InterCityRail
Improving rail transportation is a good idea. Let’s look at all the options.

QUESTIONS FOR CANDIDATES
1.
The new Ontario Progressive Conservative government has not yet
announced if they will follow through on their election promise to remove the
restrictions imposed by the previous government on the Environmental
Assessment for the Kitchener-Waterloo to London segment of high-speed rail.
Unless the current Environmental Assessment is either expanded to include other
options or stopped, there is a risk that the Terms of Reference will be approved,
which will result in lands along the route being “protected” for the government’s
use, meaning that no private building permits could be issued, thereby limiting
productivity and growth of the local agricultural industry for years to come. Q:
Are you aware of this and what action will you take to ensure the
Environmental Assessment is expanded or that the high-speed rail project is
cancelled?
2.
It was never clear why the previous Ontario government proposed highspeed rail and restricted the Environmental Assessment for the KitchenerWaterloo to London segment to high-speed rail when there are obviously better
ways to improve passenger rail transportation in southwestern Ontario. Because
of the lack of information provided by the government, InterCityRail (a nonpartisan advocacy organization) submitted a Freedom of Information Request.
The results of the Freedom of Information Request show that no documentation
has been produced by the government to support its estimates on travel times,
ridership or costs. In other words, there is no documentation to justify spending
$10 to $20 billion on high-speed rail. Q: Are you aware of the Freedom of
Information Request and its results, and in light of this, do you agree that the
Environmental Assessment should either be expanded to look at all options for
improved passenger rail services in southwestern Ontario or that the high-speed
rail project should be cancelled?
3.
If the new Ontario government decided to proceed with the Environmental
Assessment for the Kitchener-Waterloo to London segment of high-speed rail, I
believe that all alternatives should be considered so that the best option can
proceed to implementation. Q: Are you aware that this Environmental
Assessment has been restricted to high-speed rail only and will not consider
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alternatives to high-speed rail? What action will you take to try to ensure the
Environmental Assessment is expanded to include alternatives to high-speed
rail?
4.
Too much farmland has already been lost to development in recent
decades. High-speed rail between London and Kitchener would destroy thousands
of acres of Class-1 farmland and cause untold hardship to the agricultural
community. Q: Do you agree that we need to protect our farmland? What
actions will you take to prevent high-speed rail from destroying farm land?
5.
The federal government is spending money to upgrade VIA rail in the
Quebec City to Windsor corridor, while the former Ontario government’s plans
for high-speed rail, if carried to fruition, will probably spell the end of VIA Rail
service in southwestern Ontario. This suggests there has been no dialogue
between the federal and provincial governments on passenger rail policy. Q:
What action would you take to ensure that there is cooperation from both
governments to serve all the citizens of Southwestern Ontario? How would you
prevent an isolated high-speed rail service that will cut through the region and
ultimately leave many people without rail service of any kind?
6.
Addressing the problem of high levels of greenhouse gas emissions from
transportation is imperative in Ontario, so improving rail transportation through
southwestern Ontario makes a lot of sense. But transportation experts say highspeed rail only works when connecting centres of at least 3 million people each.
That’s just not the case here. And a lot of smaller communities and rural citizens
will bear the brunt of the damages from high-speed rail. Q: Instead of moving
ahead with such an expensive, destructive project, would you support looking
at other alternatives that could cost billions of dollars less and be much less
damaging to rural communities? What would you do to improve passenger rail
transportation in southwestern Ontario?
7.
David Collennette said in a CBC interview on February 13, 2018, that “the
only place that high-speed rail could be built is between Kitchener and London, so
that is where it is being built.” It appears the former Ontario Liberal government
was trying to fulfil an election promise. There are many reasons that this route
does not makes sense, including the projected costs being vastly underestimated,
the suggested on-train travel times being understated by at least 30% and
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ridership being overestimated, not to mention the extensive and irreparable
damage this project would do to family farms, rural-based businesses and
surrounding communities. Q: What actions will you take to make sure that
projects are based on evidence and not on politicians counting votes?
8.
Londoners have rejected a proposed local rapid transit plan for their city. It
seems that London’s current mayor and some members of London City Council, as
well as some candidates running for election, think high-speed rail will solve
London’s transportation problems. Q: Was the former provincial government
being open and honest with Londoners about the level of expropriation and
excavation required, and the homes that would be lost, in bringing high-speed
rail through the centre of their city?
9.
Examples of money-losing high-speed rail systems around the world
suggest that Ontario’s taxpayers will not only pay to build and operate high-speed
rail, but we’ll also have to go on subsidizing ticket prices for decades if the
government wants to avoid the embarrassment of 50,000 empty seats streaking
across previously fertile farmland every day. Q: Do you believe that charging 20%
more for tickets than VIA Rail currently charges is affordable for commuters and
therefore a reasonable basis for a “good business case for high-speed rail,” as
stated in the Special Advisor’s Report?
10. High-speed rail would be a stand-alone project and not part of a broader
Ontario passenger network. The planned extension to Windsor is incompatible
with Amtrak high-performance rail services in Michigan that are predicated on
177 km per hour with diesel propulsion. It would also be incompatible with VIA
Rail’s high-frequency plans for eastern Ontario. Q: How can high-speed rail be
justified when it is well-known that very few people will switch from cars to
mass transit unless there is integration of passenger systems, and when there
are lower-cost alternatives that could provide for an integrated transportation
system to connect communities?
11. High-speed rail is being justified by some because it will connect
“innovation hubs” and “centres of learning,” which are important to Ontario’s
knowledge-based economy. Yet the agricultural community in southwestern
Ontario—which accounts for billions of dollars of Ontario’s GDP each year—will
be significantly damaged if high-speed rail goes through as planned by the
October 10, 2018

www.intercityrail.org

Page 3 of 4

InterCityRail
Improving rail transportation is a good idea. Let’s look at all the options.

previous Ontario government. Transportation is becoming a zero-sum game,
where there are winners and losers. Q: Do you think that the new Ontario
government should expand the Environmental Assessment to consider
alternatives to high-speed rail so that win-win solutions can be found, rather
than pitting key economic sectors against one another? What action will you
take to support your stance?
12. High-speed rail between London and Kitchener would mean the loss of at
least 1,000 acres of Class 1 farmland, along with numerous natural areas.
Ontario’s agricultural community, as well as its food supply, will be negatively
impacted, and local food prices are likely to rise as a result. With no stops
between London and Kitchener, the project would cut off dozens of large and
small communities from accessible rail service. Q: Do you agree that the new
Ontario government should expand the Environmental Assessment to include
other viable options, ones that could lead to better urban and community
planning, and real protection of agricultural land, natural areas and the smaller
communities that are the lifeblood of this region?
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