to be built on. I was hoping to see some recognition of that in the 
consultation report, and how that can be mitigated, particularly with the amount of fuel that 
you're proposing to store here, which leads me to my second concern.  

• My second concern is how those tanks are being depicted on the site plan. They look like tiny 
little dots, but you describe them as I believe 3000-barrel capacity, some quick research shows 
the dimensions for that capacity would mean the tanks would be roughly 30 feet by 24 feet 
and you are proposing I believe 24 of them. It doesn't seem to be a transparent representation 
of their size, or the impact on the physical and visual landscape of the site.  

• And finally, with regards to transparency, the second round was back in June. At that time, I asked 
for a commitment in light of the fact that rounds one and two were conducted exclusively in the 
virtual format, that round three include in person engagement opportunities. The timing for this 
round was announced shortly after Dr. Henry imposed the latest round of restrictions and 
concerns have been raised as to why this round was not held either before or perhaps put off. As 
restrictions are slowly begin to lift, will you commit to holding an additional in person meeting 
prior to making a Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA) application?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• We recognize that you discussed our project in Parliament this week and we recognize your 
commitment to your constituents.  

• Our objective is to be as transparent as we possibly can while gathering feedback from all 
major stakeholders and the residents of Pitt Meadows. We moved Round 3 Community 
Consultation to January to avoid the Christmas season and we have increased the number of 
engagement events and their time of day to maximize participation. Our desire would have 
been to engage in person, but unfortunately the environment that we are facing today did not 
allow us to do that. Delaying this process had its own downfalls it is important to us that we 
get this proposal in front of the community in a timely manner. 

• For the specific topics that were assessed as part of our evaluation of the project, I would 
point people to Chapter 23 of the EEE for more details. At a high level, we considered severe 
precipitation, extreme temperatures, flooding, visibility issues such as fog and smoke, wind, 
seismic activity, geotechnical hazards and lightning.  

• Our engineering team considered extreme precipitation events as well as a potential dike 
failure in the design of the facility and ensured that the sensitive infrastructure was located 
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above that elevation. 
• Specific to flooding, our engineering team ensured that the design of the facility would not be 

negatively impacted by extreme flood events, including events that lead to the overtopping of 
the Pitt River or the Fraser River dikes. The project elevation is above the potential flood 
elevation of the dikes, to ensure that there would not be negative impacts to the community 
from the tanks or other infrastructure. 

• To the comment related to the visual impacts of the project, I would encourage people to visit the 
website at cplogisticspark.ca, under the second round of engagement, we released a number of 
visual renderings which include the tanks in them so people can get a sense of the scale of the 
proposed facility. 

 
Written question regarding liquids transloading volume: 
Please explain how you calculate an 87% reduction in fuel storage from your original plan.  

 
CP provided a response: 

• The initial plan, which we brought to the community in December 2020, proposed five days of 
buffering capacity, including 11 tanks at a tank size of approximately 24,000 barrels each.  

• In working through the transloading procedure and the overall movement of rail cars into the 
Lower Mainland with our customers, we found that two fixed infrastructure unloading pods, each 
with 12 3000-barrel tanks would meet the needs of the shipping community.  

 
Oral comments and question regarding safety: 
Time and time again, CP representatives have reassured us that their commitment to safety is their number 
one priority. I want to take a moment to look at CP's recent record on safety in our community. According to 
data from the Transportation Safety Board, there is an alarming trend in recent accident rates at the Port 
Coquitlam yard. Between 2016 and 2018, there are an average of eight accidents or incidents per year. This 
rose in 2019 to 19 incidents or accidents, 20 in 2020, and eight in 2021 up to June. Over the past five years, 
there have been 54 non-mainline track derailments, some of which involve dangerous goods cars, nine non-
main track collisions, one fire involving a burning sulfur car, two crossing incidents, including an ethanol tanker 
truck exploding and two deaths. In a Tri-City News report about January 22, 2018, when a tanker truck carrying 
ethanol collided with a rail car and burst into flames sending plumes of smoke into the air. They did not have 
the foam required to put out the fire and had to make an emergency run to Abbotsford to get the proper 
foam. The report says that there was no unified command, there was confusion and trouble getting live BC 
Hydro wires shut down. The 1000-foot perimeter set up by paramedics around the hot zone caused mass 
confusion for CP crews and media wasn't able to access the site. Lack of information created inefficiencies in 
reporting to media and residents and there was a lack of information about missing people.  
The Round 3 Discussion Guide says that there are risks of containment failure, fire and explosion and 
earthwork failure. CP says it will all be mitigated, however even with the proposed measures, the majority of 
the risk rankings range from low to medium. One catastrophic explosion in my community could leave me 
without family members, friends, my children's childhood, school, and friends. How do we tolerate the rare 
risk to our community? How is that acceptable?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• I appreciate your comments and I understand the emotion around a potential incident. I can 
assure you CP would not propose something that wasn't safe. We take every measure to ensure 
that our operation is the safest in the industry and that everyone goes home safe, including CP 
employees, anyone who works with CP and residents in surrounding areas.  

