
 

 

 
 

March 11, 2014 
 
Thomas Mulcair 
300 - 279 Laurier West 
Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5J9 
 
 
Re: Northern Gateway Project 
 
 
Dear Thomas Mulcair, Leader of the Official Opposition, 
 
We are writing to you in your capacity as the Leader of the Official Opposition with the 
hope that you will be able to correct serious shortcomings in the regulatory process that 
has recently approved the construction of the Northern Gateway Project.   
 
It is our understanding that you are opposed to this project as currently proposed.  
Despite your opposition, however, you also understand that the oilsands are a significant 
driver of our economy and that finding a way to export these resources is crucial to the 
development of our economy.  We share these views. 
 
Our group, Concerned Professional Engineers, is composed of a small number of 
Professional Engineers and engineering professors based in British Columbia.  Together 
we have more than 100 years’ experience designing and operating large projects for the 
marine transportation of natural resources.  With our backgrounds, we were naturally 
curious about the Northern Gateway project. 
 
We have spent the past two years analyzing the marine shipping aspects of this project, 
specifically the shipment of 525,000 barrels of diluted bitumen per day via tanker through 
the Douglas Channel, and we have decided to launch a public awareness campaign to 
alert Canadians to the risks posed by this project.  We had hoped the National Energy 
Board’s Joint Review Panel (JRP) would have addressed the concerns we brought forth 
as intervenors in the official review process, but instead we found they glossed over 
significant issues and fell short in three primary ways: 
 

1. The JRP failed to investigate a number of assumptions in the calculations 
presented by Northern Gateway regarding the risk of a major tanker spill.  
Lacking a thorough analysis, we are left to conclude that the risks of a spill are 
unknown. 
 

2. The financial liability regime currently in place leaves Canadian taxpayers 
exposed to the costs of a significant spill, in conflict with the “Polluter Pays” 
principle espoused by Transport Canada. 



 

 

 
3. There is still considerable debate, especially between Environment Canada and 

Transport Canada, as to the possibility and effectiveness of cleaning up diluted 
bitumen spilled into a marine environment.  As such, we believe all estimates of 
cleanup costs to be speculative and hopeful, at best.   

 
We find that the Joint Review Panel has clearly failed their mandate of conducting a 
thorough and scientific analysis of the evidence.  As a result, and without further action 
to correct these errors, the public is left with the only option of trusting the assurances of 
Northern Gateway and their paid consultants.   
 
We strongly encourage you to review the arguments we have presented on our website 
(www.concernedengineers.org), and to do everything in your power as Leader of the 
Official Opposition to ensure that this and future projects receive the careful review they 
require. 
 

Sincerely, 

  

 

Brian Gunn, on behalf of CPE  
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