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FOREWORD

THE CANADIAN NORTHERN CORRIDOR RESEARCH PROGRAM PAPER SERIES

This paper is part of a special series in The School of Public Policy Publications,
investigating a concept that would connect the nation’s southern infrastructure to a
new series of corridors across middle and northern Canada. This paper is an output
of the Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program.

The Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program at The School of Public Policy,
University of Calgary, is the leading platform for information and analysis on the
feasibility, desirability, and acceptability of a connected series of infrastructure
corridors throughout Canada. Endorsed by the Senate of Canada, this work
responds to the Council of the Federation’s July 2019 call for informed discussion
of pan-Canadian economic corridors as a key input to strengthening growth across
Canada and “a strong, sustainable and environmentally responsible economy.”

This Research Program will benefit all Canadians, providing recommendations

to advance the infrastructure planning and development process in Canada.

All publications can be found at https://www.canadiancorridor.ca/the-research-
program/research-publications/.

Dr. Jennifer Winter
Program Director, Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program
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KEY MESSAGES

The key findings and recommendations of this review are:

¢ Resilience of northern infrastructure is dependent on adaptation being done
in an equitable way. This means balancing environmental risk reduction through
infrastructure measures and vulnerability reduction through socioeconomic
stressor support.

* Northern Canada is warming at double the global rate, which is already
causing significant challenges for northern infrastructure. The feasibility of
expanding northern infrastructure is drastically reduced without capitalizing
on the ability of adaptation and resilience planning to mitigate increased risks due
to climate change.

¢ Northern Canadian communities are considerably vulnerable to climate
change. Physical vulnerability due to remoteness, amplified warming and
ecological fragility is compounded by systemic socioeconomic stressors,
economic vulnerability and overwhelming adaptation and maintenance costs.

« Climate change adaptation is projected to be exceedingly costly and
increasingly necessary. There is an urgent need to prepare communities for
the worst, without putting them at an economic disadvantage or hindering their
ability to function and thrive.

* Misconceptions about the opportunities climate change will bring to northern
Canada hinder effective adaptation. Underestimating the severity and
complexity of climate change and its effects can have unintended consequences,
and therefore, the potential to drastically reduce the feasibility of expanding
northern infrastructure.



¢ Hard infrastructure adaptation measures are capital intensive, costly to
maintain and carry a high risk of failure. The costs and effectiveness of
adaptation measures have limits in the face of unrestricted climate change
and are constrained by sociopolitical factors that define a community’s capacity
to adapt.

- Effective adaptation is integral to the sustainability of any proposed northern
expansion. Smart adaptation measures focused on reducing vulnerability through
a place-based approach can be identified through public consultation and
fostered through the respectful integration of non-Western knowledge systems.
Intergovernmental co-operation is critical to facilitate implementation of low-risk,
high-benefit policy.

SUMMARY

The Canadian Northern Corridor (CNC) has been proposed to overcome gaps in the
northern transportation system that limit social and economic development in the
Canadian North (Fellows et al. 2020). Intended to be a multimodal transportation right-
of-way through Canada’s North, the CNC seeks to capitalize on shifting global markets
and increased access to northern resources (Pearce et al. 2020; Fellows et al. 2020).
However, transportation infrastructure has remained constrained across northern
Canada. Significant challenges exist for northern infrastructure due to isolation,
restricted access and extraordinary environmental conditions — all of which climate
change is projected to radically intensify (Palko and Lemmen 2017; Pearce et al. 2020).

Climate change drastically reduces the feasibility of expanding northern infrastructure.
Significant increases in environmental risk threaten existing infrastructure and magnify
maintenance costs. Adaptation in remote northern locations can be exceedingly
difficult and costly (Palko and Lemmen 2017). Additional Arctic warming is guaranteed
to have systemic effects and pose significant challenges for northern infrastructure:
temperature and precipitation will continue to increase; permafrost thaw will be
amplified through changes in seasonal snow cover and land ice; ice loss of mountain
and polar glaciers is virtually certain; coastal impacts such as erosion and storm surges
will be magnified by increasing sea level and extreme volatility; and Arctic sea ice
extent will decline to the point of likely being practically ice free in September before
2050 (IPCC 2021). Determining how to facilitate long-term, effective climate change
adaptation is critical to overcome these challenges.

Adaptation planning seeks to anticipate and mitigate the risks that result from climate
change. This is done through two methods: hard and soft adaptation. Hard adaptations
provide a physical barrier to the source of risk, such as a sea wall. In contrast, soft
adaptations reduce risk by adjusting human behaviour through a variety of methods,
including regulating development out of high-risk areas through land use bylaws or
development permits, and fostering environmental stewardship to bolster ecosystem
services, such as wetland preservation to reduce flooding (Bonnett and Birchall



2020). However, common misunderstandings about which adaptation initiatives are
effective often disable adaptation planning (Kehler and Birchall 2021). This often
results in maladaptation — when adaptation measures result in unintended negative
consequences that further increase risks. Hard infrastructure adaptations intended

to reduce physical risk, despite typically being used as the foundation of adaptation
planning, magnify the risk of maladaptation when used alone (Bonnett and Birchall
2020). Due to the capital-intensive nature of hard measures, both upfront and in long-
term maintenance, and their predisposition to environmental degradation, the need
to go beyond hard measures to address vulnerability is well understood (Bonnett and
Birchall 2020; Kehler and Birchall 2021; Naylor et al. 2020).

Adapting infrastructure to climate change in the Canadian North presents a
formidable challenge. Limits and constraints to effective adaptation, such as lagging
implementation, isolation, low population and limited tax base to fund local-level
adaptation and infrastructure maintenance, result in significant challenges and limited
capacity to overcome them (Bonnett and Birchall 2020; Birchall and Bonnett 2020;
Birchall et al. 2021; Ford et al. 2015).

While climate change is perceived to have the potential to increase access to the
North — allowing trade, tourism and transport of much-needed goods and services to
northern communities — in reality, existing and new construction will be progressively
vulnerable to unprecedented climatic effects and the resulting infrastructure
maintenance will grow increasingly costly. This increase in vulnerability and costs

is likely to restrict the anticipated socioeconomic boons of expanded connectivity
and resource development, potentially straining already vulnerable communities

and Indigenous Peoples. Considerable uncertainty requires a planning approach to
infrastructure adaptation that focuses on mitigating risks of climate change while also
bolstering community resilience. Infrastructure expansion such as the CNC necessitates
adaptation planning that includes fostering economic diversity and infrastructure
resilience. Increased disaster risk due to climate change could push communities
already overwhelmed by maintenance and adaptation to being unable to cope,
resulting in vulnerabilities across northern Canada.

Balancing hard adaptations with other forms of policy, such as soft adaptations
intended to increase adaptive capacity and adaptation readiness, is critical to avoid
maladaptation of infrastructure. Regardless of cost or feasibility, for infrastructure
adaptation to be effective it must coincide with a reduction of socioeconomic stressors,
and all decision making must be done through a localized, participatory and equitable
process (IPCC 2014). Addressing adaptation and resilience for northern infrastructure
requires exploring what is necessary to foster resilience, examining what avenues for
adaptation are most effective and then maximizing the benefits of limited funding
allocated toward these strategies.

Effective adaptation strategies focus on the reduction of vulnerability through place-
and context-specific approaches, using low-risk, high-benefit policy measures that are
supported through significant intergovernmental co-operation, public engagement and



integration of non-Western knowledge systems. By further understanding the pathways
to achieve resilience, and through a holistic approach to adaptation, it is possible to
balance the increased environmental risks of climate change with socioeconomic
impacts, and to do so in a way that is economically sustainable long into the future.

1. INTRODUCTION

Canada is rich in natural resources; much of its history has been shaped by resource
extraction and export, with many permanent settlements forming around dense
resource stockpiles (Van Assche et al. 2016). However, transportation infrastructure
across the Canadian North remains limited due to extraordinary environmental
conditions and remote geography (Pearce et al. 2020), rendering considerable
resource wealth inaccessible and limiting social and economic development in the
Canadian North (Fellows et al. 2020).

The expansion of northern infrastructure has been proposed in response to these
challenges. The Canadian Northern Corridor (CNC) — a proposed multimodal
transportation right-of-way through Canada’s North — aims to capitalize on shifting
global markets and increased access to resources in the North due to accelerated polar
warming, while seeking to include northern Canada in the south’s prosperity (Pearce et
al. 2020; Fellows et al. 2020).

However, as the Canadian North 0y o o e
warms due to climate change r ' n SR — Bristing Corridor
(Environment and Climate < VLS :
Change Canada 2019),
transportation infrastructure
faces significant challenges
(Palko and Lemmen 2017). In
particular, thawing permafrost,
flooding and wildfires threaten
the stability and efficiency of
northern transportation systems,
rendering it critical to build
infrastructure with these risks in

mind (Palko and Lemmen 2017). Figure 1: A possible route of the Canadian Northern Corridor
As climate Change impacts are proposed by the University of Calgary School of Public Policy

worsening, there is growing (Pearce et al. 2020; Sulzenko and Fellows 2016).

urgency to assess the

magnitude of risk to infrastructure in the Canadian North and identify adaptation
strategies to increase the resilience of northern infrastructure. Climate change impacts
are the result of changing environmental processes interacting with human systems —
manifesting through vulnerability due to lack of preparedness and exposure to
increasing risk. Across the globe, as climate change effects threaten communities, there
is a significant need to address the following question: How can communities, and the



infrastructure that supports them, withstand the dramatic changes that are occurring in
the warming climate? To answer this question, the field of urban and regional planning
has undertaken an approach that bolsters community adaptation and resilience in the
face of increasing environmental variability and extremes.

Adaptation to climate change is defined as the adjustment of human systems in order
to moderate or avoid harm or exploit beneficial opportunities posed by climate change,
while resilience to climate change refers to the capacity of these systems to cope with
and adjust to hazardous events or stressors that result from a warming world (IPCC
2014). Climate change poses numerous challenges for the CNC, many of which would
require extensive adaptation and have significant implications, both positive and
negative, for the resilience of northern communities.

An urban and regional planning approach to infrastructure adaptation reveals several
crucial considerations for the planning of northern transportation infrastructure.
Climate change is a momentous threat to the livelihoods and critical infrastructure

of isolated and vulnerable northern communities. Resilience is inherently complex,
and vulnerability to climate change even more so. While adaptation seeks to reduce
vulnerability and mitigate exposure to risk, to do so effectively goes beyond hard
infrastructure measures alone and requires balancing the many interconnections
between communities and the environment around them. In the Canadian North, this
balance is substantially more precarious. To successfully adapt requires consciously
balancing unique northern environmental considerations, such as increasing disaster
risk and ecosystem fragility with ever-increasing adaptation costs and the needs of
isolated vulnerable communities. Poor planning of adaptation initiatives could lead to
unintended consequences that further degrade the resilience of northern communities.
The complexity of climate change vulnerability and the uncertainty of its effects leave
a significant margin for error. Maladaptation refers to adaptation strategies that fail

in the face of this complexity, resulting in wasting limited funds while worsening the
situation and further perpetuating vulnerability. Consequently, the CNC’s impacts on
the resilience and capacity for northern communities to adapt to climate change will
need to be carefully considered when determining project feasibility.

1.1 PURPOSE AND METHODS

This paper is part of the Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program, which

seeks to develop the information base, analysis and evaluation necessary to assess

the feasibility and desirability of establishing permissible corridors across northern
Canada. The purpose of this paper is to explore the implications of the proposed CNC
on the resilience of northern infrastructure vulnerable to climate change. It has been
conducted through a review of relevant literature and, most importantly, takes an urban
and regional planning approach to climate adaptation and resilience.

In general, a planning approach is interdisciplinary, works within many spatial scales
from urban to rural to regional, and is primarily concerned with optimizing how the
varying elements within a given space — such as the local culture, economy and



transportation infrastructure — all work together. As a result, this approach offers a
broader perspective of resilience that enables adaptation methods which recognize and
leverage the value that each unique local context brings to the larger regional system.
This approach is critical to understanding the complexity of the project itself and the
implications it would have for the Canadian North. Increasingly, northern communities
are relying on transportation infrastructure for delivery of basic necessities, yet there
remain significant gaps throughout the northern transportation system (Palko and
Lemmen 2017). A planning approach allows for analysis of the potential implications
of expanding infrastructure on the resilience of northern communities and provides
critical considerations for infrastructure adaptation to climate change. Consequently,
this paper uses an urban and regional planning approach to review existing literature
and explore the following questions:

1. What are current challenges and opportunities for northern Canadian
infrastructure caused by climate change?

2. What are some of the strategies currently pursued to adapt to the impact of
climate change on infrastructure?

3. Considering the impact of climate change on infrastructure, how can the Canadian
Northern Corridor support the development of resilient infrastructure in the
Canadian North?

