
It was tedious but not difficult. It took me about half an hour to
work through the web-based application process to either
comment on or intervene in the hearings about the Kinder
Morgan proposal to ‘twin’ the Trans Mountain pipeline. (See
advertisement, page 10, and Letters,  facing page.)
This included applying for and receiving a new government

of Canada account number, so that the government can track
all correspondence and comment from the same source; it
includes an elaborate password retrieval system. 
It also includes making an application (on the Application to

Participate form) to the NEB, which requires that you name
which of the ‘authorized’ issues you wish to address, and why
you are directly affected by the new pipeline, or what specialized
expertise or knowledge you could bring to the hearings (all
described in 500 words or less).
A Commentor is entitled only to comment, and to have the

comment recorded. An Intervenor is entitled to give evidence,
and to submit to cross-examination at the hearings.
This procedure has been criticized as providing every

possible opportunity for the hearings to refuse to hear people
who wish to be heard. Whether this is true remains to be seen
(heard).
The NEB will be holding online and teleconference sessions

on how to complete the ATP form from January 16 -28.
Information about all this is available on the NEB website
www.neb-one.gc.ca
Once your application has been accepted (deadline February

12), a copy of your application will be sent to Kinder Morgan,
who can comment on your application by February 19; you may
comment on their comment by March 4. After all this, the NEB
will decide whether it will accept a submission from you, or
whether they will permit you to appear at the hearings, either
as a Commentor or Intervenor.
No information is available yet on the dates or locations of the

hearings; in fact, at the time of writing, the NEB hasn’t yet stated
whether they will accept the Kinder Morgan application (it’s so
big maybe they haven’t been able to decide whether it’s
complete).

Trans Mountain Expansion – The Issues
The NEB identifies 12 issues to be discussed:

1. The need for the proposed project.
2. The economic feasibility of the proposed project.
3. The potential commercial impacts of the proposed

project.
4. The potential environmental and socio-economic effects

of the proposed project, including any cumulative
environmental effects that are likely to result from the project,
including those required to be considered by the NEB’s Filing
Manual.
5. The potential environmental and socio-economic effects

of marine shipping activities that would result from the
proposed project, including the potential effects of accidents or
malfunctions that may occur.
6. The appropriateness of the general route and land

requirements for the proposed project.
7. The suitability of the design of the proposed project.
8. The terms and conditions to be included in any approval

the Board may issue.
9. Potential impacts of the project on Aboriginal interests.
10. Potential impacts of the project on landowners and land

use.
11. Contingency planning for spills, accidents or

malfunctions, during construction and operation of the project.
12. Safety and security during construction of the proposed

project and operation of the project, including emergency
response planning and third-party damage prevention.
As in the Enbridge Northern Gateway pipeline, the National

Energy Board does not intend to consider the environmental
and socio-economic effects associated with upstream activities,
the development of oil sands, or the downstream use of the oil
transported by the pipeline (see article on NEB ruling on
Enbridge Northern Gateway pipeline, pages 6 & 7).

My Application As Commenter
In my application I wrote:
1. The proposed project is pursuant to a flawed national

economic policy. The policy, of shipping unprocessed bitumen
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to Asian destinations, may be economic only in the short term;
not long enough to deliver the promised benefits to Canada,
Canadians, or governments. Its costs and risks far exceed any
benefits; its time horizons are misstated and problematic.
2. The corporate structure proposed will enable partners in

the project to escape income taxes on the profits from the
project.
3. Contingency planning for ship traffic in Vancouver

Harbour and Georgia, Haro, and Juan de Fuca Straits is
inadequate, incompetent, and is not based on authoritative
scientific information on the behaviour of spilled dilbit in salt
water.
4. I am a resident of the Gulf Islands, and my community is

vulnerable to severe environmental, social, and economic
damage in the event of any marine spill. 0
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