• Safety has been at the forefront of every design decision of the liquids transloading area. The 
facility has been designed to include a grade separation that ensures that tanker truck traffic does 
not have to cross live tracks to get in and out of the facility. Once trucks are in the liquid 
transloading area, rail cars will not be moving on the tracks while trucks are operating in that area, 
making it completely separate to ensure that there is never a repeat of the type of incident that 
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occurred in Port Coquitlam. Other features that we are incorporating in the design based on 
industry best practices include automated fire detection systems and foam suppression systems, 
to ensure that in the highly unlikely event of an incident, all of the response capabilities we require 
are present at the site. 

 
Oral comments and questions regarding air quality:  
The project benefits are nationwide and regional in scope. However, the impacts are local. And these local 
impacts are not being adequately acknowledged and addressed. Truck movements will be concentrated in our 
local areas, thus increasing GHG emissions locally. Why is it left up to the community of Pitt Meadows to bear 
these significant negative local impacts? We already bear a heavy burden from the Vancouver Intermodal 
Facility (VIF) and the 1000s of trucks per day that access this facility. How is CP planning to address the local 
impact of their operations in Pitt Meadows? Why are the local impacts not being addressed? What mitigation 
options were considered for the impact of these emissions that will be concentrated locally? Is it even possible 
to mitigate these local air quality concerns?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• Throughout all three rounds of engagement, CP has recognized that our proposed project is going 
to have an impact on the community. That's why we conducted the EEE, to identify the areas 
where we will impact the community as well as to propose mitigation measures.  

• The air quality study showed that there will be minor exceedances along the western boundary of 
the project site tied to dust. Some of the mitigation measures being proposed to address that 
concern include regular sweeping of the road when conditions are hot and dry.  

• CP will be contributing increased taxes to the local government as well as the province. To address 
some of the direct impacts of our project, we've engaged in conversations with the Pitt Meadows 
Agricultural Advisory Committee (AAC) regarding the potential for an Agricultural Enhancement 
Fund. We look forward to ongoing discussions with the City of Pitt Meadows to get their 
perspective and continue our conversations about how we can address some of the concerns that 
have been raised. 

 
 
Written questions regarding compliance and enforcement: 
Just yesterday I observed a 53' red CP container truck driving along Harris Road in Pitt Meadows. Harris Road is 
not a truck route.  Please explain how we can believe that CP will follow any rules and/or regulations when CP 
can't even follow a basic truck route rule. 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP itself does not have a trucking company. We don't have a trucking arm. Situations like that have 
to be looked at specifically.  

• CP will be submitting a table of commitments to the CTA as part of our application. On many 
projects, the CTA chooses to make it an enforceable condition that we must meet all of the 
commitments that we put in our application. The commitments we make will be likely enforceable 
by the CTA. We're going to do what we say we are going to do. 

 
 
Written questions regarding liquids transload: 
What are the plans for the Port Coquitlam liquid transload facility? If the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver also has 
a liquid transload facility, will you continue to have your existing one as well? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Our intention is that that operation would be folded into the new CP Logistics Park: Vancouver and 
that we would not be operating two different facilities. This is similar to our plans with the 
automotive compound. 
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Written question regarding project team: 
Have either of you physically been to Pitt Meadows and seen with your own eyes the proposed project site? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Jeff Edwards and Joe Van Humbeck both responded that yes, they had been to VIF and the 
proposed project site a number of times.   

 
Written questions regarding safety: 
The Discussion Guide mentions the training of fire-fighters but no mention of funding of the significant 
increase in number fire-fighters that would be required of our town given this project includes 12 million liters 
of fuel being stored and transloaded. Why is funding for fire-fighters not mentioned as mitigation?  

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP cannot speak to the specific conversations between our Regional Emergency Response Officer 
and the Fire Chief in Pitt Meadows. However, our Regional Emergency Response Officer has 
reached out to engage him about both local training and funding for his officers to potentially 
attend the Security and Emergency Response Training Center in Pueblo, Colorado.  

 
Written questions regarding drainage and flooding: 
Katzie Slough is in the center of this project. In light of this, I think there is an opportunity to improve the flood 
infrastructure at the Kennedy Road pump station. Fish-friendly flood gates would go a long way to restoring 
ecological habitat, while addressing flood mitigation. The City of Pitt Meadows is not able to afford these 
much-needed improvements. Will CP consider these improvements as part of the mitigation of this project? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP has ongoing technical conversations with City of Pitt Meadows staff and potential upgrades to 
the drainage infrastructure is an item of concern that they have raised to us.  