First, this paper will summarize urban and regional planning, followed by an
introduction of what it means to plan for climate change. Once this general
understanding is reached, the implications of climate change in the Canadian North
are reviewed, leading to an examination of the challenges facing northern adaptation
planning. Following this context is a section devoted to exploring obstacles and
unintended consequences in adaptation, supplemented by several case studies, which
is intended to facilitate an understanding of the complexity of climate change in the
Canadian North. Last, further considerations are recommended for the adaptation of
northern infrastructure and the CNC, focusing on a holistic and dynamic approach that
reinforces resilience. These strategies include hard and soft infrastructure adaptation
measures to mitigate environmental risk, in addition to vulnerability reduction measures
by addressing socioeconomic stressors and increasing the adaptive capacity of
northern communities.




2. URBAN AND REGIONAL PLANNING

Urban and regional planners provide strategic recommendations to policy-makers to
guide the effective use of land, resources, facilities and services within communities
and across regions. As members of an accredited technical profession governed by a
strict code of ethics, Canadian planners are first and foremost responsible to the public
interest (Canadian Institute of Planners 2016). This responsibility demands planners

act in good faith to secure the physical safety, economic efficiency and social well-
being of the communities they serve. With awareness of each community’s unique
needs, planners are positioned to ensure impacts on social stressors are considered
when implementing technical recommendations. In many ways, planning functions

as a liaison between technical experts, community members and elected officials.

2.1 COMMUNITY PLANNING AND THE DESIGN OF LAND USE

Planning is largely a discipline of dynamic balance; planners must work to first
determine the current needs of their local community, then forecast future needs

and attempt to meet them, all while simultaneously considering the far-reaching
implications of decisions. To do so successfully, planning relies heavily on participatory
processes to determine the public interest, technical assessments to determine
feasibility and makes recommendations to decision-makers such as elected officials/
city council. Through these processes, planning makes both local- and regional-scale
recommendations through master plans and long-term strategic policies covering land
use such as infrastructure placement and design. This has broad implications for the
network of transportation connections within and between cities.

While planning is a technical accredited profession, planners are often interdisciplinary;
rather than specializing in any one area, they are trained to grasp and analyze the
intricacies of how all the parts of a city or region work together, then communicate

the importance of these interconnections with other technical disciplines. On the

local scale, planning makes recommendations about municipal infrastructure through
community plans such as area redevelopment plans, municipal development plans

and transportation master plans. These plans are built off the foundation of public
participation. Through meaningful consultation with all community members affected
by a decision, planners work to uphold democratic principles by facilitating an ongoing
and inclusive dialogue throughout the decision-making process. Different levels of
plans guide development and land use design; for example, master plans cover growth
and redevelopment across an entire municipality, while area redevelopment plans
consider redevelopment at a smaller, local community level. The recommendations

set out in these official plans are then implemented through legislation such as bylaws
and zoning codes that define, for example, use type, density, design or setbacks.
However, planning is more than just zoning — planners are involved in the efficient and
sustainable transportation of goods and services, the distribution of basic necessities
such as housing and economic growth, and the development and maintenance of
public infrastructure.



Finance is a key aspect of planning, particularly for infrastructure. Large infrastructure
projects, like the CNC, usually derive their capital budget from a variety of high-

level sources such as the federal government. Once completed, responsibility for

the projects’ maintenance costs shifts to lower levels of government. Municipal-

level planning and maintenance of public infrastructure, such as transportation
infrastructure, is funded primarily through property taxes; once a municipality has
determined its yearly budget, this cost is distributed across all city properties as a
percentage of property value dependent on use type. When property tax alone is
inadequate for operation, these excess costs, if the maintenance is deemed critical,
are funded through federal or provincial contributions. In contrast, on a regional level,
provinces and territories receive revenue to fund infrastructure from a variety of
sources, including income taxes, investments, non-renewable resource revenue and
transfers from the federal government. As a result, a municipality has less diversity in
sources of income compared to higher levels of government. Because the capacity
for a municipality to pay for infrastructure maintenance is largely dependent on its
property values, infrastructure development and maintenance are vulnerable to local
economic fluctuations. So, while revenue for regional maintenance is obtained from a
variety of sources and therefore less vulnerable, the municipal connections in between
are vulnerable, despite being a vital part of the regional infrastructure system. This

is critical when considering the cost of maintaining vital transportation connections
between and within cities — infrastructure connections which define how basic
necessities are distributed and facilitate economic growth.

While the intricacies of planning remain outside of the scope of this paper, this basic
overview will facilitate the understanding of subsequent concepts.

2.2 PLANNING FOR CLIMATE CHANGE

Anthropogenic climate change is unequivocal (IPCC 2021). The consequent severe
environmental changes continue to pose significant risks to vulnerable communities
across the globe (Naylor et al. 2020; Pandey et al. 2017; Siders 2019). Consequently,
adaptation and resilience planning continue to gain momentum among planners and
policy-makers (Birchall and Bonnett 2021; Ford and King 2013; Siders 2019; Williams
et al. 2020). Despite this increase in planning for climate change, the relationships
between vulnerable communities and the infrastructure that supports them remain
staggeringly complex (Eriksen et al. 2020; Meerow and Newell 2016; Naylor et al.
2020). It is well understood that adaptation to climate change is likely to be one of the
costliest endeavours facing communities in the next century, rendering it essential to
determine what adaptation strategies will remain effective and financially viable in the
long term (IPCC 2014; OECD 2015; Suter et al. 2019).

Planning for climate change strives to reduce the current and future vulnerabilities that
arise from a warming world. These efforts rely heavily on two concepts: adaptation
and resilience. Adaptation and resilience do not exist separate from one another, but
rather are complex and interconnected. On one hand, adaptation seeks to adjust
human systems to climate change, while on the other, resilience facilitates flexibility



within these systems (IPCC 2014). Understanding the history and current planning
theory behind these two concepts is critical to truly grasp the ways in which effective
adaptation of infrastructure in the Canadian North can be achieved. Both concepts
will be introduced individually here, while subsequent sections will explore how

they interrelate.

2.2.1 ADAPTATION

Climate change is no longer avoidable. Unless drastic actions are taken, limiting
warming to the 1.5°C agreed upon in the Paris Agreement is extremely unlikely (IPCC
2021). The need for adaptation planning is thus increasingly critical (Birchall and
Bonnett 2021; Ford and King 2013; Williams et al. 2020). Climate change is likely to be
one of the greatest economic disasters humanity will face (Andrew 2008; OECD 2015;
Singh and Birchall 2019). While the upfront costs of addressing climate change are
substantial, the long-term consequences loom much larger (Kehler and Birchall 20271;
OECD 2015).

Planners, when considering the future of communities, need to anticipate local risks
that may occur due to climate change and plan for them accordingly. This adjustment
can consist of hard adaptations such as seawalls that provide a physical barrier, or soft
adaptations such as altered land use or wetland preservation (Bonnett and Birchall
2020). Both hard and soft adaptations are critical to a community’s overall resilience
and come with benefits and drawbacks. The goal of any adaptation is to reduce risk by
limiting exposure and vulnerability to climate extremes.

Despite the threat of climate change, adaptation planning remains in its infancy, with
its effectiveness often disabled by common misunderstandings. Adaptation policy,
across all levels of government, frequently focuses solely on hard measures which rely
on engineering to modify infrastructure to mitigate disaster risk, or on the economic
opportunities that a warmer climate will bring (Birchall and Bonnett 2020). Hard
infrastructure adaptations, which are heavily relied on to reduce vulnerabilities, come
with considerable drawbacks and carry a high risk of maladaptation: these measures
are capital intensive, costly to maintain and often further degrade the northern
environment (Bonnett and Birchall 2020). This high cost poses a considerable fiscal
challenge and increasingly, the costs of adaptation and maintenance are downloaded
from national governments to regional and local governments with limited financial
capacity to adapt (Down and Birchall 2019; Singh and Birchall 2019). Because hard
infrastructure adaptations provide a visible sense of security and are relatively quick to
install, they give the illusion of protection. Yet, the potential for maladaptation is high;
hard measures tend to be too costly in the long term and lack the flexibility necessary
to provide adequate protection as climate change worsens (Bonnett and Birchall
2020). Consequently, the need to go beyond hard measures alone is well understood
(Bonnett and Birchall 2020, Kehler and Birchall 2021; Naylor et al. 2020).



Given the risk of maladaptation due to an over-reliance on hard measures, soft
adaptations intended to increase adaptive capacity and adaptation readiness are
equally as critical. The adaptive capacity, or the potential of systems to adapt, defines
the efficacy of any adaptation initiative — something which planners, through a holistic
approach, can play a key role in strengthening (Birchall and Bonnett 2021; Dale et al.
2020; Ford and King 2013; Runhaar et al. 2018; Siders 2019; Williams et al. 2020).

Adaptive capacity is scale-dependent and goes beyond hard adaptation measures

to consider the available economic resources, technology, information and skills,
infrastructure and social institutions (Adger and Vincent 2005; Fitton et al. 2021; Ford
and King 2013). Furthermore, adaptive capacity is a function of social structures such
as the values and ethics of the local community and culture (Adger and Barnett 2009).
Increasingly, the value of non-Western knowledge systems in adaptation is being
recognized. Indigenous perspectives offer greater understanding of climatic changes
and impacts, and increased flexibility and innovation in adaptation initiatives (Lede

et al. 2021; Pearce et al. 2015; Tran et al 2021). It is therefore critical to understand the
local context and integrate place-based knowledge into adaptation planning (Ramsey
et al. 2019; Williams et al. 2020).

The significance of localized adaptation approaches becomes particularly relevant as
adaptive readiness — the willingness for governments to implement adaptation — is
often constrained by governance processes and lack of implementation in decision-
making (Ford and King 2013; Ojwang et al. 2017). The interconnections between
adaptive capacity and readiness further demonstrate the challenge faced when
planning for climate change in northern communities: “Short-term economic and
political priorities become meaningless when long-term climate impacts dismantle
infrastructure systems” (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021, 8). On one hand, climate
policy often comes from higher levels of governance, yet remains ineffective at a local
level; on the other, local governments are often best suited to address adaptation,

yet face significant challenges in prioritizing adaptation while facing more immediate
economic or political concerns (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021). Collaboration
and communication between levels of government on adaptation planning is critical
in facing these challenges, facilitating proactive adaptation and helping to balance
immediate interests with increasing risks due to climate change.

Considering the novel and unpredictable nature of climate change, the ability to plan
for beneficial outcomes and possible risks has been drastically misunderstood (Dawson
et al. 2018; Field 2018). As costs of adaptation mount and beneficial opportunities
provided by climate change have proven extremely rare, both public and private
organizations remain confounded as to who is responsible for this incredible expense
(OECD 2015). Anticipatory planning that prioritizes incremental infrastructure upgrades
can greatly facilitate cost-effective adaptation of infrastructure, while planning policy
intended to increase adaptive capacity can ensure communities have the resources
necessary to adapt.



Regardless of significant challenges, urban and regional planning allows for greater
understanding of how to achieve adaptation through a wider lens that considers

the unique context of each community, whether that be by mitigating disaster risk
through incremental adaptation, or by increasing adaptive capacity through economic
diversification and addressing socioeconomic inequities.

2.2.2 RESILIENT COMMUNITIES

Despite ongoing debate among academics about its true meaning, resilience continues
to be adopted as a goal within adaptation plans (Davoudi et al. 2013; Meerow and
Newell 2016). Consequently, for policy-makers and planners alike, resilience remains a
necessary term for policy. Yet, what is resilience? The IPCC (2014) defines resilience as
the capacity of social, economic and environmental systems to cope with a hazardous
event, trend or disturbance, responding or reorganizing in ways that maintain their
essential function, identity and structure, while also maintaining their capacity for
adaptation, learning and transformation. Our understanding of resilience has changed
substantially over time, particularly as climate change has forced researchers to revisit
the concept and reframe it in a constantly changing world. As the effects of climate
change become more severe, the importance of resilience to strategic planning is also
becoming more apparent.

In essence, resilience is simply the propensity of a system to be flexible in the face

of adversity and began as a concept used predominantly within engineering and
ecology. Static engineering resilience refers to a system’s ability to bounce back to its
previous state, while dynamic ecological resilience focuses on a system maintaining
key functions when perturbed (Holling 1996). These perspectives of resilience

have had significant impact on how infrastructure resilience is thought of today.

