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Abstract:  This paper will present and evaluate decision-making, fostered by the environmental impact assessment (EIA) process in Alberta.  The EIA process evolved from informal beginnings. It is now legislated and has encouraged several new outcomes in decision making for Alberta’s environment, leading to a renewal in how decisions are reached that allow different stakeholders to agree to a common view of the future. 
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Introduction:  Alberta extends from the 49th to the 60th parallel north.  Hence, it is not quite as northern as the Scandinavian countries but its location in the interior part of the North American continent creates some very northern conditions with winter temperatures well below freezing from November to March and cold spells of – 20 o  C to –40o C.  Alberta’s area of 640,000 km2 is in the same order of magnitude as a large European country.
 


Alberta’s population increased 10% between 1991 and 2000 and passed the 3 million mark in 2001.  A population density of 4.6 persons per km2 and wide variation of densely populated urban areas and large tracts of lands with few permanent residents make it comparable to some Scandinavian countries.  

In 2001-2002
, the Alberta EIA process reviewed projects mainly in the northern part of the province representing more than $25,000,000,000 (16,000,000,000 EUR) in capital investment.

The background information needed to understand Alberta’s population growth and its need for consistent and circumspect environmental decision making to ensure sustainable development pertains to the wealth of natural resources contained in the province. Energy-related natural resources, conventional oil and gas, oil sands and coal and unconventional gas have been found under large tracts of the province’s land and water.
 Above these non-renewable resources are the wildlife and vegetation resources of the boreal forest, predominantly in the north and agriculture including crops and cattle grazing in the centre and south. 

The paper concentrates on the EIA process in Alberta from 1971 to 2003.  It highlights selectively those features of the decision making process, which could be interesting for further discussion and it describes the EIA work within the frame of the Alberta commitment to sustainable development.     

The Nordregio conference takes on the challenges for the EU countries with the EU Directive for Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). The Directive is to ensure that environmental consequences of plans and programs are identified and assessed during their preparation and before their adoption, integrating environmental considerations and achieving the goal of sustainable development. The conference about the role of SEA and the assessment of plans and programs in sustainable development is of great interest to Alberta.  The economic and environmental baseline conditions in European countries and in Canadian provinces, particularly in Alberta, may differ but the interest in a productive interchange of ideas on leading edge thought and action for the efficient and effective achievement of sustainable development including environmental quality are important to Alberta. 

1. Alberta Highlights for 1971 to 1993


Alberta created the first Environment Ministry in Canadian in 1971; however, the 1971 legislation did not define environmental impact assessment requirements for specific projects.  Syncrude Canada Ltd. (“Synthetic Crude oil”) submitted the first Alberta EIA report in 1973 for a new oil sands plant north of Edmonton.  Syncrude prepared a voluntary EIA because a co-ordination process for government departments and their various approvals was needed. The mine and plant used a technology, the Clark Hot Water Process (to separate the bitumen from the sand) which had been recently upscaled to commercial size.  The facility required a large number of approvals, which had not been developed with the new technology in mind.  This situation suited the EIA process - high uncertainty about potential environmental impacts, a lack of precedence, an innovative company and a committed and confident government. 

Provincial government guidelines were established in 1986 and in 1993, after several years of gaining practical experience with EIAs and following formal public consultation, the Environmental Protection and Enhancement Act came into force.  It created a new framework for environmental decisions integrating the protection of air, land and water under a single act.  In one streamlined package, the Act consolidated several Acts such as the Agricultural Chemicals Act, Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act, Ground Water Development Act, Hazardous Chemicals Act, Land Surface Conservation and Reclamation Act, and the Litter Act. 

Why did anybody go to the trouble to generate EIAs when this was not a legal requirement?  Projects needed a permit to construct and after that a licence to operate.  It became accepted practice to require an EIA as a pre-condition for such a permit/licence for controversial and large industrial projects, which were likely to have major impacts on the environment. It only required government support and determination to make the assessment and review of the environment in full public view a condition to projects being allowed to proceed before permits and licences were issued.   

The voluntary EIAs had triggered a cross-ministerial pooling of expertise and resources for the work needed and they laid the foundation for co-ordinated decision-making.  The 1993 Act states that environmental impact assessment was to “support the goals of environmental protection and sustainable development”.

