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The proposed Energy East pipeline 
would bring 1.1 million barrels-per-
day (over 175 million litres) across 
nearly 50 km of the City of Ottawa, 
every single day. This would be the 
largest tar sands pipeline in the world, 
meant to take tar sands bitumen from 
Alberta to tanker ports in Quebec and 
New Brunswick.
There are many concerns about the risks from the 
pipeline. As it passes under a number of rivers – in-
cluding the Mississippi and Rideau, numerous wet-
lands, as well as sensitive aquifers, it brings risks of 
spills and contamination all along the path. It could 

also jeopardize the health and safety of nearby res-
idents, ruin property values, and be detrimental to 
local economies.

There are still many questions that remain open. If 
there were a spill, how much oil would have to spill 
before the company was able to detect it? What would 
be the short and long-term impacts of a spill on local 
ecology? Does the city have the capacity to clean up 
a major spill? What would happen if oil spilled into 
aquifers that many residents rely upon? 

It is for these reasons that we’re urging the City of 
Ottawa to conduct its own risk assessments of the 
pipeline, to talk to its residents about the proposed 
pipeline, and to intervene at both the Ontario Energy 
Board and the National Energy Board hearings.PMS7483 - CMYK BUILD C85 Y100 K55 

Why the City of Ottawa Can – 
and Should – Take Action on the 
Proposed Energy East Pipeline
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Many residents and city councillors have asked if they 
can even have a say on this proposed pipeline. This 
document shows that any municipality can have a 
say on pipelines, and in doing so, the City of Ottawa 
would be following a precedent set by many other 
communities who are concerned about oil pipelines 
passing through their boundaries. 

TransCanada applied to build the pipeline in October, 
2014, with a 30,000 page application that is beyond 
the ability of most residents to properly review. The 
National Energy Board is expected to begin national 
hearings in 2015 that would last for 15 months. Be-
cause of the nature of the NEB’s mandate, they must 
only consider evidence that has been given to them 
by third parties, including the pipeline proponent.
 
That means if no groups speak up for the interests 
and concerns of residents of Ottawa, nobody will be 
representing those concerns. We believe the City of 
Ottawa must decide to represent the serious con-
cerns raised by this pipeline on behalf of its residents.

This report looks at the precedent set by many oth-
er jurisdictions who have chosen to speak out on 
the Energy East pipeline as well as a number of oth-
er pipelines. Many have chosen to spend money to 
conduct research into the risks of the proposed pipe-
lines, and have gone to the National Energy Board to 

convey their concerns. Many others have gone so far 
as to publicly speak out against proposed pipelines 
after determining that the risks were too great. We 
wish to see our elected leaders following the lead in 
reflecting upon, and representing, the interests of all 
residents.

Energy East
Even though TransCanada only recently filed to con-
struct Energy East, there has still been an impressive 
number of municipalities who are taking it seriously 
and making every effort to have their say. Partly this is 
due to the unprecedented length – stretching 4,500 
km from Alberta to New Brunswick – and also from 
its size – carrying 175 million litres of oil every day, it 
would be the biggest oil pipeline in Canada, threat-
ening nearly 1,000 waterways.1 

Winnipeg
In November of 2014, the city of Winnipeg approved 
spending of $1 million to study the impacts of the En-
ergy East pipeline. Winnipeg plans to hire an outside 
expert to study the risks to Winnipeg’s water supply 
and landfill. They intend to intervene with the Nation-
al Energy Board in 2015 about the pipeline project 
and their concerns.2 

Kenora
The mayor of Kenora, Dave Canfield, expressed his 
support of the idea of not just Kenora intervening at 
the National Energy Board, but having the Northwest-
ern Ontario Municipal Association (NOMA) intervene. 
NOMA is made up of four municipal associations, in-
cluding Kenora and Thunder Bay, and Mayor Canfield 
is the current head. 