Soft adaptation initiatives address the physical impacts of disaster and facilitate
effective recovery through design and land use decisions founded on the following
key concepts: diversity, modularity, redundancy and connectivity (Allan and Bryant
201). Infrastructure resilience requires a diversity of infrastructure that functions as a
network with high modularity across all scales — this facilitates reorganization in the
event of a failure in one aspect of the system (Allan and Bryant 2014; French et al.
2019). Resilient networks require alternative connections should one fail, which is only
possible in a system deliberately planned to have high connectivity with adequate
redundancy built in (French et al. 2019).

These earlier perspectives of resilience, however, rely on the notion of the system
returning to a stable equilibrium — an equilibrium which cannot be defined for
complex human systems within an unpredictably changing climate (Davoudi et al.
2013). To overcome this discrepancy, a new conceptual framework was developed
called evolutionary resilience, which defines a community’s capacity for resilience as a
function of both socioeconomic stressors and environmental risk (Davoudi et al. 2013;
IPCC 2014). This perspective of resilience acknowledges the complexity of adaptation
and vulnerability to climate change, while underscoring the importance of strategic



planning for resilience (Davoudi et al. 2013). Planning is uniquely situated to increase
communities’ evolutionary resilience; its participatory methods and place-based
theories offer a perspective of communities and their environment as a unique and
interconnected socio-ecological system, enabling an approach to adaptation planning
that considers both physical and social sources of vulnerability.

Tyler and Moench (2012) offer a framework through which urban planning can

foster evolutionary resilience. By moving beyond a focus on only climate impacts,
this framework seeks to integrate ecological, infrastructure, social and institutional
factors to create a holistic perspective of resilience (Tyler and Moench 2012). Through
this approach, planners can foster resilience by leveraging the benefits of shared
learning and planning processes to build adaptive capacity, co-create knowledge and
effectively prepare for climate change (Kehler and Birchall 2021; Tyler and Moench
2012). While resilience concepts such as connectivity or diversity are imperative to
infrastructure resilience, the perspective of evolutionary resilience is critical in order
to avoid maladaptation of critical infrastructure — infrastructure systems do not exist
in isolation from the people and communities that use them (Tyler and Moench 2012).
Adaptation plans focused solely on infrastructure resilience carry a high risk of failure
as the dangers associated with only addressing hard measures are momentous (Birchall
and Bonnett 2021; Osborne 2013; Siders 2019; Stoett and Omrow 2020).

Focusing on resilience holistically ensures that adaptation is effective and that

limited funds are not needlessly exhausted; to do so effectively requires deliberate
consultation with communities and deliberate fostering of resilience through policy
measures (Kehler and Birchall 2021). While it is largely the participatory planning
processes that facilitate effective adaptation, when it comes to resilience the steps are
less intuitive. In fact, a lack of resilience greatly hinders the planning process, and as
successful adaptation measures rely on increased co-operation between governments
and communities vulnerable to climate change, it becomes clear that adaptation
planning can only occur effectively in a resilient community (IPCC 2014; Johnson et

al. 2015; Kehler and Birchall 2021). This further highlights the need to address both
aspects of resilience — socioeconomic and environmental risk — through policy.

Planning is uniquely situated to grasp the complexities of resilience, from both a
general and an evolutionary perspective. By focusing on the complex relationships
between infrastructure and communities, it is possible to effectively plan for
climate change.




3. CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE CANADIAN NORTH

The CNC project has significant unknowns. While each unknown continues to be
analyzed by researchers through the Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program,
the implications of climate change for such an extensive infrastructure project could
render the project unattainable. In the face of such a complex issue as climate change,
adaptation of infrastructure is simultaneously essential, uncertain and exceedingly
costly (Suter et al. 2019; Val et al. 2019). Understanding the impact of adaptation

on this project requires the following: first, a general grasp of climate change in the
Canadian North and its consequences for the CNC, and second, an understanding of
adaptation of critical northern infrastructure.

3.1 CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS FOR NORTHERN CANADA

Climate change is projected to bring significant changes across the globe. Northern
Canada is warming at more than double the global rate — a trend that is expected to
increase significantly in the next several decades (Environment and Climate Change
Canada 2019; IPCC 2021). While climatic effects across the Arctic have been studied
time and again (Wan et al. 2019), the seriousness of such change has been highlighted
most recently by the IPCC (2021). As northern Canada spans several biomes, a
multitude of climate effects are expected to occur (Pearce et al. 2020), making it
critical that adaptation measures reflect the diversity of Canada’s northern landscapes.
While the CNC research program has published the physical science implications of
climate change for the northern corridor (Pearce et al. 2020), the relationship between
the severity and unpredictability of these effects and adaptation considerations cannot
be overstated. Therefore, the results are summarized below.

Pearce et al. (2020) found that climate change is already impacting northern
infrastructure and that these impacts can be expected to intensify, putting both
existing infrastructure and new projects at significant risk of damage. Since roughly
1950 the annual average temperature across northern Canada increased approximately
2.3°C, coinciding with a 20 per cent increase in precipitation (Pearce et al. 2020).
Warmer temperatures continue to threaten northern systems through a multitude

of interconnected pathways. As temperature and precipitation increase, the risks of
disasters such as flooding and fires do, too (Pearce et al. 2020). Shifting precipitation
patterns often result in heavy rainfall over short periods of time, causing overland
flooding. Simultaneously, increases in temperatures result in more days with ideal
conditions for high-intensity fires (Kirchmeier-Young et al. 2017).

In northern Canada, permafrost further compounds the impacts of increases in
temperature and precipitation. Losses in snow cover and land ice due to warmer
temperatures expedite melting in what was once permanently frozen ground, while
increased frequency and severity of fires further warms the active layer, decreasing the
bearing capacity of permafrost throughout the year (Pearce et al. 2020). Coastlines
historically protected by sea ice and permafrost are now facing significant erosion due
to sea level rise, increased wave intensity and extreme water levels and temperatures
(Pearce et al. 2020).



Construction and maintenance of northern transportation infrastructure are likely to be
dramatically affected: construction of new projects will require integration of climate
change projections for both overall feasibility and civil engineering adaptations, while
maintenance will need to be significantly more robust, responsive and well funded

to prevent adverse impacts to or hindering of northern transportation (Pearce et al.
2020). The infrastructure adaptations necessary for “dynamic and increasingly extreme
conditions” would carry increased costs, while, due to the unpredictable nature of
warming effects, effects of intensifying risks would magnify beyond the corridor itself
and into communities (Pearce et al. 2020).

3.2 PLANNING FOR CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE NORTH

While dramatic climate change effects are virtually certain to occur somewhere across
the Arctic regions, the exact location or severity is difficult to identify (IPCC 2021;
Suter et al. 2019). This uncertainty, paired with the complexity of the global climate
system, underscores the urgency to prepare communities for the worst, without
putting them at an economic disadvantage or hindering their ability to function and
thrive. Despite this urgency, adaptation of northern communities presents a significant
planning challenge. The capacity of adaptation to mitigate risk to the complex web

of northern infrastructure is limited by remoteness and amplified climate change
effects. Simultaneously, sociopolitical factors hinder adaptation initiatives — mindset
barriers, lack of contextual understanding and lagging implementation, combined with
exorbitant construction and maintenance costs perpetuate ineffective planning.

Acute climate impacts have already pushed some northern communities to begin
deliberately planning for climate change. In Yukon, for example, Dawson City, Mayo
and Whitehorse partnered with the Northern Climate Exchange (Yukon University,
then Yukon College) to develop climate change adaptation plans (Hennessey et al.
201, 2012; Hennessey and Streicker 2011). These plans intended to assess impacts

and vulnerability, recommend adaptation actions and increase resilience in the long
term. However, since being published in 2011, a lack of accountability and cohesiveness
necessary to facilitate action have hindered the plans’ implementation.

While adaptation planning in general frequently faces significant barriers, adaptation in
the Canadian North remains constrained by exceptional circumstances. With amplified
warming effects across the North, adaptation of the CNC is integral to the sustainability
of the project; however, the cost and effectiveness of adaptation measures have limits
in the face of unrestricted climate change and are constrained by sociopolitical factors
that define a community’s capacity to adapt (Adger and Barnett 2009; IPCC 2015).




3.2.1 LIMITS AND CONSTRAINTS FOR ADAPTATION IN THE CANADIAN NORTH

Adaptation measures in the Canadian North face significant limits and constraints.
Lagging implementation, isolation and low population, and limited tax base to fund
local-level adaptation, coupled with amplified warming, result in significant challenges
and limited capacity to overcome them (Birchall and Bonnett 2021, 2020). To overcome
these constraints requires planning that deliberately employs strategies to increase
adaptive capacity and reduce the risk of maladaptation. However, substantial resources
are required to facilitate adaptation. Isolation and remoteness of northern communities
can result in restricted financial capacity and inadequate technical knowledge required to
undertake anticipatory adaptation (Birchall and Bonnett 2020; Singh and Birchall 2019).

Adaptation needs and costs, particularly in remote northern locations, can be
significant (Field 2018; Palko and Lemmen 2017; Suter et al. 2019). Local governments
are responsible for local-level adaptation, yet their ability to do so is often constrained
by a lack of financial support due to their limited tax base and inadequate levels of
external support, resources or expertise (Birchall and Bonnett 2020; McNamara et

al. 2017). How is it then that local governments are expected to adapt to climate
change without adequate resources? Despite the critical need for external support,
mindset barriers, conflict and lack of willingness to enact adaptation within multi-level
governments all hinder critical northern adaptation planning (Birchall and Bonnett
2020; Ford and King 2013). Without multi-level governmental co-operation, top-down
decision-making can render adaptation ineffective — political and economic priorities
are misplaced due to misunderstandings about vulnerability and risk, consequently
overshadowing the severity and urgency of climate change (Eriksen et al. 2021; Kehler
and Birchall 2021; Mayer et al. 2017). For policy-makers who are undereducated about
the reality of climate change, its complex nature leads to considerable misconceptions
about the opportunities that a warmer climate will bring to the North (Dawson et al.
2018; Birchall and Bonnett 2020; Palko and Lemmen 2017). As a result, adaptation
planning for northern communities is rife with maladaptation: scarcity of resources,
over-reliance on hard measures and poor land use decisions result in decreased
resilience, and as the climate changes communities are overwhelmed by reactionary
measures, causing lagging adaptation implementation and further hindering their
ability to anticipate and plan (Birchall and Bonnett 2020).

While the severity of climate change across northern communities continues to
increase unabated and local governments are already overwhelmed, implementation
of anticipatory adaptation is still possible. An effective adaptation plan is preceded

by a deliberate effort to overcome constraining factors by building adaptive capacity
and reducing vulnerability (IPCC 2014). Particularly within the northern context of the
CNC — where accelerated climate change and dramatic vulnerability of infrastructure
are compounded by limited adaptive capacity — addressing these barriers is urgent
(Ford et al. 2015; MacDonald and Birchall 2019). For example, despite facing significant
environmental risks, Lede et al. (2021) found that individuals living in northern
communities felt that social stressors, such as housing shortages, food insecurity

and overcrowding, far over-shadowed the physical impacts of climate change in their



daily lives. Such significant social stressors substantially limit resilience and adaptive
capacity, yet are feasible to address (Kehler and Birchall 2021). Adaptation planning
can foster resilience by improving maladapted infrastructure and addressing the lack of
resources that limit adaptive capacity (Ford and King 2013; Ramsey et al. 2019; Williams
et al. 2020).

Because local governments are best suited to provide context-based adaptation, yet
do not have the necessary financial resources to achieve it, multi-level government
collaboration and resource sharing are essential (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater
2021). Furthermore, when facing scarce or limited resources, resources available for
adaptation should be used strategically to foster resilience through policy that meets
socioeconomic needs and generates additional benefits through increased adaptive
capacity (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021; IPCC 2014). Strategic planning holds
significant potential to foster resilience to climate change provided incremental
adaptive measures are mainstreamed and agreed upon through a bottom-up
participatory process (Kehler and Birchall 2021; MacDonald and Birchall 2019). To

do so requires resources to be allocated equitably through multi-level government
collaboration with local governments being given autonomy for effective place-based
adaptation planning (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021). The importance of this
approach cannot be overstated: decisions about adaptation priorities must be made
by those who experience impacts first-hand, fostering resilience through place-based
planning, culturally appropriate methods and shared knowledge (Tran et al. 2021).

Resilience is a key aspect of northern infrastructure adaptation in the face of climate
change; however, significant barriers persist. Infrastructure expansion has a high
potential for maladaptation: Canada’s massive scale and varying socioeconomic and
environmental constraints increase the difficulty of identifying adaptation actions to
foster resilience. Consequently, the effect of new infrastructure such as the CNC on
wider resilience depends on the approach to adaptation and its risk of maladaptation.
Poorly planned, such projects have the potential to increase the severity of
socioeconomic stressors within northern communities and worsen the environmental
risk. To address adaptation and resilience across the entire CNC project would require
significant research into each local context, deliberate consideration of existing
adaptation plans, a more robust economic analysis from a climate change perspective
and intentional dialogue with affected communities to determine feasibility.