From 1973 to 1993, an estimated 100 to 150 EIAs were performed.  The estimated number varies because of varying definitions as to what an EIA was.  We count environmental screening reports and full scale EIAs but does a project have to actually be built so impacts can be monitored, performance outcomes audited, and approvals adjusted?  What about projects that withered en route or those that never had a formal EIA call but do include a full slate of publicly reviewed environmental assessment reports?
 How about the project where public participation went to the extent that the public formally decided on the project and the province de facto abided by that decision although de jure the decision belonged to the province?
 

2. Alberta’s Legislated EIAs, 1993 to 2003



The formal, legislated Alberta EIA process is reserved for large scale and/or controversial projects.  Since 1993, between 10 and 28 projects have been under review at any one time and there have been between two and 17 new projects annually (Figure 1).  The average time for completing EIAs is 15 months; the record fastest time is under a year and some projects take several years.  The time variations are due to the presence or absence of baseline data, an existing sufficient biophysical database, including rare plant surveys, can save a season or more.  A well-defined project description will save time because the content of the EIA (Terms of Reference) will only need to be discussed publicly and across government once. Clear leadership in the community around the issues being raised and good communication amongst all participants (proponent, stakeholders and the general public) will also move the EIA process along.  
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3. Expectations and the Legislated Alberta EIA Process 



From 1993 to 2003, EIAs were required mainly for projects in the oil and mineral and mining sectors (48), power plants (9), chemical plants (7), pulp and paper mills (6), recreation developments (3), waste facilities (4) and water resources projects (2).  Industry sector specific requirements were developed creating a level playing field and building on the experience gathered – both the environmental impact experience and advances in technology. There is, however, another side to the level playing field.  Once created, the EIA requirement becomes a barrier to entry, a hurdle that ought to be there for all new comers from the viewpoint of the established industries. The expectation is to have the same rules for everybody. The regulator can be of two minds over this, as outlined in the two bullets below.  In the following, the term “regulator” is used to describe the government administration.  The term provincial (or federal) government is avoided in the context of administrating the environmental assessment process as a government agency or department can be the proponent (for example, Alberta Infrastructure for water resources reservoirs) and the term “government” can refer to the proponent, the regulator, elected officials or members of the administration. 



· The regulator reaches a very clear understanding of impacts, mitigation and outcomes with few, if any surprises and increasing certainty about the exact nature of impacts from projects and industry sectors, the success of mitigation measures, residual effects and acceptability of projects.  Is an EIA still warranted for the 6th pulp mill or 15th oil sands plant – or should we move on from individual EIAs to regional strategies, industry class specifications and even go straight to approvals if the proposed projects fit the sustainable development strategy? After all, EIAs are not the only game in town - approvals still have environmental information requirements and also the opportunity for public hearings
.  

· The regulator becomes very comfortable with “his/her” EIA process and takes ownership. Roles become entrenched; job descriptions are adjusted accordingly, checklists and planning steps with an intricate structure of committees and levels of decision-making are developed.



The expectations of the public under the legislated process are for a decision making process which incorporates opportunities “to be heard” before decisions are made.  

4. Decisions and the Alberta EIA process - provide all relevant information (Figure 2)

The Alberta EIA process has the customary steps, found in other jurisdictions, such as:


· Initial Project Review, # 1 to 4 (deciding in house if an EIA is required); 

· Screening, # 5 to 7 (deciding on the need for an EIA with public input); 

· Scoping, # 8, 9 (what the EIA should address); 

· Assessing, # 10 (project impacts on the environment, mitigation, residual impacts); 

· Reviewing, # 11 to 13 (one or more cycles of clarification and additional information being requested and provided; recommendations as to the significance of impacts) until the EIA is “complete” plus hearings; and 

· Decision # 14 by an independent Board if the project is in the public interest and subsequent approval # 15.  This decision usually includes conditions.  

The proponent needs to find out if an EIA is required (# 1-6.9), supply a project description and the proposed terms of reference (# 8), notify the public that its input is welcome (# 8.1), observe the final instructions (Final Terms of Reference issued by Alberta Environment, # 9), have the EIA report written accordingly (# 10), assure a public and regulatory review by publishing the report (# 9.1), respond to requests for supplementary information from the public (# 11.1) and the regulator (# 11) and prepare for and participate in public hearings (# 13). 

Public input must always be considered and requirements for initiating and assuring that this input is received are laid out from the screening phase to the public hearing and beyond during any subsequent approval (# 15) and appeal process.  There are different roles for the proponent (initiator of an activity), the regulator and the public.  The public is invited and can contribute to the decision to screen a project into the EIA process (# 6.1; 6.5).  It can add issues after seeing the proponent’s project description and proposed terms of reference (# 8.1); participate in the assessment and review phases of the project (# 11.1) and the public hearing (# 13.1). There is a provision for funding to prepare for and appear at the public hearing.

