
The Enbridge Northern Gateway Project submitted its
application to the National Energy Board on May 27. The
application will be assessed by a Joint Review Panel
established by the Minister of the Environment and the
National Energy Board. 

Under changes to the assessment procedure included
in Bill C-9, the omnibus Budget Measures
Implementation Act, presently under consideration in
both the House of Commons and the Senate, are
provisions which would enable the Minister and the NEB
to cherry-pick which aspects of the project they wish to
review, and which they are willing to let go by without any
rigorous consideration.

The review of any large project such as this is always an
unpredictable process; the new procedural options
envisioned in C-9 just make it more likely to substitute
political interference for due process and public
participation.

The Pipeline and Shipping
The 1,170km pipeline route lies between Bruderheim,
Alberta, where it accesses tar sands oil, and Kitimat, BC,
where it accesses the Pacific. A 36-inch pipeline will carry
the oil east to west, while a 20-inch pipeline will carry
condensate (used to dilute the heavy tar sands oil so that it
can be piped) from Kitimat to Bruderheim.

The $5.5 billion Northern Gateway pipeline’s purpose
is to enable the export of tar sands petroleum to China and
other Asian nations, thus very much expanding the
market for this oil, which is currently limited to the United
States. At Kitimat, Enbridge plans to construct a terminal
to handle Very Large Crude Carriers (VLCCs) which will
then travel down some 90 miles of narrow coastal
waterways to Hecate Strait and thence to the ocean. (For
details of the route, see March 4, 2010 article in Island
Tides, online at www.islandtides.com.)

A competing pipeline operated by Kinder Morgan
Canada accesses the Pacific from Burnaby, BC, but access
to that terminal is limited to very much smaller tankers by
Vancouver Harbour and the narrow and congested
waterways leading to Juan de Fuca Strait. Enbridge
estimate that the completion of the Northern Gateway
pipeline will enable a 30% increase in tar sands oil
production.

Enbridge will not be responsible for operation of
tankers, but they have indicated that they will apply
standards which will require double-hulled ships with
escort tugs and modern navigational aids.

The Review Process
The inclusion of the National Energy Board, a generally
pro-industry body, in the review panel raises new
questions about the assessment process. Combined with
the uncertainty created by the provisions of Bill C-9, it has
also raised questions as to whether the public will be
heard.

Concerns about oil spills on land and sea dominate
public discussion about the project.

But Enbridge have promised 62,700 person-years of
construction work and 1,150 longterm positions in the
operation and maintenance of the pipeline and terminal.
In Kitimat, there would be 165 operating jobs in a town
hard hit by industrial closures. 
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The Implications of Bill C-9 
As part of a money bill, any defeat of C-9 in Parliament
is assumed to be a vote of no confidence in the minority
conservative government, and might trigger an election
(or the Governor-General might ask one of the
opposition parties to form a government).

So far, the parliamentary opposition has avoided any
opportunity to defeat or obstruct this bill, despite the
myriad of changes hidden in its 900 pages.
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First Nations Oppose The Project
Already, all the First Nations along the pipeline route
(about 50 of them), plus the eight First Nations on the
coast of BC, have voiced their opposition to the project and
both its land use and marine implications.

On Saturday, May 30, in the Haisla village of Kitimaat
(down Douglas Channel a bit from Kitimat town), T-shirts
reading ‘No pipeline. No tankers. No problem.’ on the
front, and ‘I’ve got this sinking feeling about Enbridge’
were popular. 

Some 500 people gathered to hear Norm Hann, who
recently completed a stand-up paddleboard trip along the
proposed tanker route, describe his adventures. Art
Sterritt, executive director of the Coastal First Nations,
spoke of First Nations’ responsibility for this ‘pretty special
place’. Dr David Suzuki noted the relevance of the BP oil
spill in the Gulf of Mexico, saying, perhaps sadly, that it
could not have come at a more opportune time.

‘We created capitalism,’ he went on, saying that
Canada’s leaders need to realize that the economy is ‘a
figment of our imagination.’ 0
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