4. BALANCING THE CNC: OBSTACLES AND UNINTENDED
CONSEQUENCES IN NORTHERN INFRASTRUCTURE

Despite the best intentions, planning decisions are often rife with unintended
consequences (Adger and Vincent 2005; Axon and Morrissey 2020; Ramsey et al.
2019; Sandercock 1998). Given the complex relationships between socioeconomic
factors and climate change vulnerabilities (Kehler and Birchall 2021; Naylor et al. 2020),
adaptation of the CNC will need to consider the effects of expanded transportation
networks on individual communities.

Planning, through its interdisciplinary and holistic perspective, offers unique insights
into how the increasing need for adaptation will be challenged by the exceptional
obstacles northern communities already face. The following exploration of case studies
intends to exemplify some of the barriers to adaptation northern Canadian communities
face, as well as unintended maladaptation resulting from planning decisions.

4.1 RESOURCE-BASED TOWNS

Canadian towns, particularly in northern Canada with its abundance of natural resources,
tend to be reliant on one or two resources at a time (Van Assche et al. 2016). The CNC,
which aims to expand the transportation network in order to facilitate the movement

of natural resources and increase Canada’s ability to compete in the international
market (Fellows et al. 2020), is likely to encourage significant economic growth in
natural resource extraction in communities along the corridor. While at first glance this
seems beneficial, the reality is that in order to adapt to climate change, the resilience

of the communities affected is critical, and unfortunately, relying heavily on one or two
resources increases vulnerability to any change. Communities in any location will feel
the effects of economic fluctuations; however, for resource-based towns the effects

of boom-and-bust cycles can be dramatic, even potentially resulting in communities
being abandoned (Van Assche et al. 2016). Economic diversification is a key aspect of
effective adaptation; by relying on a variety of local economic activities, communities
can facilitate resilience. There is robust evidence and high agreement that by supporting
economic diversification, protecting vulnerable groups and providing financial support,
governments can co-ordinate effective adaptation to climate change and mitigate the
momentous financial burden of acting on adaptation too late (IPCC 2014).

Without conscious economic diversification, any affected community along the
corridor would be at significant risk; however, this vulnerability intensifies as either
(or both) the global market for emissions-producing resources decreases in response
to the Paris Agreement or as the effects of climate change become increasingly
severe. The long-term sustainability of the CNC project and the communities along it
is dependent on economic diversification as an adaptation to climate change. For the
CNC to be a low-risk endeavour, it should include local support for diversifying the
economies of affected communities.



‘ Case Study: Dawson City ‘

Dawson City is arguably one of Canada’s most iconic northern communities. To this day, the
Klondike Gold Rush is a favourite legend among Canadians, despite the rush itself only lasting
three years in the late 1800s (Clark 2011). However, is not commonly understood that the rush to
resource extraction itself was a response to a financial recession in the United States, a global
gold shortage and significant unemployment (Berton 2001; Morse 2003) — setting the stage

for a long history of economic vulnerability for Dawson City and demonstrating the risks of
northern development. As a result of boom-and-bust cycles, Dawson’s population, and therefore
the necessary infrastructure, fluctuated immensely. At the height of the rush, it is likely the

town boasted nearly 100,000 people; however, once much of the gold had been extracted the
population fell to 5,000 (Coates 1991). This had significant effects on community infrastructure.
By 1914, abandoned homes, collapsing businesses and overgrown city lots were common
(Morrison and Coates 1989). By 1952, the town was still struggling and attempted to branch out
into tourism with the creation of the Klondike Tourist Bureau, which was largely unsuccessful

at the time (Commonwealth Historic Resource Management Limited 2008). The expansion of
Dawson’s economy beyond gold really intensified as a response to flooding in 1979 (Benkert et al.
2015). Floodwaters reached nearly two metres deep and put much of the town’s unique heritage
infrastructure at significant risk, and in response, investment into heritage preservation soared
and tourism quickly became the primary industry (Government of Yukon 2018). This transition
diversified the local economy into a mix of gold mining, tourism, arts and culture, fostering
resilience to fluctuations in the global economy. Dawson City in many ways is a northern resilience
success story. Unfortunately, not all communities are able to weather economic vulnerability

and expand their economies successfully. Despite Dawson’s economic diversification and the
subsequent increase in resilience, climate change, coupled with a lack of multi-level governmental
co-operation, threatens this achievement.

Climate change is already affecting Dawson in many ways: river flows are increasingly variable,
forest fires are increasing in frequency and, most notably, permafrost slumping rates are
increasing, causing major issues for infrastructure (Benkert et al. 2015). As most of the townsite
sits on a discontinuous permafrost zone, increased surface temperatures due to climate change
lead to variation in snow cover depth, active-layer hydrology variations and infrastructure effects,
posing upkeep challenges for building owners and the municipal government (Benkert et al.
2015). Heritage buildings, vital to Dawson’s tourism industry, are particularly vulnerable to climate
change effects. These historic sites have posed significant challenges for the municipality, as their
upkeep is essential to the town’s long-term economic sustainability (Parks Canada 2021). In the
1950s, Parks Canada began acquiring heritage properties and artifacts; the federal government
now owns and operates many historic properties in the Dawson City area (Parks Canada 2018).
Unfortunately, a significant portion of Dawson’s historic downtown remains undeveloped and

in disrepair due to disagreements between the federal government and the municipality about
how to best adapt the city’s historic buildings to the challenges posed by the changing northern
climate, particularly permafrost thaw (City of Dawson 2018).

This case study illustrates the extreme challenges faced by northern communities and the need
for a localized, holistic approach. While Dawson’s diversified economy increases its adaptive
capacity in the face of climate change, the city’s resilience remains limited by inaction resulting
from a lack of multi-level governmental co-operation.




4.2 RESILIENCE AND INCREASING DISASTER RISK

The consequences of unmitigated climate change are guaranteed to be severe (IPCC
2021). All communities and the natural systems on which they rely will have significant
impacts as the frequency, intensity and duration of weather extremes intensify due

to climate change (Environment and Climate Change Canada 2019). Canadians are
already feeling the impacts of climate change; Canada is warming at double the global
rate and its northern regions are warming at triple the global rate (Canada 2021).
Canada is already seeing extreme effects: drought, flooding, cold extremes, heat waves
and wildfires have become commonplace (Environment and Climate Change Canada
2019). Such events are costly, disrupt transportation, hinder economic growth and put
communities at risk.

Northern communities, such as those that the CNC would impact, are in a difficult
place. On one hand, such communities are resource-based, and the CNC would likely
increase access to transportation and facilitate expansion and diversification of these
industries; on the other hand, climate change will significantly increase disaster risk
and result in increased adaptation costs. The potential economic prosperity granted by
the CNC would be vulnerable to disasters, requiring significant consideration of how,
or if, transportation infrastructure can be planned in a way that facilitates resilience as
disaster risk increases.

Expanded transportation connections can have significant implications for disaster

risk resilience. Increased disaster risk for northern Canadian communities due

to climate change is nearly guaranteed and has the potential to render any hard
adaptation measures ineffective. By encouraging development in a high-risk area
without adequate modularity and redundancy of infrastructure, resilience of the

local community is substantially hindered. However, if land use and transportation
connections are considered from a holistic perspective of resilience, it may be possible
to reduce maladaptation and complacency, ensuring that risk is lessened in the event of
a disaster.




‘ Case Study: Fort McMurray ‘

Fort McMurray, a northern Alberta community, sits in the centre of the Athabasca oilsands. As the
epicentre of oil and gas development in Canada, the local economy relies heavily on extraction and
production of petroleum (Van Assche et al. 2016). Despite volatile global oil prices, Fort McMurray’s
population has remained quite stable and has consistently been growing since 2000 (Statistics
Canada 2016). Despite this relative stability, in recent years Fort McMurray has experienced several
natural disasters, the most notable being the 2016 wildfire which burned almost 600,000 ha,
displaced over 80,000 people (Government of Alberta 2016) and caused $3.5 billion in losses

(IBC 2016).

While there can be no direct correlation between climate change and the Fort McMurray fire,
research has shown that climate change increases the likelihood of such events, and that in the
future, as warming becomes more severe, this trend will continue. This increase in risk is due to
longer fire seasons, increased fuel availability and more days with conditions suitable for spreading
high-intensity fires (Kirchmeier-Young et al. 2017). While the Fort McMurray fire demonstrates the
impacts of increasing disaster risk, what is most notable is the way the case highlights the extreme
value of resilience in transportation infrastructure. The community is connected north and south
by a single highway; from an emergency management perspective, this lack of redundancy and
connectivity significantly reduces the community’s resilience to a disaster. This was unfortunately
demonstrated during the 2016 fire. On May 3, 2016, the wildfire cut off evacuees’ route south,
costing two people their lives (Public Safety Canada 2021).

This highlights the importance of considering emergency management while planning infrastructure
expansion. Resilient community planning must account for increased disaster risk due to climate
change. For Fort McMurray, the CNC could potentially facilitate more efficient east and west
connections across Canada, likely increasing connectivity and positively impacting the community’s
resilience. However, increasing road connections alone do not guarantee the avoidance of
complacency and maladaptation. To reduce this risk further, other soft adaptations for emergency
management such as early warnings or evacuation schemes would need to go hand in hand with
transportation infrastructure expansion.

4.3 MALADAPTATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS

As climate change worsens and adaptation costs continue to increase, many
infrastructure-related projects become unsustainable from a fiscal perspective. Climate
change continues to threaten federal efforts to expand transportation infrastructure

in the Canadian North, resulting in significant maladaptation — such as infrastructure
failure due to melting permafrost and erosion, or food insecurity due to decreased
operating windows and load capacities of winter roads — leading to significant
vulnerabilities in the northern transportation system (Palko and Lemmen 2017). This is
a particularly challenging issue for northern communities as infrastructure maintenance
and, increasingly, incremental adaptation costs are being downloaded onto lower
levels of government which lack the funds to pay for them. For northern communities,
remote geographic locations and limited access restrict connectivity to southern
Canada (Palko and Lemmen 2017), and this isolated nature perpetuates infrastructure
vulnerability to climate change (Ford et al. 2015). While increasing connectivity is
critical to resilience in the North, the momentous cost of maladapted infrastructure and
subsequent disaster-related failures demand to be considered. The lack of multi-level
governmental collaboration combined with misunderstandings about the opportunities
and harsh realities of climate change in the Canadian North could lead to rampant



maladaptation along the proposed CNC. Due to permafrost thaw, sea level rise,
wildfires and fragile ecosystems, climate change in the Arctic is complex and uncertain
(Environment and Climate Change Canada 2019).

The costs and risks associated with conglomerating infrastructure on frozen ground in
a location that is warming at three times the global rate could be massive. Permafrost
thaw will necessitate increased maintenance and monitoring for all-weather roads

that carry significant heavy traffic, while increasingly frequent forest fires will further
destabilize permafrost (Palko and Lemmen 2017). Permafrost is inherently unstable and
extremely sensitive to disruption. As warming increases the depth of the active layer
that thaws during the summer, infrastructure constructed directly on the ground is
more likely to thaw the permafrost beneath it. Additionally, in relation to transportation
infrastructure, thawing is exacerbated by removal of continuous low vegetation and
large construction vehicles can rupture protective vegetation, potentially causing
water-filled linear depressions that further accelerate melting and can last for decades
(Skinner et al. 1999).

While the CNC'’s potential route across Canada makes sense for moving goods to and
from ports, much of the corridor’s southern portion sits on sporadic permafrost —
ground that is both challenging and extremely costly to build upon (Palko and Lemmen
2017). The impacts of climate change on the life-cycle replacement costs of Arctic
infrastructure will be substantial: by 2059, due to environmental stressors, these costs
are projected to increase by over 40 per cent for transportation infrastructure (Suter
et al. 2019). The costs are already mounting; for example, in 2018, Russia spent six

per cent of its total government budget on the infrastructure impacts of permafrost
thaw alone (Suter et al. 2019). Regions of northern Canada are projected to require at
least an additional one per cent of annual gross regional product to support existing
infrastructure on permafrost due to the loss of load-bearing capacity and thaw
subsidence (Suter et al. 2019). These compounding maintenance costs would fall to
local governments, which are often poorly positioned to fund this responsibility due to
isolation and economic vulnerability.