The key decisions of the regulator are to ensure that an EIA is warranted (# 2 – 6.6) and all potentially significant issues are included in the Final Terms of Reference (# 9).  The EIA is declared “complete” (# 12) after a thorough review and further information requested from and supplied by the proponent (# 11).  Finally, the regulator prepares for and participates in the public hearing to bring all relevant information to the attention of the decision makers for their decision about the proposed project being in the public interest or not.

Figure 2 demonstrates that the regulator, the proponent and the public each have a distinct role in the EIA process.  Delays can be caused by a lack of baseline data, overlooking an emerging issue, and insufficient involvement of the public, for example in the scoping of the proposed project.   The provincial government is committed to both an efficient and effective EIA process.  All pertinent information must be brought before the decision maker and the public hearing so that decisions on the proposed project will be effective and no significant aspect of the project, impacts and mitigation are overlooked. In the Alberta EIA process, proponents are encouraged to start with early and open discussion of their project with all stakeholders including the general public. This discussion will include issue definition, appropriate baseline data collection, public participation and identification of regulatory requirements.  Some proponents are capable to perform these tasks to the extent that all matters, which could possibly be of concern, are resolved.  Perhaps the most successful recent example was a hazardous waste landfill project when not a single letter was sent to the media or ministers and there was no call for a formal public hearing.  Public acceptance of the project was helped because there was a potential regional problem with the waste from several small areas (drilling sites from the past), which the landfill was to address (waste collection, separation and safe disposal or storage). The proponent introduced state of the art measures and had all project aspects pre-assessed by one of the leading environmental NGO groups in Alberta – the Pembina Institute, a cross-Canada organization, who happen to have their head office in the home community of the proponent, near the landfill.  
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Figure 2: The Alberta Environmental Impact Assessment Process 2003

5. Acting as the universal conscience 

In Canada, EIA legislation is observed in each province and territory and - in Alberta - also at the municipal level, in the City of Edmonton through by-laws for developments in the North Saskatchewan River Valley. The City of Edmonton is unique in having a formal municipal EIA process in Alberta.

All EIA reports and legally required documents of the review process are part of the public record.  This includes the review results from all levels of government, stakeholders and any letters from the public.  The expectation is that justice must be seen to be done.  The public has high expectations that environmental protection and sustainable development will occur in full public view in a legally transparent process.  This starts with the regulator encouraging the proponent to inform the public as early as possible about the project and work with the stakeholders.  The regulator also needs to assure that opportunities are provided for the public to become familiar with not only the potential impacts but also the management tools for dealing with them to assure environmental protection and sustainable development.  

Projects that require approval or evaluation under federal jurisdiction (e.g. under the Federal Migratory Birds Act), those with federal funding or projects where there is joint federal/provincial jurisdiction, are subject to the federal environmental impact assessment process as well as the provincial or any territorial processes.  The reason for “dual” federal/provincial legislation is the shared jurisdiction over the environment.  Additionally, the province has jurisdiction over resource management.  The discussion about how environmental responsibility is executed, practiced and harmonized - is ongoing. 

Across Canada, each EIA report and review has a very good chance of coming before an independent panel or board at the federal and/or provincial level. Experts present information from the EIA report and supplementary information and their evidence is subject to cross-examination.  So, the EIA report and process provides information for the decision makers and the credibility of the EIA information is the subject of the hearing as well. Federal-provincial cooperation agreements are in place for all parts of Canada or are under renegotiation (e.g. in the western-most province of British Columbia).  The agreements provide opportunities for coordination of the information requirements; they create channels of communications and lay out responsibilities.  This assures a streamlined and efficient process for environmental assessments.  It avoids unnecessary duplication and confusion in particular for public participation.  In all of Canada, public involvement is required at least by guideline. In the Alberta and in the Canadian federal process, public participation in the EIA process is not only required by guideline but also prescribed in legislation.  Joint hearings and joint Federal Panels/Provincial Boards can satisfy federal and provincial legal requirements simultaneously.  Two such hearings are scheduled this fall for oil sands developments. There will be joint federal provincial boards/panels following the joint EIA review of the projects.  
The decision of the federal panel and the Alberta provincial board are routed as follows: Federally, the panel recommends to the minister leading the particular project review if the project impacts can be mitigated or if the project has significant residual effects, which will likely cause the minister not to issue an approval. 

