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Dear Fraser Surrey Docks Coal Export Terminal Project Review Committee:
I am an independent researcher and consultant. For the last two decades, I have performed
central roles in the development of Health Impact Assessment across Canada and around the
world. This work includes numerous HIAs and HEIAs, several research projects, policy reports
and academic papers exploring HIA frameworks, integration of HIA and SIA/EIA, and network
and policy development efforts. I currently instruct environmental assessment courses at the post
secondary level. My comments below reflect my own opinions as a private citizen and in no way
reflect the opinions of my institution.
Having been alerted to this project rather late in the process, I have not had sufficient time to
make a thorough assessment of the proposed project, EIS report or the project processes. Having
said that, a quick review of the report suggests several shortcomings of the proposed project that
may lead to potential health impacts. I would like to restrict my comments to those shortcomings
directly associated with noises generated by the proposed project.
1) The scope of the EA was insufficient to adequately address noise. Noise is an environmental
effect that can traverse physical boundaries of a project site and in this proposal, be generated
off-site. Noise has not been sufficiently taken into consideration in the assessment report.
2) Sufficient baseline data on existing noise levels has not been presented. Baseline data,
modelling, noise maps and participatory community dialogue will be required in order to:
adequately and effectively predict impacts; prevent impacts and/or develop effective mitigation
plans; and to monitor, assess and manage future noise levels and changes.
3) Noise impacts are given too low a significance weighting based on the above omissions.
4) The proposed mitigation plan includes both the construction and operational (traffic and
facility) stages. While construction is an important source of noise generation, it is short term.
The long term potential doubling of coal trains through Semiahamoo, White Rock and South
Surrey, and the introduction of up to two more trains per day through North Delta and along the

Surrey waterfront and the associated on-site activity will likely prove to be a significant source of
additional noise, noise patterns, noise disturbance, and acoustic vibrations likely to generate
significant adverse health and environmental impacts. Additional assessment of the related
acoustic environments is required.
5) In addition to sound levels, the sound frequency, duration, frequency of occurrence, and times
at which noises occur all need to be taken into consideration for their impact on health and the
environment to be properly assessed. Avoidance, management and mitigation plans should
address, as a minimum, these criteria. The EA report has not done this for either on-site or for
off-site noise generation.
6) The proposed mitigation plan is inadequate to address these issues.
7) Additional information is needed, including, but not limited to, baseline data, noise mapping,
modelling and monitoring, further mitigation plans (including, but not limited to, attenuation of
acoustic vibrations/transmission, roles and responsibilities, timelines, reporting mechanisms and
follow-up activities).
8) Noise impacts can be a very significant adverse health impact. The additional noises and
vibrations associated with the proposed project will likely compound existing noise patterns and
generate additional cumulative health impacts. Further assessment of the acoustic environment
should be included in a comprehensive Health Impact Assessment.
9) Municipal noise bylaws are poorly regulated, inconsistent and often omit many characteristics
needed to protect human health and the environment from industrial noises. Both on-site and
off-site noise associated with the proposed project will likely contribute to additional adverse
health impacts. Municipal noise bylaws will have limited capacity to manage those adverse
impacts.
10) The proposed mitigation plan has omitted many essential components of a detailed noise
assessment. It is therefore very likely to prove inadequate to manage the environmental and
human health impacts as well as the resulting costs (such as social, financial, economic, and
cultural) from noises generated by the proposed project.