Northern communities are already overwhelmed by infrastructure maintenance
because of climate change, and increased disaster risks could further undermine their
efforts (Birchall and Bonnett 2020). While bottlenecks in the Trans-Canada corridor
have been cited as a motivator for the CNC, northern infrastructure faces amplified
risks for bottlenecks as a result of infrastructure failure and inefficiencies due to
climate change (Fellows et al. 2020; Pearce et al. 2020). A single hazardous event
can have significant cascading effects for vulnerable communities on isolated fringes
of expanded transportation infrastructure. Consequently, it is likely that any minor
disaster could disrupt transportation with significant effects; for example, without
alternate routes in place, fires and floods along critical infrastructure on destabilized
permafrost can be catastrophic. Without adequate planning for economic diversity
and infrastructure resilience through redundancy and connectivity, increased disaster
risk due to climate change could push communities from being overwhelmed by
maintenance and adaptation to being unable to cope, resulting in vulnerabilities all
along the CNC. From a planning perspective it would be strongly recommended to



create contingencies for the considerable maintenance costs and risks of disaster-
related bottlenecks along the CNC.

Increases in repairs and maintenance that result from climate change are a significant
burden for any transportation infrastructure built in the Canadian North (Palko and
Lemmen 2017). The cost-prohibitive nature of maladaptation and unpredictability of
climate change could create costly inefficiencies along the corridor.

4.4 INFRASTRUCTURE AND VULNERABLE COMMUNITIES

Northern communities are considerably vulnerable to climate change. Isolation,
amplified warming, infrastructure sensitivity and limited adaptive capacity compound
and perpetuate socioeconomic stressors and environmental risk, leading to decreased
resilience (Birchall and Bonnett 2020; Ford et al. 2017; Davoudi et al. 2013; IPCC 2014).
While environmental risk can be largely mitigated through adaptation infrastructure,
socioeconomic stressors need to be addressed through other forms of policy.
Consequently, successful adaptation of the CNC will remain contingent on balancing
the risks and benefits of infrastructure expansion, and the implications this may have on
the resilience of vulnerable communities.

Adaptation to climate change seeks to reduce the costs and risks associated with a
warming world and understanding vulnerability to climate change is a critical aspect of our
ability to reduce any negative consequences (IPCC 2014). However, the complexity of
vulnerability continues to hinder infrastructure adaptation in the Canadian North; because
both resilience and vulnerability to climate change are social and physical, an approach to
adaptation that balances both aspects of vulnerability is necessary (Kehler and Birchall
2021; Naylor et al. 2020). Despite the dire need to understand it, exactly how to assess
infrastructure vulnerability in northern Canada remains unclear, and the resulting gaps in
understanding continue to prevent successful adaptation (Ford et al. 2015). Due to several
considerable challenges, decision-making around adaptation for vulnerable communities is
contentious: there are few collaborative efforts between social and technical disciplines to
assess vulnerability to climate change and adequately inform decision-makers (Ford et al.
2015); ineffective stakeholder consultation results in decisions that perpetuate vulnerability
(Johnson et al. 2015; MacDonald and Birchall 2019); inaccessibility of climate science
hinders understanding for community members (Benevolenza and DeRigne 2018); and
political and mindset barriers restrict the ability of climate adaptation to succeed (Birchall
and Bonnett 2021). Such challenges present significant obstacles for new infrastructure
such as the CNC. Effective adaptation plans require a clear understanding of what
vulnerabilities will be perturbed, created or diminished.

In the face of such complex vulnerability, infrastructure expansion can have both
benefits and unintended costs. While some costs for vulnerable communities are
physical or economic, many are social, and the consequential reduction in resilience has
the potential to destabilize any effort for adaptation. Socioeconomic stressors remain

a critical, although under-represented aspect of adaptation: “If a community does not
have the skills or resources to recover from or overcome the stresses of climate change,



then regardless of existing policies they will continue to be perpetually vulnerable”
(Kehler and Birchall 2021, 472). Reduction of such stressors is best done through
increasing access to public services such as education, housing, health services,
sanitation or other basic needs (Kehler and Birchall 2021). However, in northern Canada,
issues explored in the previous sections compound and reduce resilience substantially:
economic vulnerability due to reliance on a single resource can cause systemic
socioeconomic stressors in response to market fluctuations; warming continues to
increase environmental risk; and the downloading of costly maintenance and adaptation
to local governments further depletes resources needed for addressing ongoing

issues and bolstering local resilience. Sulzenko and Fellows (2016) identified that there
would be a difficult transition period in which communities along the corridor would
struggle to provide public services in response to the expected economic activity and
population growth; however, due to climate change, the resolution of this transition
period is not guaranteed. Infrastructure adaptation is impossible if communities are not
resilient, and resilience only occurs when there is adequate provision of public services
to reduce socioeconomic stressors (IPCC 2014), making this transition period inherently
vulnerable to market fluctuations or climate-related disasters.

While the CNC itself has the potential to better connect northern communities and
increase Canada’s play in the global economy, due to the complex vulnerability of
northern communities to climate change, without adequate planning the project could
just as likely have the opposite effect, burdening them with the costs of maladaptation
and maintenance, or further isolating vulnerable communities due to disaster-related
infrastructure failure. Approaching resilience of the CNC from a holistic and dynamic
perspective, considering both environmental and socioeconomic risks and taking an
interdisciplinary approach to vulnerability assessments could reduce these risks.




‘ Case Study: Churchill, Manitoba ‘

Churchill, Manitoba, a small town at the mouth of the Churchill River along the shoreline of
Hudson Bay, provides unique insight into the significant risks of resource speculation, expanding
infrastructure in the North and the cascading effects of high-risk economic endeavours. The

town was initially a result of federal and provincial interest in a port city that could facilitate
international trade routes in the 1930s. Still to this day, the town is connected to the rest of Canada
by only one overland train route (Montsion 2015). Despite the difficulty of economic diversification
for resource-based towns, Churchill was able to expand into eco-tourism, transportation and
health-care services (Montsion 2015). However, climate change continues to threaten the town

in several ways. For instance, receding Arctic sea ice has endangered belugas living in Hudson
Bay and increased dangerous encounters with polar bears, to the detriment of the town’s tourism
industry and public safety (Wilder 2017; Smith et al. 2017). Most prominently, permafrost thaw has
significantly impacted the community by causing disruptions to its overland rail connection.

The federal government completed the Hudson Bay Railway connecting Churchill to the south in
1929. CN Railway operated the lines until 1997, before being sold to privately owned OmniTRAX
(Montsion 2015). Over time, due to increasing temperatures and subsequent permafrost thaw,
maintenance grew increasingly costly, and in spring 2017 two unseasonably late winter storms
resulted in flooding that washed out the rail line in more than 10 places (Porter 2017). The
economic impacts to the town were substantial due to the disruption of tourism and access to
supplies, resulting in a steep rise in the cost of living and an inability to provide critical health care
to surrounding communities (Hoye 2017). Shockingly, despite the town’s reliance on the rail line,
significant cost meant that no public or private entity was willing to restore the line — both the
federal government and OmniTRAX denied any responsibility for repairs and filed lawsuits against
one another (CBC News 2018). After more than a year without rail service, through a public-
private partnership spearheaded by First Nations groups and local governments, the line was
purchased, repaired and finally resumed service in early December 2018 (Geary 2018).

Churchill illustrates the complexity of vulnerability that results as climate change increases risks.
Churchill is vulnerable in a combination of ways: physically, due to permafrost thaw and other
environmental risks; economically, as climate change threatens the diversity of its economy;
socially, due to a minoritized population and high costs of living; and politically, due to the lack of
collaboration and communication between levels of government. Regardless, Churchill is clearly
resilient in other ways too, as demonstrated by its capacity to persevere and collaborate even

in the face of the isolation caused by the rail line’s failure. Not all vulnerable communities lack
resilience, and fostering resilience through unconventional means, such as supporting strong
social cohesion and internal networks, can help vulnerable communities adapt to climate change
(Usamah et al. 2014).




5. ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS:
RESILIENCE THROUGH A DYNAMIC APPROACH

Resilience in the Canadian North is complex. Resource-based economies, remote
towns, marginalized populations and an unforgiving landscape amplify vulnerability to
climate change and magnify the risks of costly maladaptation. Approaching adaptation
of northern transportation infrastructure requires planning for the uncertainty and
complexity of climate change by respecting the extraordinary circumstances northern
communities face.

Planning for adaptation and resilience in the Canadian North faces hard limits and
ample constraints. However, effective planning can facilitate flexibility. Adaptation

is, first and foremost, local (Barnett et al. 2008; IPCC 2014; Siders 2019; Williams et

al. 2020). The previous section highlighted the need for adaptation strategies to be
context specific — meaning that, regardless of a similarity in risks or hazards, effective
adaptation in any two communities will vary depending on local culture, values

or socioeconomic processes — something that is even more relevant in northern
communities (Tran et al. 2021; Van Assche, Birchall and Gruezmacher 2022). Van
Assche, Birchall and Gruezmacher (2022) find that effective resilience planning for
northern communities means having a vision of the future — founded through an
inclusive process that values non-Western knowledge — a realistic and deliberate plan
to achieve it, and the necessary governance tools to incite action. This approach relies
on substantial co-operation across levels and domains of governance, local autonomy
to implement detailed policy and an appreciation of local contexts (Bonnett and
Birchall 2022; Van Assche, Birchall and Gruezmacher 2022).

The federal government has already commissioned hard adaptation practices focusing
on engineering resilience for projects like the CNC (Palko and Lemmen 2017). However,
limiting adaptation to hard measures alone would likely be ineffective. The IPCC (2014)
identifies the following principles for effective adaptation: place- and context-specific
approaches; significant intergovernmental co-operation; reduction of vulnerability;
public engagement and integration of non-Western knowledge systems; and focus on
low-risk, high-benefit policy measures that provide co-benefits for both adaptation
and mitigation. In this case, an urban and regional planning approach can enable
effective adaptation through policy directed toward increasing evolutionary resilience
within communities by focusing on addressing vulnerability through environmental risk
reduction and increasing adaptive capacity.




5.1 ENVIRONMENTAL RISK REDUCTION: INFRASTRUCTURE ADAPTATION

Reduction of environmental risk is a vital aspect of adaptation (Davoudi et al. 2013;
Field 2018). This can be achieved through two complementary planning methods: hard
infrastructure adaptations and non-structural, resilience-focused soft infrastructure
adaptations. Currently, Canada’s northern transportation system is ineffective due

to gaps in connectivity (Palko and Lemmen 2017), leading to many isolated and
vulnerable northern communities without reliable access to essential services. While
expanding infrastructure can facilitate connectivity, as stated previously, the potential
for maladaptation is high. Hard adaptation measures have limits, and in the face of
unmitigated climate change these limits are sure to be exceeded. Soft adaptations,
such as altered land use, diminish the risks of infrastructure failure associated with
climate change.

Engineering of structural, hard adaptation measures are not the typical realm of
adaptation planners. Given the complexity of adaptation for northern communities,

in order to avoid maladaptation, a basic understanding of the physical challenges

of Arctic infrastructure design is necessary. Climate Risks and Adaptation Practices

— For the Canadian Transportation Sector details construction techniques and
technologies for the adaptation of transportation infrastructure (Palko and Lemmen
2017). This includes permafrost-melt adaptation for all-season roads such as
embankment thickening, geotextiles or thermosyphons, or for rail transportation, stone
embankments or sun sheds. However, Palko and Lemmen (2017) stress that barriers
such as costs, isolation and short construction seasons are likely to restrict adaptation
initiatives across the North. Moreover, while opportunities due to climate change are
often touted, in reality this is not the case for northern Canada. Climatic changes

that are opening northern marine waters are also causing significant challenges for
overland transportation: changes in operating windows and load capacities of winter
roads are reducing access; permafrost degradation poses immediate and future risks to
transportation infrastructure; and adaptation techniques are cost-prohibitive and rely
on specialized equipment and materials (Palko and Lemmen 2017).

While hard adaptation alone has the potential to provide some benefit, it cannot be
overstated that long-term effective adaptation also requires soft adaptation measures
that focus on resilient community design (Van Assche, Birchall, and Gruezmacher
2022). Such measures focus on adjusting human behaviour and fostering resilience
through planning (Bonnett and Birchall 2020). For northern communities, this may
include planned relocation, altered land use and building controls, increased setbacks
or effective emergency management (Bonnett and Birchall 2020). Building resilience
into community design is critical for emergency management. Transportation networks
that include redundancy, are well connected and have a high degree of modularity are
able to facilitate recovery after a disaster (Allan and Bryant 2011; French et al. 2019).