Though he has stated his general support for the 
pipeline, the mayor has stated he wants to be part of 
hearings to voice his concern over water in his area, 
and to ensure that residents are assured about pipe-
line safety by pushing for pipeline shutoff valves on 
both sides of water crossings.3

1 http://bit.ly/1uK9xqQ
2 http://winnipeg.ctvnews.ca/1m-approved-by-epc-to-
study-impact-of-energy-east-pipeline-1.2131298
3 http://bit.ly/1wbd8np, http://bit.ly/1wBKyds, http://bit.
ly/1Aezd3s

http://bit.ly/1uK9xqQ
http://winnipeg.ctvnews.ca/1m-approved-by-epc-to-study-impact-of-energy-east-pipeline-1.2131298
http://winnipeg.ctvnews.ca/1m-approved-by-epc-to-study-impact-of-energy-east-pipeline-1.2131298
http://bit.ly/1wbd8np
http://bit.ly/1wBKyds
http://bit.ly/1Aezd3s
http://bit.ly/1Aezd3s
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Thunder Bay
Thunder Bay Mayor Keith Hobbs has publicly stated 
his opposition to the Energy East pipeline, not just as 
a mayor, but also from his position as the Chair of the 
Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative. He has 
stated his concern since the pipeline would cross the 
Nipigon River, which flows directly into Lake Superior, 
which serves as a water supply for numerous commu-
nities. He has also openly stated his concern with the 
climate change implications of the pipeline.4 

North Bay
Al McDonald, the Mayor of North Bay is seeking inter-
vener status at the National Energy Board hearings. 
The city has hired a lawyer and begun preparing to 
file their application. The North Bay city council voted 
to spend up to $250,000 to prepare their intervention 
with the NEB. 5   

North Bay has repeatedly stated their concern for the 
risk to Trout Lake, where they source their drinking 
water. In fact, they’ve gone so far as to say the NEB 
process is insufficient, as it doesn’t take drinking wa-
ter protection seriously. “If something happens to En-
ergy East here, if there is a spill, we’ll be ruined,”Mc-
Donald told the Toronto Star. 6

Montreal
In Montreal, Mayor Denis Coderre, speaking as the 
head of the Montreal Metropolitan Community, which 

4 http://alongthepipeline.com/listing/opposed-to-
energy-east-mayor-of-thunder-bay
5 http://www.nugget.ca/2014/10/30/energy-east-
hearing-process-to-begin
6 http://on.thestar.com/1yTw1YX

represents 82 communities near Montreal, along with 
Mayor Guillaume Tremblay of Mascouche, and the 
Union of Quebec Municipalities, called for the NEB to 
suspend their review of the Energy East pipeline until 
more assurances are made by TransCanada towards 
the pipeline’s safety.7  

The mayor has publicly stated the project seems 
‘questionable’, without being provided impact stud-
ies, without proven water-crossing technology, and 
without having been provided the final route – in 
TransCanada’s final application. The mayor issued a 
series of conditions for the pipeline to meet, focusing 
on safety and emergency planning.8 

Vaudreuil-Soulanges MRC, Quebec
In October, 2014, a coalition of 23 municipalities 
representing 150,000 residents, known as the Vau-
dreuil-Soulanges MRC, announced that it was taking 
a stand against the project. The municipal coalition 
stated that TransCanada talked with municipal lead-
ers for over a year, but never convinced them that “it’s 
a good project.” 

The coalition also stated it was unable to get crucial 
documents and information from the company de-
spite repeated attempts. They were also concerned 
that TransCanada said it would take at least three to 
four hours for an emergency response to a spill, which 
would be devastating on the Ottawa River, which 2.5 
million people rely upon for drinking water.9 

7 http://bit.ly/13rItqO
8 http://bit.ly/1zp9KVs
9 http://bit.ly/13I99Dv

http://alongthepipeline.com/listing/opposed-to-energy-east-mayor-of-thunder-bay
http://alongthepipeline.com/listing/opposed-to-energy-east-mayor-of-thunder-bay
http://www.nugget.ca/2014/10/30/energy-east-hearing-process-to-begin
http://www.nugget.ca/2014/10/30/energy-east-hearing-process-to-begin
http://on.thestar.com/1yTw1YX
http://bit.ly/13rItqO
http://bit.ly/1zp9KVs
http://bit.ly/13I99Dv
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L’Islet, Quebec
André Caron is the mayor of L’Islet in Quebec, where 
he and neighbouring municipalities have publicly 
expressed their opposition to the pipeline, and have 
gone so far as to issue regulations prohibiting private 
companies from conducting excavations. The com-
munity is mostly dependent on well water and is very 
much concerned about the long term impacts that 
an oil spill could have. Many people also rely on the 
local waterways economically, and fear that it would 
impact many livelihoods.10  

Cacouna, Quebec
Cacouna is the small town in Quebec where TransCan-
ada wants to build one of their two deep-water ex-
port terminals. There has been a tremendous amount 
of opposition locally against TransCanada even con-
ducting preliminary drilling tests, let alone building 
a massive oil tanker terminal, due to the endangered 
beluga habitat on the planned site. In 2014, the fed-
eral government ruled the beluga to be endangered, 
and TransCanada was suspended from doing any 
more work on the site. 