In Alberta, the provincial boards – the Natural Resources Conservation Board (NRCB) for renewable and the Energy and Utilities Board for energy projects (EUB) – will hear all the evidence provided by the proponent, the potentially affected public and the regulator regarding a project undergoing the EIA process and then render a decision.  

Alberta provincial legislation allows the Minister of the Environment to call for an EIA – even if none is required by regulation or screening decision.  The Minister can also terminate a project proposal at any time by advising the proponent that no approval will be granted (for example denying the proposal to make ice cubes out of a glacier or introducing a major recreation development in a provincial park). 

6. Be neutral and follow the law 

Under the traditional project EIA, the regulator acts primarily within the framework of enacted legislation and within the regulations under the legislation. A regulator must be impartial and fair and cannot appear as an advocate or opponent for a particular project.  In the case of government projects undergoing the EIA process, such projects are placed under one department or under an independent agency.  Other departments, under the leadership of Alberta Environment, will be responsible for the review.
 

The results of the EIA review from all stakeholders are presented to an independent and sometimes specially constituted panel – which has to be neutral and be seen as being neutral by all stakeholders and at arms length from government.  For energy projects, the EUB has a long-standing history of being such a board.  The NRCB was created for renewable resources following the experience with some potentially controversial projects. 

The continued success of the EIA process and that of the EUB and NRCB can be measured in the continued community acceptance of this process. It is also measured in the environmental improvements of a project from its original concept plan (description/proposed terms of reference) compared to the “post EIA-report project” with mitigated impacts through environmental improvements to assure sustainable development. 

With the enactment of legislation for environmental impact assessment for the explicit purpose of assuring sustainable development, we observe a shift from the traditional project EIA to a policy driven process. This shift has been particularly successful in the forestry sector. Water quality objectives were established for river systems with public input and participation of all stakeholders. The area pulp and paper mills were required to achieve these objectives (e.g. dissolved oxygen levels in the river that received the treated effluent), make a commitment that they would able to do so in the EIAs and had to adhere to the objectives because of approval conditioning, monitoring and enforcement. The objective driven EIA process is well suited to generate improvements in the state of the environment and achieve sustainable development objectives under the leadership of the cross ministerial Sustainable Development Coordinating Council of Deputy Ministers (these are the highest ranking civil servants in each ministry).   

7. Provide opportunities for more efficient and effective use of information and decision making processes 



The 1993 regulations outline what projects have to undergo mandatory EIAs and those that are exempt. The regulations provided clarity; they set uniform limits for projects in particular industry sectors.  In 2003 and eighty-some EIAs later, our knowledge base has increased and we may wish to re-deploy our efforts to reflect this.  We understand the risks and what needs to be done about them better – particularly with regional monitoring and a regional strategy for sustainable development in place.  Policies and objectives are developed to assure environmental quality.  This better understanding and increased database is triggering a new look at the regulations and assessment/approval processes to streamline decision-making.  All regulations in Alberta are subject to sunset clauses and have to provide an assessment of their environmental impact to be considered for renewal.  

A second new approach is being pioneered by the federal Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency under the title “Model Class Screening Report”.  Similar projects are assessed as a group and/or all development affecting a particular area, for example in  Banff, a resort in the Rockies within the National Park of the same name.
  Subsequent individual project applications can be dealt with under the umbrella assessment and do not require individual project assessments.

8. Be innovative to allow for new ways to deal with impacts and impact management

This opportunity is perhaps the most difficult to deal with.  Estimating the ratio of successful innovation to other attempts at innovation leaves one only with the conviction that we must keep trying.  Some very practical synergies may be possible through, for example, combined effluent treatment (industrial/municipal).  However, from here on in we cannot deal with only one partner without the potential to severely affect the other.  

We have a new discipline, adaptive management (in essence seeking continuous improvement – building our expectations as our understanding of environment science and technological opportunities increase).  Alberta has chosen to decentralize  environmental assessment and review to bring it closer to the region, where potential impacts are to be managed.  Strategic aspects of environmental assessment and policy matters are dealt with cooperatively. 

9. Deal with new issues and limitations of the process



Summing up the collective experience with individual project EIAs, we can measure the overall success of the EIA process by the attempts or demands to apply the process to new issues - problems looking for solutions. Imitation, after all, is the most sincere compliment.

Historically, the EIA process has been used to introduce the precautionary principle in a formal way.  The EIA process has also been an excellent tool to bring stakeholders (including the public) together and provide them with a non-adversarial process for information exchange.  In the case of controversial projects (hazardous waste, commercial recreation in parks), the process has been particularly useful in understanding the tolerance limits of both the environment and the public.  