5.2 SOCIOECONOMIC STRESSOR SUPPORT: SMART ADAPTATION AND
ADAPTIVE CAPACITY

The reduction of socioeconomic stressors is simultaneously the most crucial and
undervalued adaptation to climate change (Kehler and Birchall 2021); underestimating
the complexity of adaptation as a social process can lead to misunderstandings
about infrastructure adaptation (IPCC 2014). Smart adaptation uses policy to

reduce vulnerability to climate change by addressing socioeconomic stressors and
consists of low-risk policy choices that provide multiple benefits, such as reductions
in GHG emissions and economic growth (Field 2018; IPCC 2014). Simultaneously,

a community’s adaptive capacity can be similarly supported by addressing local
socioeconomic constraints stemming from limited economic resources, equity or
access to technology or information (Adger and Barnett 2009; Ford and King 2013).
Clearly, a place-based approach that considers socioeconomic stressors is critical

to the feasibility of the CNC; yet this is threatened by governments’ willingness to
implement any adaptation at all, as short-term economic and political priorities
consistently take precedence over necessary long-term resilience and adaptation
goals (Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021; Ford and King 2013; Ojwang et al. 2017).
Successful adaptation of the CNC, and likely the Canadian North in general, hinges on
overcoming political barriers to effective adaptation and implementing the strategies
outlined here.

When it comes to adaptation, priority should be given to reducing vulnerability

and exposure to risk (IPCC 2014). While exposure to risk is generally reduced by
infrastructure adaptation, vulnerability to climate change is significantly more complex
and therefore requires a dynamic and flexible approach (Benevolenza and DeRigne
2018; Ford et al. 2015; Kehler and Birchall 2021; Naylor et al. 2020; Pandey et al. 2017).
Smart adaptation seeks to mitigate risk through measures that are win-win, decreasing
disaster vulnerability while also facilitating economic growth (Field 2018). These policy
decisions include investments of public funds in strategies that are low economic

risk and high adaptation benefit, such as poverty reduction, transportation networks

or public health (IPCC 2015). Addressing socioeconomic stressors is increasingly
recognized as a crucial element for adaptation to climate change to be economically
sustainable (Kehler and Birchall 2021; OECD 2015). This approach reduces vulnerability
in many ways while remaining flexible and effective over the long term by using low-risk
policy measures that are established through a process grounded in public engagement
and integration of non-Western knowledge systems (Field 2018; IPCC 2014).

Long-term vulnerability reduction strategies should include co-benefits for other
objectives; this way, regardless of what climate change brings, funds and resources
are not wasted. Smart adaptation strategies have significant potential to increase
resilience of northern communities. Smart adaptation policy could increase local
municipalities’ ability to cope with maintenance costs, while boosting efficiency and
reducing potential gaps in northern transportation infrastructure perpetuated by
climate change. Because short-term outcomes tend to be the focus of policy decisions
(Birchall, MacDonald and Slater 2021; Ford et al. 2017; IPCC 2014), in respect to the
CNC, it will be critical to investigate the long-term opportunities and constraints of



infrastructure expansion. From this perspective, it is easy to see the value of multi-level
governmental co-operation. Without support across all levels of government, such a
complex approach is likely to fail.

For the CNC to avoid maladaptation and increases in vulnerability, considerable
analysis is required to determine what policy measures are necessary to address the
significant socioeconomic stressors present across northern Canada. Pearce et al.
(2020) urge engaging local and Indigenous communities early and often to identify if a
corridor is desirable and relevant to them; research here echoes this sentiment: in order
for adaptation policy to be effective there must be sufficient public participation (IPCC
2014; Johnson et al. 2015; Kehler and Birchall 2021; Williams et al. 2020; MacDonald
and Birchall 2019). However, if a community is not resilient, then participation in
collaborative planning with decision-makers is impractical due to a fragmentation

of perspectives (Johnson et al. 2015), further highlighting the critical need for smart
adaptation policy that first and foremost reduces socioeconomic stressors preventing
resilience. Furthermore, the IPCC (2014) identified that there is high confidence that
Indigenous, local and traditional knowledge systems are a crucial resource to effective
adaptation. Despite this knowledge, and to their detriment, adaptation initiatives across
the Arctic consistently discount any integration of non-Western knowledge systems,
despite offers of support from Canadian Indigenous leaders (Dene Nahjo et al. 2018;
Tran et al. 2021).

Limited adaptive capacity, often due to a lack of smart adaptation policies and
abundance of systemic socioeconomic stressors, significantly restricts the ability

of northern communities to successfully adapt to climate change. Consequently,
bolstering a community’s adaptive capacity requires taking smart adaptation
approaches built upon effective and equitable public participation. Reframing the value
of public participation is critical to the CNC and adaptation of infrastructure to climate
change in general. Northern communities cannot effectively participate in decision-
making while plagued by socioeconomic stressors in a system that doesn’t recognize
the significant value of non-Western knowledge systems to adaptation. Rectifying
these shortcomings is a crucial aspect of effective adaptation to climate change in the
Canadian North.




6. CONCLUSION

This paper explores considerations for climate change adaptation of vulnerable
northern infrastructure. By using an urban and regional planning approach to delve into
the complex interrelations between adaptation and resilience, the potential implications
of expanding northern transportation infrastructure are uncovered. In doing so, this
paper highlights the need for a holistic and dynamic approach to adaptation and
resilience and explores the consequences of failing to do so. The extent to which the
CNC could enhance resilience of northern infrastructure remains unclear; however,

due to the unpredictable and drastic effects of climate change, the potential for
maladaptation and its resulting systemic repercussions remains significant. Resilience
in northern Canada is a function of both environmental risk and the severity of
socioeconomic stressors. Consequently, adequate consultation of local and Indigenous
communities coupled with a critical analysis of the ways in which the project increases
or decreases the severity of socioeconomic stressors and environmental risk remains at
the forefront of adaptation for the corridor.

The feasibility of the CNC is drastically reduced due to climate change, as significant
increases in environmental risk threaten existing infrastructure, magnify maintenance
costs and push the limits of adaptation measures. To overcome these barriers would
require a reimagining of Canada’s northern transportation system. While the CNC offers
the potential to reduce gaps in the transportation system and thereby improve access
to essential services for isolated northern communities, the expansion of traditional
transportation infrastructure does not necessarily incite long-term resilience in the

face of climate change. For northern communities, existing systemic socioeconomic
stressors reduce adaptive capacity and perpetuate physical vulnerability: resource-
based economies result in economic vulnerability; overwhelming adaptation costs
threaten the efficiency of critical infrastructure; ecological fragility and infrastructure
sensitivity enlarge climatic impacts; and increasing disaster risk restricts access to basic
goods and services.

The proposed CNC, if approached equitably, provides many opportunities for building
resilience in the Canadian North and addressing systemic constraints in northern
adaptation. Planning for resilience requires a community-oriented approach built on

a foundation of sustainable theories and equitable methods. Sustainable planning
theories include those such as smart growth, transit-oriented development or biophilic
cities. However, these approaches are not always applicable or even possible for

every community, particularly for small rural or northern locations. Determining what
approaches can foster community resilience requires equitable planning methods,
which strive to use public participation to investigate the needs and wants of
community members and collaborate to co-produce adaptation plans. Unfortunately,
participatory methods of adaptation planning continue to be a challenge across the
globe. Social systems, power structures and resource hoarding limit equitable access
to participation and can hinder the resilience of the entire community. Policy can
address these challenges; examples include policy intended to foster sustainable local
food networks, enhance basic services and infrastructure, bolster access to health
systems or build accessible social safety nets. Constraints in northern adaptation, such



as lagging implementation, limited intergovernmental co-operation and increasing
maladaptation risks, can be addressed through this approach to policy.

Further study would require significant research into each local context, deliberate
consideration of existing adaptation plans across all levels of government, a more
robust economic analysis from a climate change perspective and intentional dialogue
with affected local and Indigenous communities to determine desirability and feasibility.
Crucially, significant consideration will have to be given to the long-term, systemic
effects of expanded transportation networks on individual communities and the
resulting maintenance and adaptation costs, economic vulnerability and disaster risks.

For the Canadian Northern Corridor Research Program, future research directions
on resilience and adaptation should include further academic review, empirical
investigation and applied research:

1) Research best practices to engage with northern and Indigenous communities
on infrastructure expansion while fostering equitable decision-making through
collaboration across all levels of government, agency of local community
members and integration of non-Western knowledge systems.

2) Robust economic analysis of increased capital and maintenance costs of the
proposed infrastructure due to the effects of climate change, such as permafrost
thaw, wildfire or overland flooding.

3) Further analysis, through empirical investigation, to identify existing gaps and
barriers to adaptation in northern communities, such as limited intergovernmental
co-operation, as well as best practices for addressing them.

4) Investigation of how to support sustainable and desirable economic
diversification in northern communities through a community-based approach.

5) Review of specific soft adaptations to foster resilience in transportation
infrastructure, such as land use decisions focused on diversity, connectivity,
modularity and redundancy.

6) Capitalizing on the uncertainty of climate change and global decarbonization
as an opportunity for Canada to spearhead the reimagination of northern
transportation to means that are sustainable and flexible.

For the CNC to remain dynamic and durable in a warming climate, it is critical that the
project is built upon a foundation of effective adaptation principles and good planning.
This approach is grounded in the reduction of vulnerability through place- and context-
specific approaches, with a foundation of public engagement and integration of non-
Western knowledge systems. This requires significant intergovernmental co-operation,
and a focus on low-risk, high-benefit policy measures that provide co-benefits for

both adaptation and mitigation in the long term. In this way, the CNC may be a unique
opportunity to spearhead reimagination of transportation infrastructure, foster
collaboration across all levels of government, enable equity and reconciliation and
promote resilience for all Canadians.



REFERENCES

Adger, W. Neil, and Jon Barnett. 2009. “Four Reasons for Concern about Adaptation to
Climate Change.” Environment and Planning A 41 (12): 2800-2805.
https://doi.org/10.1068/a42244.

Adger, W. Neil, and Katharine Vincent. 2005. “Uncertainty in Adaptive Capacity.”
Comptes Rendus. Geoscience 337 (4): 399-410. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
crte.2004.11.004.

Allan, Penelope, and M. Bryant. 2011. “Resilience as a Framework for Urbanism and
Recovery.” Journal of Landscape Architecture 6 (2): 34-45.
https://doi.org/10.1080/18626033.2011.9723453.

———. 2014. “The Attributes of Resilience: A Tool in the Evaluation and Design of
Earthquake-Prone Cities.” International Journal of Disaster Resilience in the Built
Environment 5 (2): 109-29. https://doi.org/10.1108/1JDRBE-05-2012-0013.

Andrew, Brian. 2008. “Market Failure, Government Failure and Externalities in Climate
Change Mitigation: The Case for a Carbon Tax.” Public Administration and
Development 28 (5): 393-401.

Axon, Stephen, and John Morrissey. 2020. “Just Energy Transitions? Social Inequities,
Vulnerabilities and Unintended Consequences.” Buildings and Cities 1 (1).
https://doi.org/10.5334/bc.14.

Barnett, Jon, Simon Lambert, and lan Fry. 2008. “The Hazards of Indicators: Insights
from the Environmental Vulnerability Index.” Annals of the Association of American
Geographers 98 (1): 102.

Benevolenza, Mia A., and LeaAnne DeRigne. 2018. “The Impact of Climate Change and
Natural Disasters on Vulnerable Populations: A Systematic Review of Literature.”
Journal of Human Behavior in the Social Environment 29 (2): 266-81.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10911359.2018.1527739.

Benkert, E. 2015. “Dawson City Landscape Hazards: Geoscience Mapping for Climate
Change Adaptation Planning”. Northern Climate ExChange, Yukon Research Centre,
Yukon College.

Berton, P. 2001. Klondike: The Last Great Gold Rush 1896-1899. Toronto: Anchor Canada.

Birchall, S. Jeff, and Nicole Bonnett. 2020. “Thinning Sea Ice and Thawing Permafrost:
Climate Change Adaptation Planning in Nome, Alaska.” Environmental Hazards 19
(2):152-70. https://doi.org/10.1080/17477891.2019.1637331.

———. 2021. “Climate Change Adaptation Policy and Practice: The Role of Agents,
Institutions and Systems.” Cities 108: 103001.
https://doi.ora/10.1016/j.cities.2020.103001.



https://doi.org/10.1080/10911359.2018.1527739

Birchall, S. Jeff, Seghan MacDonald, and Tara Slater. 2021. “Anticipatory Planning:
Finding Balance in Climate Change Adaptation Governance.” Urban Climate 37:
100859. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.uclim.2021.100859.

Bonnett, Nicole, and S. Jeff Birchall. 2020. “Coastal Communities in the Circumpolar
North and the Need for Sustainable Climate Adaptation Approaches.” Marine
Policy 121: 104175. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104175.

———.2022. “The Influence of Regional Strategic Policy on Municipal Climate
Adaptation Planning.” Regional Studies, 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.20
22.2049224.

Canadian Institute of Planners. 2016. C/P Code of Professional Conduct. Retrieved
from https://cip-icu.ca/Files/Provincial-Codes-of-Conduct/CIP-CODE-OF-
PROFESSIONAL-CONDUCT.aspx.