After recent polls suggested that the town was 60% 
opposed to a new oil terminal in Cacouna, the town’s 
mayor, Ghislaine Daris, suggested that the town may 
hold its own referendum. “We sense that the popu-
lation is divided… If we, [as a council], support the 
project, for sure we also want the people’s opinion. 
We did a referendum in 2005 and I think that it’s a le-
gitimate thing to do,” he told the Globe and Mail in 
November 2014.11  

10 http://bit.ly/1wbdme7
11 http://bit.ly/1BQuqt0, http://bit.ly/1Emh8Do

St.-Augustine-de-Desmaures, Quebec 
In June of 2014, the town of St.-Augustine-de-Des-
maures voted to oppose the Energy East pipeline. The 
town council issued a statement stating: “Within the 
limits of their power, the elected [officials] of St. Au-
gustine oppose the pipeline, as the process of envi-
ronmental assessment and safety is not completed by 
the government.” They stated their concerns over the 
risks to the safety of residents from potential spills.12  

Lévis, Quebec
As of November 2014, the mayor of, Gilles Lehouilli-
er, announced that the town was considering a ref-
erendum, which was called for by citizen groups. The 
town’s previous mayor had called earlier for TransCan-
ada to change their proposed route away from town. 
The town lies just upstream of the proposed tanker 
terminal in Cacouna, and also had its water impact-
ed by the explosions and spills of Lac Megantic. The 
current mayor has stated his concern for the safety of 
residents and their drinking water.13   

Edmunston, New Brunswick
Cyrille Simard, the Mayor of Edmunston in New 
Brunswick wrote publicly that the city  council would 
not accept the Energy East pipeline: “Don’t doubt for 
a second that the Edmundston City Council will [pre-
vent] the construction of a pipeline where it could en-
danger our water supplies and/or our citizen’s peace 
of mind.”14 

The mayor is concerned about the city’s water supply, 
as the pipeline passes by residential areas and wells 
that 96% of the residents get their water from. He also 

12 http://bit.ly/1uPCmmJ
13 http://bit.ly/1DD1ir8, http://bit.ly/1zhHohk
14 http://edmundston.ca/en/l-hotel-de-ville/blogue-du-
maire/311-not-in-my-backyard

http://bit.ly/1wbdme7
http://bit.ly/1BQuqt0
http://bit.ly/1Emh8Do
http://bit.ly/1uPCmmJ
http://bit.ly/1DD1ir8
http://bit.ly/1zhHohk
http://edmundston.ca/en/l-hotel-de-ville/blogue-du-maire/311-not-in-my-backyard
http://edmundston.ca/en/l-hotel-de-ville/blogue-du-maire/311-not-in-my-backyard
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spoke out about local residents being bullied by Tran-
sCanada to give up their property.15 

Other Pipeline Proposals
From British Colombia to Quebec, there have been a 
number of other pipelines proposed across the coun-
try that have been in the news. The following rep-
resents only a small sampling of some of the major 
cities that have taken action to represent their resi-
dents’ concerns and interests on those proposals.

Vancouver
In British Colombia, Vancouver Mayor Gregor Robert-
son has made his opposition to the planned Kinder 
Morgan pipeline a key part of his administration. He 
has stated that the risk presented by the pipeline is 
too great to the local environment and economy. 
Vancouver’s City Council was granted intervenor sta-
tus with the National Energy Board. 