The traditional EIA dealt with uncertainty – it was not enough to follow the prescribed air emission or water effluent standards, the proponent had to predict impacts and propose mitigation. There is the shift from the traditional project EIA with its toolkit of alternatives, baseline data, project impacts and the evaluation of residual effects for their significance to a policy driven process with objectives, indicators and monitoring as the cornerstones.  Any uncertainties are dealt with at the policy level in Alberta; public consultation through the public review of position papers, the formation of expert advisory task forces and opportunities for discussion at conferences.  Elected officials and Cabinet committees have the authority over all new policies, strategies and program initiatives that may impact the environment and sustainable development.   In Canada, concern with SEA has been part of an explicit federal policy, the Strategic Environmental Impact Assessments, 1999 Cabinet Directive (Federal Guideline) calling for the self-assessment of the environmental impact of strategic measures of federal agencies. 
 

10.  Emerging framework of strategies for sustainable development



Before 1999, Alberta had legislation dealing with the allocation of water, but this legislation only set out priorities for water use. 
 It did not address the issue that there was a finite capacity for the amount of water for human, industrial or irrigation use while respecting in stream flow needs for fish and wildlife.  The limits to the environmental capacity to sustain development had been recognized, e.g. through the Northern River Basin Study, and the four-government (British Columbia, Alberta, North-West Territories and Canada) commitment to cap environmental loadings.
 The discussion of capacity continues with the development and public review of Alberta’s Water Strategy, Water for Life: Alberta’s Strategy for Sustainability.
  

A similar strategic direction has emerged for air sheds.
  Several regional air shed non-profit associations have been formed in Alberta.  These are composed of diverse stakeholders from government, industry, and non-government organizations, such as health and environment groups.  “The primary responsibility of a multi-stakeholder air quality management zone is to develop a management plan to deal with air quality concerns in the region. The issues are defined broadly, reflecting the vision and principles of the Clean Air Strategic Alliance. The success of a zone is largely dependent on the co-operation and dedication of all stakeholders including governments, industries, environmental organizations and the public.” 
 

11.  A renewal in how decisions are reached and allow different stakeholders to agree to a common view of the future

In Alberta, the EIA process has been practiced using two approaches:

· the science based precautionary EIA process where impacts are evaluated against baseline data and, 
· the policy oriented EIA, where objectives are met, indicators are established and monitoring takes place.
  

The policy oriented EIA shifts assessment from work on the precautionary principle to proof of due diligence.  Decisions required to satisfy the precautionary principle are dealt with during policy development under the guidance of elected officials.  The discussion about acceptable risk and direction for sustainable development has led to the 1999 document, Alberta’s Commitment to Sustainable Resource and Environmental Management.  The document sets out a shared vision for sustainable development, provincial direction for the public, industry and government as to how Alberta’s resources are to be managed and protected, effective decision-making and an up-to-date legislative/regulatory regime.
  The Alberta approach to sustainable development includes a commitment to continued dialogue with Albertans.  
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� Dr. Anke Seifried, Alberta Environment, 7th Floor, 9915 – 108 Street, Edmonton AB Canada T5K 2G8  anke.seifried@gov.ab.ca


� � HYPERLINK http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/dept/reports/annual/2001-02/2001-2002_Annual_Report.pdf ��http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/dept/reports/annual/2001-02/2001-2002_Annual_Report.pdf�





� Alberta Energy,  Alberta’s Energy Industry Overview, Crude Oil Resources 2000  
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� Alberta Government, RSA 2000, updated August 2003; Alberta Environmental Protection and Enhancement Act, Section 40: “The purpose of the environmental assessment process is: 


to support the goals of environmental protection and sustainable development, 


to integrate environmental protection and economic decisions at the earliest stages of planning an activity, 


to predict the environmental, social, economic and cultural consequences of a proposed activity and to assess plans to mitigate any adverse impacts resulting from the proposed activity, and 


to provide for the involvement of the public, proponents, the Government and Government agencies in the review of proposed activities.“  � HYPERLINK http://www.qp.gov.ab.ca/documents/acts/E12.cfm ��http://www.qp.gov.ab.ca/documents/acts/E12.cfm�





� Oldman River Dam, “Once Upon an Oldman” – by Jack Glenn, 1999 contains an extensive (nine page) bibliography of the environmental reports prepared from 1976 on.  





