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Northern Gateway Project
• What is the Northern Gateway Project?
• How are complex decisions made in Canada?
• Why is there so much controversy?
• How would the environment be protected?
• How did the JRP weigh the balance of burdens, benefits, and risks?

Many pictures and quotes used are from the Joint Review Panel Report Volume1. Our reproduction is not an official version nor made with endorsement by the NEB.
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What is the Enbridge Northern Gateway Project?
• Major Scope Items:
• 1,178 km crude oil and
condensate pipelines
• Marine terminal
• $7.9 billion project
• Earliest 2018 in-service
• Pipe Design:
• 525,000 bpd crude oil
• 193,000 bpd condensate
• Kitimat Terminal:
• 10+ million barrels of storage
• 2 berths
• VLCC ready

The Northern Gateway Project creates a large volume link between Canada’s
world class resource and new, large and growing markets.
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Application attracted attention and controversy

• First oil pipeline to cross northern British Columbia
• Increased tanker traffic on the West Coast
• Concerns about diluted bitumen
• Crosses unsettled Aboriginal land claims
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How are complex decisions made in Canada?
• Expert independent review to determine if the project is in the Canadian
environmental, social and economic public interest
• Conduct a science-based, open and respectful hearing process
• Determine if the project would be constructed and operated in a safe,
reliable, environmentally responsible, and financially sound manner?
• Assess significance of effects on people and the environment and how
these effects might be mitigated (controlled, reduced, or eliminated)
• Set out conditions for safe and responsible construction and operation of
the project

“JRP recommendations are based on technical and scientific analysis
rather than on the number of participants sharing common views either for
or against the project”
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How did people participate in the review?
• 9,000 letters of comment
• Oral evidence from 393 participants in 17 communities
• Oral statements from 1,179 individuals in 17 communities
• 206 intervenors and 12 government participants
• 3,500 Information Requests
• Formal hearings over 10 months in northern BC and Edmonton

“The Panel finds that Northern Gateway has presented a level of
engineering design information that meets or exceeds regulatory
requirements for a thorough and comprehensive review…”
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What were the public concerns?
• Likelihood and consequences of accidents

• Effects of routine operations on the environment
• Economic soundness, costs and benefits
• Effects on society, culture, and Aboriginal people

Much of our hearing process focused on the risks
of the project. Many people and groups said that
something was likely to go wrong and the
consequences could be unacceptably large.
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How would the environment be protected from a pipeline spill?
• Thick-walled pipe, shorter intervals between isolation valves, 50% more inline inspection and complementary leak detection systems
• Tunnels through two mountains to avoid potential geohazards

• Pumping stations staffed continuously “24/7”
• Required to provide financial assurances totaling $950 million
• Trenchless crossings (drilling) under many fish-bearing rivers

“The proposed use of non-standard and, in the Panel’s view, extraordinary
measures, such as tunneling through the Coast Mountains, suggest a strong
commitment on Northern Gateway’s part to mitigate routing challenges.” 8

How would the environment be protected from a marine spill?
• Navigation aids and use of escort tugs
• Reduced tanker speeds
• Tanker Acceptance Program to ensure quality vessels and crews

• Funding a marine research chair at a BC university

"Northern Gateway’s commitments represent a substantial increase in spill
response capabilities beyond those required by existing legislation and currently
existing on the west coast of British Columbia. They are based on international
best practice and continual advances in technology and spill response planning." 9

How did the JRP balance the burdens, benefits, and risks?
• Considering NGP commitments, and JRP conditions, the JRP concluded
that the project’s potential effects could be mitigated
“Northern Gateway has proposed mitigation measures that go well
beyond those typically proposed for pipeline projects.”

• In the unlikely event of a large oil spill, there would be significant adverse
effects but would not be permanent and widespread
• Potential economic effects of the project would be positive, and would
likely be significant

“…the company's commitments break new ground by providing an
unprecedented level of long-term economic, environmental, and social
benefits to Aboriginal groups.”
• After weighing the evidence, the JRP concluded that Canadians would
be better off with the Northern Gateway Project than without it
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