City of Dawson. 2018. “2018 Official Community Plan By-law, City of Dawson,” Retrieved
from https://www.cityofdawson.ca/Home/DownloadDocument?docld=c9lec042-
8cb2-4889-ab81-6640424e25b0.

Coates, Ken, and William R. Morrison. 1991. “The American Rampant: Reflections on the
Impact of United States Troops in Allied Countries During World War II.” Journal of
World History 2, no. 2: 201-221.

Commonwealth Historic Resource Management Limited. 2008. “Dawson City Heritage
Management Plan.” Retrieved from https://www.cityofdawson.ca/Home
DownloadDocument?docld=8f49bb2e-5bf2-4641-8562-511fa6dcebOa.

Dale, Ann, John Robinson, Leslie King, Sarah Burch, Rob Newell, and Alison Shaw.
2020. “Meeting the Climate Change Challenge: Local Government Climate Action
in British Columbia, Canada.” Climate Policy 20 (7): 866-80.

Davoudi, Simin, Elizabeth Brooks, and Abid Mehmood. 2013. “Evolutionary Resilience
and Strategies for Climate Adaptation.” Planning Practice and Research 28 (3):
307-22. https://doi.org/10.1080/02697459.2013.787695.

Dawson, David A., Alistair Hunt, Jon Shaw, and W. Roland Gehrels. 2018. “The
Economic Value of Climate Information in Adaptation Decisions: Learning in the
Sea-Level Rise and Coastal Infrastructure Context.” Ecological Economics 150.
August: 1-10. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2018.03.027.

Dene Nahjo, Qanak, and Our Voices. 2018. “We Are One Mind: Perspectives from
Emerging Indigenous Leaders on the Arctic Policy Framework | Legislative
Assembly of The Northwest Territories.” The Gordon Foundation.
https://www.ntassembly.ca/tabled-documents/we-are-one-mind-perspectives-
emerging-indigenous-leaders-arctic-policy-framework.



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104175
https://www.cityofdawson.ca/Home/DownloadDocument?docId=8f49bb2e-5bf2-4641-8562-511fa6dceb0a
https://www.cityofdawson.ca/Home/DownloadDocument?docId=8f49bb2e-5bf2-4641-8562-511fa6dceb0a

Down, Chris, and S. Jeff Birchall. 2019. “Climate Change Planning: Understanding
Policy Frameworks and Financial Mechanisms for Disaster Relief.” In Good Health
and Well-Being, edited by Walter Leal Filho, Tony Wall, Ulisses Azeiteiro, Anabela
Marisa Azul, Luciana Brandli, and Pinar Gékcin Ozuyar, 1-9. Encyclopedia of the UN
Sustainable Development Goals. Cham: Springer International Publishing.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-71063-1_80-1.

Environment and Climate Change Canada. 2019. Canada’s Changing Climate Report.
http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection 2019/eccc/En4-368-2019-eng.pdf.

Eriksen, Christine, Gregory L. Simon, Florian Roth, Shefali Juneja Lakhina, Ben Wisner,
Carolina Adler, Frank Thomalla, et al. 2020. “Rethinking the Interplay between
Affluence and Vulnerability to Aid Climate Change Adaptive Capacity.” Climatic
Change 162 (1): 25-39. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-020-02819-x.

Eriksen, Siri, E. Lisa F. Schipper, Morgan Scoville-Simonds, Katharine Vincent, Hans
Nicolai Adam, Nick Brooks, Brian Harding, et al. 2021. “Adaptation Interventions
and Their Effect on Vulnerability in Developing Countries: Help, Hindrance or
Irrelevance?” World Developoment 141 (May): 105383.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105383.

Fellows, G. Kent, Katharina Koch, Alaz Munzur, Robert Mansell, and Pierre-Gerlier
Forest. 2020. “The Canadian Northern Corridor: Planning for National Prosperity.”
The School of Public Policy Publications, December, Vol. 13._
https://doi.org/10.11575/SPPP.V1310.71388.

Field, Christopher B. 2018. “Smart Adaptation in an Era of Rising Climate Risks.”
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 74 (2): 73-80.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00963402.2018.1436806.

Fitton, James M., Kwasi Appeaning Addo, Philip-Neri Jayson-Quashigah, Gustavo J.
Nagy, Ofelia Gutiérrez, Daniel Panario, Inti Carro, et al. 2021. “Challenges to Climate
Change Adaptation in Coastal Small Towns: Examples from Ghana, Uruguay,
Finland, Denmark, and Alaska.” Ocean and Coastal Management 212: 105787.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2021.105787.

Ford, James, Clara Champalle, Pamela Tudge, Rudy Riedlsperger, Trevor Bell, and
Erik Sparling. 2015. “Evaluating Climate Change Vulnerability Assessments: A
Case Study of Research Focusing on the Built Environment in Northern Canada.”
Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change 20 (8): 1267-88.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-014-954 3-x.

Ford, James, and Diana King. 2013. “A Framework for Examining Adaptation
Readiness.” Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change 20 (4): 505-26.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-013-9505-8.



https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-020-02819-x
https://doi.org/10.11575/SPPP.V13I0.71388
https://doi.org/10.11575/SPPP.V13I0.71388
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2021.105787

Ford, James, Joléne Labbé, Melanie Flynn, Malcolm Araos, and IHACC Research Team.
2017. “Readiness for Climate Change Adaptation in the Arctic: A Case Study from
Nunavut, Canada.” Climatic Change: An Interdisciplinary, International Journal
Devoted to the Description, Causes and Implications of Climatic Change, 1.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2071-4.

French, Emily L., S. Jeff Birchall, Karen Landman, and Robert D. Brown. 2019.
“Designing Public Open Space to Support Seismic Resilience: A Systematic
Review.” International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction 34. March: 1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/1.ijdrr.2018.11.001.

Geary, A. 2018. “Freight Services Back Between Churchill and Thompson, Man.” CBC
News. November 19. https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/churchill-rail-
freight-services-1.4912042.

Government of Alberta. 2016. “Final Update 39: 2016 Wildfires.” Retrieved from
https://www.alberta.ca/release.cfm?xID=41701e7ECBE35-AD48-5793-
1642c499FFODE4CF.

Hennessey, R., S. Jones, S. Swales, and F. Duerden. 2011. Dawson Climate Change
Adaptation Plan, Revised Edition. Northern Climate ExChange, Yukon Research
Centre, Yukon College, Whitehorse, YT.

Hennessey, R., and J. Streicker. 2011. Whitehorse Climate Change Adaptation Plan.
Northern Climate ExChange, Yukon Research Centre, Yukon College,
Whitehorse, YT.

Hennessey, R., S. Stuart, and F. Duerden. 2012. Mayo Region Climate Change Adaptation
Plan. Northern Climate ExChange, Yukon Research Centre, Yukon College,
Whitehorse, YT.Holling, Crawford Stanley. 1996. “Engineering Resilience versus
Ecological Resilience.” Engineering Within Ecological Constraints 31, no. 32.

Hoye B. 2017. “With Ice Road Complete, 1st Haul of Goods Set to Arrive in Churchill
Before Christmas.” CBC News. December 15. http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/
manitoba/churchill-ice-road-1.4451279.

Insurance Bureau of Canada. 2016. “Northern Alberta Wildfire Costliest Insured Natural
Disaster in Canadian History - Estimate of Insured Losses: $3.58 Billion.”
http://www.ibc.ca/bc/resources/media-centre/media-releases/northern-alberta-
wildfire-costliest-insured-natural-disaster-in-canadian-history.

IPCC. 2014. “WG Il - Climate Change 2014 - Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability -
Summary for Policymakers.” no. Generic.

———. 2015. Summary for Policymakers. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781107415416.005.



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2018.11.001
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/churchill-rail-freight-services-1.4912042
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/churchill-rail-freight-services-1.4912042
https://www.alberta.ca/release.cfm?xID=41701e7ECBE35-AD48-5793-1642c499FF0DE4CF
https://www.alberta.ca/release.cfm?xID=41701e7ECBE35-AD48-5793-1642c499FF0DE4CF
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/churchill-ice-road-1.4451279
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/churchill-ice-road-1.4451279
http://www.ibc.ca/bc/resources/media-centre/media-releases/northern-alberta-wildfire-costliest-insured-natural-disaster-in-canadian-history
http://www.ibc.ca/bc/resources/media-centre/media-releases/northern-alberta-wildfire-costliest-insured-natural-disaster-in-canadian-history

———. 2021. “Summary for Policymakers.” In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science
Basis. Contribution of Working Group | to the Sixth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge University Press.

Johnson, Bonnie J., Holly T. Goerdel, Nicholas P. Lovrich, and John C. Pierce. 2015.
“Social Capital and Emergency Management Planning.” American Review of Public
Administration 45 (4): 476-93. https://doi.org/10.1177/0275074013504127.

Kehler, Sarah, and S. Jeff Birchall. 2021. “Social Vulnerability and Climate Change
Adaptation: The Critical Importance of Moving beyond Technocratic Policy
Approaches.” Environmental Science and Policy 124. October: 471-77.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2021.07.025.

Kirchmeier-Young, Megan, Francis Zwiers, Nathan Gillett, and Alex Cannon. 2017.
“Attributing Extreme Fire Risk in Western Canada to Human Emissions.”
Climatic Change 144 (2): 365-79. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2030-0.

Lede, Eric, Tristan Pearce, Chris Furgal, Melanie Wolki, Graham Ashford, and James D.
Ford. 2021. “The Role of Multiple Stressors in Adaptation to Climate Change in the
Canadian Arctic.” Regional Environmental Change 21 (2).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-021-01769-z.

MacDonald, Seghan, and S. Jeff Birchall. 2019. “Climate Change Resilience in the
Canadian Arctic: The Need for Collaboration in the Face of a Changing Landscape.”
Canadian Geographer 1-5. https://doi.org/10.1111/cag.12591.

McNamara, Karen E., Ross Westoby, and Scott G. Smithers. 2017. “Identification of
Limits and Barriers to Climate Change Adaptation: Case Study of Two Islands in
Torres Strait, Australia.” Geographical Research 55 (4): 438-55.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-5871.12242.

Meerow, Sara, and Joshua P. Newell. 2016. “Urban Resilience for Whom, What, When,
Where, and Why?” Urban Geography 40 (3): 309-29.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2016.1206395.

Montsion, J. M. 2015. “Churchill, Manitoba and the Arctic Gateway: A Historical
Contextualization.” The Canadian Geographet/Le Géographe canadien, 59(3),
304-316.

Morrison, M. W. and K. Coates. 1989. “The Yukon at War.” Canada’s Great War Album.

Morse, K. T. 2003. The Nature of Gold: An Environmental History of the Klondike Gold
Rush. Seattle: University of Washington Press.

Naylor, Angus, James Ford, Tristan Pearce, and James Van Alstine. 2020.
“Conceptualizing Climate Vulnerability in Complex Adaptive Systems.” One Earth 2
(5): 444-54. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2020.04.011.



https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2030-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/cag.12591
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2016.1206395

OECD. 2015. Climate Change Risks and Adaptation: Linking Policy and Economics. Paris:
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development.
https://ebookcentral.oroguest.com/lib/[SITE_ID]/detail.action?docID=3564444.

Ojwang, L., D. Obura, S. Rosendo, L. Celliers, A. Muiti, J. Kamula, and M. Mwangi. 2017.
“Assessment of Coastal Governance for Climate Change Adaptation in Kenya.”
Earth’s Future 5 (11): 1119-32. https://doi.org/10.1002/2017EFO00595.

Osborne, Natalie. 2013. “Intersectionality and Kyriarchy: A Framework for Approaching
Power and Social Justice in Planning and Climate Change Adaptation.” Planning
Theory. https://doi.org/10.1177/1473095213516443.

Palko, K., and D. S. Lemmen. 2017. Climate Risks and Adaptation Practices for the
Canadian Transportation Sector 2016. Ottawa: Government of Canada.

Pandey, Rajiv, Shashidhar Kumar Jha, Juha M. Alatalo, Kelli M. Archie, and Ajay K.
Gupta. 2017. “Sustainable Livelihood Framework-Based Indicators for Assessing
Climate Change Vulnerability and Adaptation for Himalayan Communities.”
Ecological Indicators 79: 338-46. https://doi.org/10.1016/].ecolind.2017.03.047.

Parks Canada. 2018. “Klondike National Historic Sites of Canada Management
Plan.” Retrieved from https://www.pc.gc.ca/en/Ihn-nhs/yt/klondike/gestion-
management/gestion-management-2018.