� Hazardous Waste Treatment Facility, Town of Swan Hills, accessed August 3, 2003 � HYPERLINK http://www.townofswanhills.com/aswt.html ��http://www.townofswanhills.com/aswt.html�  "The Alberta government was basically the leader in the site selection process, and they used an innovative approach of requesting volunteer communities. Swan Hills volunteered as a potential host community and a referendum was held in the town, with 79% of the people voting in favor of hosting the treatment Centre; there's been an on going positive relationship between the town and the Centre ever since." 





� � HYPERLINK "http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/protenf/approvals/factsheets/approv.html" ��http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/protenf/approvals/factsheets/approv.html�


� HYPERLINK http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/approvalviewer.html ��http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/approvalviewer.html�





� Federal link: http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0009/index_e.htm Provincial links:  http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0006/prov_e.htm http://www.gov.edmonton.ab.ca/planning_dev/planning_policy_services_branch/environmental_planning.html 





� Federal Government - Banff (in Banff National Park) Model Class Screening Report. The screening of some routine projects may be streamlined through the use of a class screening report. This kind of report presents the accumulated knowledge of the environmental effects of a given type of project and identifies measures that are known to reduce or eliminate the likely adverse environmental effects.  The Agency declares such reports appropriate for use after it takes into account comments received during a period of public consultation.  � HYPERLINK http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0009/0004/0006/pc030630_e.htm ��http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0009/0004/0006/pc030630_e.htm�





�� HYPERLINK http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0011/0002/dir_e.htm ��http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/0011/0002/dir_e.htm� 





� � HYPERLINK http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/Legislation/WaterAct.html ��http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/Legislation/WaterAct.html�





� � HYPERLINK http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/nrbs/response/index.html ��http://www3.gov.ab.ca/env/water/nrbs/response/index.html�





� Alberta http://www.waterforlife.gov.ab.ca/ Water for Life: Alberta’s Strategy for Sustainability is the Government of Alberta’s 


new water management approach. The draft strategy outlines key directions, specific strategies and actions to manage Alberta’s water resources more effectively: “Fluctuating and unpredictable water supply has stressed the need to make some major shifts in our approach to managing this renewable, but finite, resource.”





� � HYPERLINK http://www.casahome.org/ ��http://www.casahome.org/�





� � HYPERLINK http://www.casadata.org/zones/index.asp ��http://www.casadata.org/zones/index.asp�





� http://www3.gov.ab.ca/srd/info/sustainable.pdf
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						New Projects		Total Projects		Chemical		Construction		Gas		Mineral & Mining		Oil		Power Plant		Recreation		Waste Management		Water		Wood, Pulp & Paper

				1993		14		14						2		4		1				2		2		2		1

				1994		4		16		1				2		5						1		2		2		3

				1995		5		11								3		3				1		1		2		1

				1996		4		10		2						3		4								1

				1997		17		25		4						4		12		2				1		1		1

				1998		6		26		3		1				3		11		3				2		1		2

				1999		4		20				1				3		10		4				1				1

				2000		11		24				3				3		12		4		1						1

				2001		11		27				3				2		17		5								1

				2002		7		28		1		1				4		20		3

				2003		2		26		2		1				4		17		2		1

						85				13		10		4		38		107		23		6		9		9		11



aseifrie:
Under the new Projects (but the figures are as a collective amount above, but just to give you another perspective on the new projects) - 1 chemical, 2 wood, pulp & paper and 1 mineral and mining

aseifrie:
- Under the new Projects - 3 oil, 1 mineral & mining, and 1 wood, pulp & paper

aseifrie:
2 oil and 2 chemical

aseifrie:
9 oil, 1 wood, pulp & paper, 1 waste management, 2 power plant, 2 mineral & mining, 2 chemical

aseifrie:
1 construction, 1 waste management, 1 power plant, 1 oil, and 1 wood, pulp & paper

aseifrie:
3 power plants and 1 mineral & mining

aseifrie:
1 recreation, 7 oil, 2 construction and 1 power

aseifrie:
part of one of these projects is associated with another mining project

aseifrie:
4 oil, 1 chemical and 2 mineral & mining

aseifrie:
8 oil, 2 mineral & mining and 2 (part of one of these projects is associated with another mining project) power plants

aseifrie:
Big Horn Cement, Inland Cement and Lafarge

aseifrie:
1 chemical and 1 recreation

aseifrie:
(Act in Force)
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Number of EIAs

Alberta EIAs Under Review
New EIAs (patterned)
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