• We understand that this year the City is undertaking design work for potential capacity upgrades 
to the Kennedy Road pump station, and then in future years are looking to implement those 
upgrades. No decisions have been made between CP and the City of Pitt Meadows, but we look 
forward to further conversations. 

 
Written question regarding past mitigation commitments: 
During the first open house of Round 3, residents requested information about the original commitments and 
conditions of approval regarding the VIF. We respectfully request that you please provide this information. 

 
CP provided a response: 

• During the construction and planning process for the existing VIF, CP made four primary 
commitments to the community: 

• CP committed to build a multi-use trail on the north and east sides of our property, 
parallel to Lougheed Highway as well as amendments to McMinn Road, including the 
cul-de-sac at the west end. CP did what we said we were going to do and this multi-use 
pathway continues to be enjoyed by members of the community to this day.  

• CP committed to construct a wetland along the east side of our property which would 
receive flow from some of the urbanized areas within Pitt Meadows. This wetland can be 
seen from the multi-use pathway on the east side of the property.  

• CP worked with the Province of BC to realign Kennedy Road utilizing portions of our 
property and shift the Kennedy Road-Lougheed Highway intersection eastward of his 
previous position. This benefited both the VIF as well as work the province was 
undertaking for the Pitt River Bridge.  

• To offset the loss of fish habitat, CP constructed compensatory off-channel habitat along 
the north side of our property. 
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Written question regarding jobs: 
What kind of jobs are the 150-250 jobs? Are they drawn from local resources? Please discuss the breakdown of 
this “benefit” to our community. 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Jobs include both skilled and unskilled labour and both management and unionized employees. 
This would include train crews, operations leaders, as well as the workers in the facility. For 
example, workers at the agricultural facility, hostlers at the auto lot who drive the cars off of the 
rail cars to be loaded onto the transport trucks, or experienced fuel transloaders working at the 
fuel transload. 

 
Written question regarding liquids transloading: 
What other liquids besides transportation fuel will be stored at the site and in what volume? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Within each of fixed infrastructure transloading pods, there would be a total of 12 tanks. These are 
intended for the storage of transportation fuels prior to distribution to local service stations. They 
will contain gasoline, premium grade gasoline, diesel fuel and ethanol. 

 
Written question regarding project location: 
If grain product is coming from the prairies, would not be a better option to have the agricultural component 
of the project located in the prairies? The product could be shipped by rail directly to and from the port. 

 
CP provided a response: 

• Agricultural products are the largest commodity that CP moves on our network. Moving traffic in 
bulk from the prairies to the Port of Vancouver is critically important and a large piece of our 
business. Movement of that grain in covered hoppers in unit trains into the Lower Mainland 
continues to be most efficient and cost-efficient process for the farmers.  

• The benefit of this site is related to the ability to export pulses, which includes products such as 
peas, beans, and lentils. This facility provides the benefit of transloading those products to 
containers and moving them on unit trains to the port, limiting the amount of truck movements 
that are required to get this product to a different type of vessel than what the traditional 
agricultural products would move in, namely through grain elevators. 

 
Written question regarding liquids storage: 
Are you planning to store jet fuel? 

 
CP provided a response: 

• CP does not have and never had plans to store jet fuel. Other liquids such as jet fuel would move in 
much smaller volumes through the facility, but would not be stored.  

 
Oral and written comments and questions regarding compliance and enforcement: 
Pitt Meadows residents have been flagging illegal blocking of intersections and excessive noise for years and it 
seems to fall on deaf ears. The regulations that CP refers to are a spider's web for residents to try and navigate. 
Those regulations may exist, but they are poorly set up and implemented from a resident’s perspective, do not 
in any meaningful way, provide protection for residents. When the regulations and CP do nothing to address 
the issues that this community is currently experiencing due to the VIF, it should come as no surprise that 
there's a high level of distrust when it comes to believing what CP says now. Will CP commit to fixing the 
current mitigation shortfalls with the VIF before further progression on the CP Logistics Park: Vancouver 
proposal? 
How many years will the CTA enforcement branch monitor the facility for compliance? Will residents have 
access to compliance reports? The CTA is not an enforcement agency so how can we feel confident that CP 
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would actually follow the conditions?  
 

CP provided a response: 
• CP is committed to addressing the concerns at our current operation. Please direct those concerns 

to CP Community Connect at community_connect@cpr.ca or 1-800-766-7912.  
• This project will undergo an extensive evaluation as part of the CTA approval process. We are 

committed to working with the CTA on anything that is put in place in terms of requirements for 
CP during the construction and operation of the facility. We're extremely committed to being good 
neighbors. 

 
4. Conclusion 
Jeff Edwards thanked attendees for participating in the virtual open house and stated that CP will continue to 
carefully consider the feedback provided.  
 
Jeff Edwards shared the ways that the community could continue to provide feedback and sign up for project 
updates at cplogisticspark.ca. 
 
The virtual open house ended at 7:40pm.  
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