———. 2021. “Dawson Historical Complex National Historic Site of Canada.”
Retrieved from https://www.pc.gc.ca/en/lhn-nhs/yt/klondike/culture/~-/media/
F960B576109045F8A42407 986112A3FE.ashx.

Pearce, Tristan, James Ford, Ashlee Cunsolo Willox, and Barry Smit. 2015. “Inuit
Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK), Subsistence Hunting and Adaptation to
Climate Change in the Canadian Arctic.” Arctic 68 (2): 233-45.

Pearce, Tristan, James Ford, and David Fawcett. 2020. “Climate Change and the
Proposed Canadian Northern Corridor.” The School of Public Policy Publications,
November. Vol. 13. https://doi.org/10.11575/SPPP.V1310.69570.

Porter, C. 2017. “Canadian Town, Isolated After Losing Rail Link, ‘Feels Held Hostage.””
The New York Times. August 30. https://www.nytimes.com/2017/08/30/world/
canada/canada-climate-change-arctic.html.

Public Safety Canada. 2021. “Canadian Disaster Database: Fort McMurray Wildfire.”
Retrieved from https://cdd.publicsafety.gc.ca/dtprnt-eng.aspx?cultureCode=en-Ca
andeventTypes=%27WF%27andnormalizedCostYear=landdynamic=falseandeventld
=1135andprnt=both.



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.03.047
https://doi.org/10.11575/SPPP.V13I0.69570
https://cdd.publicsafety.gc.ca/dtprnt-eng.aspx?cultureCode=en-Ca&eventTypes=%27WF%27&normalizedCostYear=1&dynamic=false&eventId=1135&prnt=both
https://cdd.publicsafety.gc.ca/dtprnt-eng.aspx?cultureCode=en-Ca&eventTypes=%27WF%27&normalizedCostYear=1&dynamic=false&eventId=1135&prnt=both
https://cdd.publicsafety.gc.ca/dtprnt-eng.aspx?cultureCode=en-Ca&eventTypes=%27WF%27&normalizedCostYear=1&dynamic=false&eventId=1135&prnt=both

Ramsey, Molly M., Tischa A. Mufoz-Erickson, Elvia Mélendez-Ackerman, Christopher J.
Nytch, Benjamin L. Branoff, and David Carrasquillo-Medrano. 2019. “Overcoming
Barriers to Knowledge Integration for Urban Resilience: A Knowledge
Systems Analysis of Two-Flood Prone Communities in San Juan, Puerto Rico.”
Environmental Science and Policy 99: 48-57.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.04.013.

Runhaar, Hens, Bettina Wilk, Asa Persson, Caroline Uittenbroek, and Christine Wamsler.
2018. “Mainstreaming Climate Adaptation: Taking Stock about “What Works’ from
Empirical Research Worldwide.” Regional Environmental Change 18 (4): 1201.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1259-5.

Sandercock, Leonie. 1998. Making the Invisible Visible : A Multicultural Planning History.
California Studies in Critical Human Geography: 2. University of California Press.
https://login.ezproxy.library.ualberta.ca/login?url=https://search.ebscohost.
com/login.aspx?direct=trueanddb=cat03710aandAN=alb.2150389andsite=eds-
liveandscope=site.

Shrubsole, Guy. 2015. “All that is Solid Melts into Air: Climate Change and
Neoliberalism.” Soundings 59. April. https://doi.org/10.3898/136266215814890486.

Siders, A. R. 2019. “Adaptive Capacity to Climate Change: A Synthesis of Concepts,
Methods, and Findings in a Fragmented Field.” Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews:
Climate Change, no. 3. https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.573.

Singh, Amrita, and S. Jeff Birchall. 2019. “Financial Market Services: Finance Flows for
Climate Change Adaptation.” In: W. Leal Filho, U. Azeiteiro, A. Azul, L. Brandli,
P. Ozuyar, and T. Wall, eds. Climate Action. Encyclopedia of the UN Sustainable
Development Goals. Springer, Cham.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-71063-1_84-1.

Skinner, Brian J., Stephen C. Porter, and Daniel B. Botkin. 1999. The Blue Planet:
An Introduction to Earth System Science. 2nd ed. New York: J. Wiley.

Smith, Alexander J., Jeff W. Higdon, Pierre Richard, Jack Orr, Warren Bernhardt, and
Steven H. Ferguson. 2017. “Beluga Whale Summer Habitat Associations in the
Nelson River Estuary, Western Hudson Bay, Canada.” PLoS One 12, no. 8: e0181045.

Statistics Canada. 2016. Census Profile, 2016 Census - Fort McMurray, Alberta.
Retrieved from https://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2016/dp-pd/
prof/details/page.



https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.573
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-71063-1_84-1

About the Authors

Jeff Birchall is an Associate Professor of Urban and Regional Planning in the Department
of Earth and Atmospheric Sciences, University of Alberta, where he serves as Director
of the Climate Adaptation and Resilience Lab. Jeff has broad research and teaching
experience in environmental change, how climate impacts influence infrastructure and
the built form, and the decision dynamics around adaptation planning and resilience at
the local scale. Jeff is a registered professional planner (RPP, MCIP) with education in
geography, environmental studies and planning, climate change and sustainability.

Sarah Kehler is currently a PhD candidate at the University of Alberta; her general area
of study is Urban and Regional Planning. She is currently a research assistant with the
Climate Adaptation and Resilience Lab, focusing on barriers to achieving equitable and
effective policy for adaptation and resilience to climate change. She holds a MSc in
Earth and Atmospheric Sciences and a BA with a double major in Human Geography
and Design. Recently her work has focused on the influence of governance structure in
provision of policy and planning, and the importance of social vulnerability within climate
change adaptation policy.

Nicole Bonnett is a PhD candidate in the School of Urban and Regional Planning, Dept. of
Earth and Atmospheric Sciences, University of Alberta. Situated in the Climate Adaptation
and Resilience Lab, Nicole’s research explores local-scale climate change impacts and
adaptations, with a focus on policy/ action implementation.



ABOUT THE SCHOOL OF PUBLIC POLICY

The School of Public Policy has become the flagship school of its kind in Canada by providing a practical, global and
focused perspective on public policy analysis and practice in areas of energy and environmental policy, international policy
and economic and social policy that is unique in Canada.

The mission of The School of Public Policy is to strengthen Canada’s public service, institutions and economic performance
for the betterment of our families, communities and country. We do this by:

* Building capacity in Government through the formal training of public servants in degree and non-degree programs,
giving the people charged with making public policy work for Canada the hands-on expertise to represent our vital
interests both here and abroad;

« Improving Public Policy Discourse outside Government through executive and strategic assessment programs, building
a stronger understanding of what makes public policy work for those outside of the public sector and helps everyday
Canadians make informed decisions on the politics that will shape their futures;

+ Providing a Global Perspective on Public Policy Research through international collaborations, education, and community
outreach programs, bringing global best practices to bear on Canadian public policy, resulting in decisions that benefit
all people for the long term, not a few people for the short term.

The School of Public Policy relies on industry experts and practitioners, as well as academics, to conduct research in their
areas of expertise. Using experts and practitioners is what makes our research especially relevant and applicable. Authors
may produce research in an area which they have a personal or professional stake. That is why The School subjects all
Research Papers to a double anonymous peer review. Then, once reviewers comments have been reflected, the work is
reviewed again by one of our Scientific Directors to ensure the accuracy and validity of analysis and data.

The School of Public Policy

University of Calgary, Downtown Campus
906 8th Avenue S.W., 5th Floor

Calgary, Alberta T2P TH9

Phone: 403 210 3802

DISTRIBUTION
Our publications are available online at www.policyschool.ca.

DISCLAIMER

The opinions expressed in these publications are the authors' alone and
therefore do not necessarily reflect the opinions of the supporters, staff,
or boards of The School of Public Policy.

COPYRIGHT

Copyright © Birchall, Kehler, Bonnett 2022. This is an open-access
paper distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons license
CCBY-NC 4.0, which allows non-commercial sharing and redistribution
s0 long as the original author and publisher are credited.

ISSN

ISSN 2560-8312 The School of Public Policy Publications (Print)
ISSN 2560-8320 The School of Public Policy Publications (Online)

DATE OF ISSUE
June 2022

MEDIA INQUIRIES AND INFORMATION

For media inquiries, please contact Dana Fenech at 403-210-6508.
Our web site, www.policyschool.ca, contains more information about
The School's events, publications, and staff.


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

RECENT PUBLICATIONS BY THE SCHOOL OF PUBLIC POLICY

RESPONDING TO THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC IN ALBERTA’S

HOMELESS SERVING SECTORS
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/SPT-May.pdf
Ronald Kneebone, Gres Wilkins, Margarita | May 2022

AN OVERVIEW OF MAJOR ENGINEERING CHALLENGES

FOR DEVELOPING TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE IN
NORTHERN CANADA
https://www.policyschool.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2022/05/NC30.
OvvwAssMajEnginChall.Stephanie.Lepage.Doré.pdf

Eva Stephani, Julie Malenfant-Lepage, Guy Doré | May 2022

ORGANIZING CANADIAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
https://www.policyschool.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2022/05/AM.
OrgCdnLocGovt.Spicer.pdf

Zachary Spicer| May 2022

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS FROM CANADIAN AGRICULTURE:
POLICIES AND REDUCTION MEASURES
https://www.policyschool.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2022/05/JSC21_
GreenHGasEmissions.Fouli_.Hurlbert.Krobel.pdf

Yméne Fouli, Margot Hurlbert, Roland Krébel | May 2022

SOCIAL POLICY TRENDS: FAMILY HOMELESSNESS
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/SPT-April.pdf
Ronald Kneebone | April 2022

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TRENDS:

WHY ARE POWER PRICES SO DARN HIGH?
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/EEP_Power_
Prices_april.pdf

Blake Shaffer, David Brown & Andrew Eckert | April 2022

CARBON-CREDIT SYSTEMS IN AGRICULTURE:

AREVIEW OF LITERATURE
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/JSC14
CarbCredSystemsAgric.Lokuge.Anders.pdf

Nimanthika Lokuge, Sven Anders | April 2022

REDUCING TRANSACTION COSTS ON INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR PROJECTS IN CANADA
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/NC32.
ReducTransCosts.pdf

André Le Dressay, Jason Calla, Jason Reeves | March 2022

SOCIAL POLICY TRENDS: MATERIAL DEPRIVATION AND LOW INCOME
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/SPT-
Marchpdf.pdf

Geranda Notten | March 2022

THE SENSITIVITY OF FOOD BANK VISITS TO SOCIAL ASSISTANCE,
HOUSING AND LABOUR MARKET CONDITIONS IN TORONTO
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Foodbank.
Kneebone.Wilkins.pdf

Kneebone, Ronald, Gres Wilkins, Margarita | March 2022

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TRENDS:

THE ACCELERATING PACE OF ELECTRIC VEHICLE ADOPTION
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/EPT-Electric-
Vehicles-March.pdf

Sara Hastings-Simon | March 2022

AN OVERVIEW AND ASSESSMENT OF KEY CONSTITUTIONAL
ISSUES RELEVANT TO THE CANADIAN NORTHERN CORRIDOR
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/NC29.
OvviewKeyConstitutional. Newman.pdf

Dwight Newman | March 2022

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TRENDS: MAKING SENSE
OF ALBERTA’S FUEL TAX HOLIDAY AND ELECTRICITY BILL CREDIT
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/EFL-33-
Alberta-Fuel-Tax-Holiday.pdf

Tombe, Trevor, Jennifer Winter | March 2022

INFRASTRUCTURE POLICY TRENDS: GLOBAL RARE EARTH
ELEMENTS MARKET
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/NC22-REE-
MUNZUR.pdf

Alaz Munzur | March 2022

SOCIAL POLICY TRENDS: FALLING FERTILITY IN CANADIAN CITIES
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/SPTFertility-
FEB.pdf

Robert Falconer | February 2022

HOW GOVERNMENTS COULD BEST ENGAGE COMMUNITY
ORGANIZATIONS TO CO-DESIGN COVID-19 PANDEMIC POLICIES
FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/HSP91_
Disabilities_Seth-et-al.pdf

Ash Seth, Meaghan Edwards, Katrina Milaney, Jennifer D. Zwicker |
February 2022

A PROPOSAL FOR A “BIG BANG” CORPORATE TAX REFORM
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/FMK3_Big-
Bang-Corporate-Tax_Mintz.pdf

Jack Mintz | February 2022

SOCIAL POLICY TRENDS: TYPES OF HOMELESSNESS
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/January-SPT-
Kneebone.pdf

Ronald Kneebone | January 2022

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TRENDS:

WHAT’S DRIVING THE COST OF DRIVING?
https://www.policyschool.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/EFL33_EEPT
Jan2022.pdf

G. Kent Fellows and Gregory Galay | January 2022



