
 

 

 

Canadian Energy Pipeline Association 
Landowner Survey 

Summary of Landowner Perspectives on Pipeline Abandonment 

 
A survey of 2348 landowners with major energy transmission pipelines on their land was conducted in 

British Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario and Quebec by The Praxis Group™ on behalf 

of the Canadian Energy Pipeline Association. The overall response rate to the survey was 42%, and the 

average survey length was 5.8 minutes. Landowner contact information was provided by four major 

pipeline operators. The margin of error associated with a sample of 2348 is +/- 2.02%, 19 times out of 20.  

The survey was designed to gather representative feedback from land owners regarding actual issues 

experienced related to pipelines, as well as their views on pipelines generally. In order not to lead the 

participant, the survey began with unaided questions. The first 

question asked if the landowners have experienced any issues or 

concerns related to the pipelines on their land. Overall, 83.4% of 

landowners indicated they have not had any concerns or issues 

with the pipeline(s) on their land. Alberta landowners had the 

highest percentage of issues (25.8%) while Quebec landowners had the lowest (4.8%). 

The 16.6% of landowners nationally who experienced issues or concerns described the nature of the 

problem. One quarter referred to problems associated with damage to their land, 20% mentioned leaks 

and line breaks, 15% spoke of concerns with how companies accessed their land and relations with the 

companies and 14% referred to restrictions being imposed on how they can use their land. 

A second unaided question asked about any concerns the landowner has related to pipes being on their 

land (irrespective of whether or not they have experienced 

problems). Again, categories were not provided to ensure the 

respondent was not led in a particular direction. Almost three-

quarters (72.1%) of landowners indicated they have no issues or 

concerns related to pipelines on their land. Among the 

landowners who have concerns, the main concern is restrictions on how their land can be used (27%). 

Two other concerns were prevalent; potential environmental damage caused by leaks (18%) and risk of 

explosions and line breaks.   

 

 

Have you ever experienced any problems or 

had any issues with the pipeline(s) or 

related oil and gas transportation facilities 

on or near your property? 

And is there anything about having a 

pipeline (or related facilities) on your 

property that concerns you? 
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Restrictions on use of land, potential for leaks and risk of explosions accounted for almost two-thirds 

(61.6%) of the concerns. Abandoned pipes were specifically mentioned by 6.2% of those with concerns 

(which is 1.7% of the national sample of landowners). Arguably the top concern, ‘restrictions on how land 

can be used’ relates to abandoned pipelines as well as active pipelines.  

In addition to the above unaided questions, respondents were asked to rate their level of concern with 

four issues; environmental risks, explosions, pipeline abandonment and sabotage.  

The top issue was environmental risks associated with leaks or 

ruptures, with 48.4% indicating little or no concern and 50.5% 

indicating they are concerned. 

‘Pipelines being left in the ground’ was of little or no concern at 

all for 44.9% of landowners, while 49.7% indicated they are 

concerned and 5.3% were unsure. 

The majority indicated little or no concern related to pipeline 

explosions (56% little or no concern 42.8% concerned) and 

pipeline sabotage (62.2% little or no concern 34.6% concerned).   

Although land use restrictions were not given as an issue, abandoned pipelines could be considered by 

respondents as a source of restrictions, which might explain the higher response than in the unaided 

questions. It is also interesting to note that while no one identified sabotage in the unaided questions, just 

over one-third indicated they are concerned. It is important to keep in mind aided questions provoke a 

response even if the issue is not top-of-mind.   

A more detailed report, including landowners’ perceptions of industry practices is available from CEPA. 

 

APPENDIX E 

http://www.cepa.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/06/EnbridgePipelineMarker-1024x768.jpg
http://www.cepa.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/06/EnbridgePipelineMarker-1024x768.jpg


 

 

Canadian Energy Pipeline Association 
Landowner Survey 

Summary of Landowner Perspectives on Pipeline Abandonment 

 
A survey of 2348 landowners with major energy transmission pipelines on their land was conducted in 

British Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario and Quebec by The Praxis Group™ on behalf 

of the Canadian Energy Pipeline Association in June and September, 2011. The overall response rate to 

the survey was 42%, and the average survey length was 5.8 minutes. Landowner contact information was 

provided by four major pipeline operators; Kinder Morgan Canada, Spectra Energy Transmission West, 

Enbridge Pipelines Inc. and Trans Canada Pipeline Limited. The margin of error associated with a sample 

of 2348 is +/- 2.02%, 19 times out of 20.  

The following results pertain only to landowners with Enbridge assets on their land. The full report is 

available from CEPA. The results for the Enbridge sample are reliable within +/- 3.89, 19 times out of 20. 

The survey was designed to gather representative feedback from land owners regarding actual issues 

experienced related to pipelines, as well as their views on pipelines generally. In order not to lead the 

participant, the survey began with unaided questions (where 

response choices are not given). The first question asked if the 

landowners have experienced any issues or problems related to 

the pipelines on their land. Overall, 85.2% of landowners with 

Enbridge assets on their land indicated they have not had any 

concerns or issues with the pipeline(s). Alberta landowners had 

the highest percentage of issues (27.3%) while Quebec landowners had the lowest (3.9%). 

The 14.8% of landowners nationally who experienced issues or concerns described the nature of the 

problem. Twenty percent referred to problems associated with damage to their land, 18% mentioned 

poor landowner-company relations (gates left open, cleanup etc.), 17% identified leaks and line breaks 

and 15% referred to issues regarding restrictions being imposed on how they can use their land. 

A second unaided question asked about any concerns the landowner has related to pipes being on their 

land (irrespective of whether or not they have experienced problems). Again, categories were not 

provided to ensure the respondent was not led in a particular direction. Over three-quarters (75.6%) of 

landowners with Enbridge asset on their land indicated they 

have no issues or concerns related to the pipelines. Among the 

landowners who have concerns, the main concern relates to the 

potential for leaks and spills (29.5%), followed by risk of 

explosions (19.6%) and restrictions on how land can be used 

(19.1%). 

Have you ever experienced any problems or 

had any issues with the pipeline(s) or 

related oil and gas transportation facilities 

on or near your property? 

And is there anything about having a 

pipeline (or related facilities) on your 

property that concerns you? 
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Restrictions on use of land, potential for leaks and risk of explosions accounted for more than two-thirds 

(67.7%) of the concerns. Abandoned pipes were specifically mentioned by 8% of those with concerns 

(which is 1.9% of the national sample of Enbridge landowners).  

In addition to the above unaided questions, 

respondents were asked to rate their level of concern 

with four issues; environmental risks, explosions, 

pipeline abandonment and sabotage.  

The top issue was environmental risks associated 

with leaks or ruptures, with 46.5% indicating little or 

no concern and 53% indicating they are concerned. 

‘Pipelines being left in the ground’ was of little or no 

concern at all for 44.1% of landowners, while 51.1% 

indicated they are concerned and 4.9% were unsure. 

The majority indicated little or no concern related to pipeline explosions (55.3% little or no concern 43% 

concerned) and pipeline sabotage (64.6% little or no concern 31.9% concerned).   

Although land use restrictions were not given as an issue in the list of choices, abandoned pipelines could 

be considered by respondents as a source of restrictions, which might explain the higher response than in 

the unaided questions. It is also interesting to note that while no one identified sabotage in the unaided 

questions, almost one-third indicated they are concerned (when asked to rate the category). This is a 

typical pattern for unaided versus aided questions that must be kept in mind since providing a category to 

the respondent to rate provokes a response even if the issue is not top-of-mind.   

A more detailed report, including landowners’ perceptions of industry practices is available from CEPA. 
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