The city also stated it does not feel prepared for an 
oil spill, citing inadequate levels of insurance and 
emergency response measures. Looking at Kinder 
Morgan’s application, the city manager found the ap-
plication to be incomplete, not discussing potential 
spill impacts or health impacts, and not providing a 
sufficient spill response plan. The city manager also 
decried the lack of public participation allowed under 
current NEB guidelines.16

Burnaby, B.C.
In Burnaby, Mayor Derek Corrigan has been engaged 
in a political and legal fight with the proposed Kind-
er Morgan pipeline. After conducting a referendum, 
the city discovered that 70% of residents opposed the 
pipeline, which threatened a protected park. 

The city is preparing to intervene at the National En-
ergy Board, despite noting flaws in the process, and 
has prepared 1,500 questions to be asked on be-
half of Burnaby residents. The city is very concerned 
about the popone so far as to stateulldozer to stop c 
nstruction in his city.17  

15 http://bit.ly/1qTknPT
16 http://bit.ly/1wzuPNh, http://bit.ly/1wbdDOe
17 http://bit.ly/16oN4eG, http://bit.ly/1BQuNnl, http://bit.
ly/1AezWli

Toronto
 In November, 2012, the City of Toronto requested city 
staff to assess the proposed Enbridge Line 9 pipeline. 
City Council was interested in understanding the pro-
posed pipeline and spill risks, as well as the process 
for intervening.  By February, 2013, City Council had 
decided to participate in the NEB review and directed 
funds to be spent.18 

The City of Toronto followed up with a number of 
motions and interventions, petitioning the Ontario 
government to run a full environmental assessment 
of the project, for the federal government to consider 
upstream emissions, and for the pipeline not to trans-
port diluted tar sands bitumen.19 

Hamilton
In Hamilton, ex-Mayor Bob Bratina publicly raised 
concerns about the proposed Enbridge Line 9 pipe-
line by sending the Minister of the Environment’s of-
fice the city’s resolution that called for more detailed 
information and an environmental assessment of the 
project.  The request for an environmental assess-
ment was ultimately rejected.  

The City of Hamilton has now created a pipeline unit 
to respond to issues that have surfaced, including as-
sessing the city’s ability to respond if a spill were to 
occur.  The Director of Planning and Growth, Guy Pa-
parella, who was involved in the creation of the pipe-
line unit, has also expressed his frustration that the 
local voice is being lost in the process.20 

18 http://trca.on.ca/dotAsset/157989.pdf
19 http://bit.ly/1zYOU0v, http://bit.ly/1swLTE1
20 http://bit.ly/1suz0ET, http://bit.ly/137vwBB

http://bit.ly/1qTknPT
http://bit.ly/1wzuPNh
http://bit.ly/1wbdDOe
http://bit.ly/16oN4eG
http://bit.ly/1BQuNnl
http://bit.ly/1AezWli
http://bit.ly/1AezWli
http://trca.on.ca/dotAsset/157989.pdf
http://bit.ly/1zYOU0v
http://bit.ly/1swLTE1
http://bit.ly/1suz0ET
http://bit.ly/137vwBB
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Even after the National Energy Board ultimately ap-
proved the proposed pipeline with numerous con-
ditions, the City of Hamilton has continued to push 
the NEB to ensure that pipeline shut-off valves are in-
stalled on the ends of all waterways and wetlands in 
the Hamilton area.21 

Montreal
Denis Coderre, the Mayor of Montreal and head of 
the 82-member Montreal Metropolitan Community, 
has publicly stated that the proposed Enbridge Line 
9 pipeline has not met the city’s approval conditions. 
He has refused to support the project, despite it 
gaining approval from the NEB, because the compa-
ny wouldn’t disclose their emergency spill response 
plan nor a plan to protect potentially-impacted wa-
terways.22 

Coderre stated, “They’re going under the Ottawa Riv-
er, so there’s an issue there. You have two million peo-
ple who are taking their drinkable water from there 

21 http://bit.ly/1uKb8Nq
22 http://bit.ly/1BMm1E4

so it’s all about asking questions. I’m not signing a 
cheque, I’m not signing a contract until I have my own 
answers.”  The City has also maintained correspon-
dence with the company, asking for those details and 
conditions to be fulfilled.23 

Contact Information
TarFree613 Website: 
www.tarfree613.ca

Ecology Ottawa Website: 
www.ecologyottawa.ca

Sign the Petition: 
bit.ly/tarfree613

Email: ben.powless@ecologyottawa.ca

23 http://bit.ly/1GpwszY, http://bit.ly/1AeAAz3
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