
05/18/16

From:
Louisette Lanteigne
700 Star Flower Ave.
Waterloo Ont.
N2V 2L2

Email: water.lulu@rogers.com
Phone: 226-972-7429

I ________________________ of the City of ______________ in Waterloo Region in the Province 
of Ontario make oath and say: 

1. I am filing a formal complaint against Imperial Oil for climate change denial, lack of fiscal prudence 
and non disclosue of risks.

2. I am a concerned Canadian citizen and Metis woman living in Waterloo Ontario.

3. As an Indigenous woman, it is in the custom of my people to assure the protection and well being of 
life for generations to come.  It is my duty and obligation to do this by way of the Vatican Concordat of
1610 which recognized the Mi'kmaq Nation as the first Catholic Nation in North America and 
facilitated trade between my ancestors and Europe. The  Vatican has a legal duty to protect us in 
exchange for our duty to protect fellow Christians and this law is recognized by way of a Wampum 
agreement which predates the Canadian Constitution by over 250 years. See Attachment 1.  

4.  Attachment 2 is a report I read produced by Imperial Oil titled Review of Environmental Protection
Activities for 1978-1979.

5. On Page 2 of Attachment 2 of the PDF report, it shows the report was signed off by H.H. Clare,
 Environmental Protection Coordinator and is dated 1980-08-06.  I observed a distribution list on page 
2 of the PDF report indicates it was disseminated to managers across Exxon's International Corporate 
offices including Europe
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6. Attachment 2, page 5 and 6 of the PDF report, confirms Imperial Oil was aware of issues specific 
to C02 as it relates to the burning of fossil fuels. It states:



7. Attachment 2 page 31of the PDF report, identifies issues of C02 as a major topic issue in Chart 2.  

8. Attachment 3 is an Imperial Oil report that I read titled, Review of Environmental Protection 
Activities for 1980-1981.  On page 29 of the PDF under Key Environmental Affairs Issues and 
Concerns it states C02/Greenhouse effect receiving increased media attention.



9. Attachment 4 is a report I read titled Pollution is Everybody's Business by H. R. HOLLAND 
Engineering Division Logistics Department Sarnia , Ontario January 30, 1970.  

10. Attachment 5 identifies Mr. Holland's work experience as follows: 

11. In Attachment 4, page 3 of the report, it states the following:

12. In Attachment 4 page 4, table 1 of the report,  it identifies C02 as an air pollutant and reveals the 
assocated emissions by way of oxidation of plant and animal matter and combustion.



13. There is a double asterix adjacent to the term Carbon Dioxide Affects Global Ecology by E.K 
Peterson produced in 1969.  The abstract to that report is Attachment 6. In this report that I read, it 
states the following:   Man's activities are changing the carbon dioxide and oxygen content of the 
entire atmosphere; these changes may, in turn, affect weather and the growth of plants. Oxygen and 
carbon dioxide, plus water and nitrogen are the basic building blocks for all life processes, and, 
therefore, the foundation for man's sustained yield programs-both plant and animal. 



The atmosphere today contains about 21% 0x and about 0,032% C02 by volume, However man's 
activities—mainly land clearling, the burning of fossil fuels, and making cement from limestone—are 
artificially reducing the O2 and increasing the C02 content of the air. The burning of fossil fuels is 
prmarily responsible, but the other two factors should not be ignored. 

The long term effects of these changes in atmospheric gases upon world weather and upon man's 
environment are of vital interest to everyone, since worldwide temperatures may rise or fall in response
to the amount of C02. 



14. Imperial Oil chairman and CEO Robert Peterson wrote an article that I read titled "A Cleaner 
Canada " in the publication: Imperial Oil Review as published in the summer of 1998. Attachment 7. 
Page 4  third paragraph Mr. Peterson states: Carbon dioxide is not a pollutant but an essential 
ingredient of life on this planet – the plant world cannot live without it.  This appears to conflict with 
decades worth of concerns noted in their previous reports.



15. I found an online biography of Mr. Robert Peterson which states the following in Attachment 8 :

Mr. Robert B. Peterson also known as Bob, B.Sc., M Sc served as the Chief Executive Officer of 
Imperial Oil Ltd. until April 2002 and served as its President unil January 2002. Mr. Peterson served as 
the Chairman of Imperial Oil Ltd. Until April 2002. He has been an Independent Director of MGM 
Energy Corp. Since January 11, 2007. He was a Director of RBC Financial Group of Athene Annuity &
Live Assurance Company since 1992. He served as a Director of Royal Bank of Canada from 
September 10 1992 to February 29, 2008. He holds Batchlor of Science and Master of Science in 
Chemical Engineering from Queen's University. 

16, To have a CEO of Imperial Oil write an entire 4 page article is unsual. This article had to be 
initiated or vetted from the company or from higher up. The question is why and for what purpose?  
The wording of it lacks the tact of a reasonably educated business man. There are sections that in my 
view, appear somewhat  hostile and belittling.

17. Imperial Oil Climate Change corporate stance in Attachment 9, I observed that it states the 
following: 

We believe that climate change is an important issue for all Canadians. But we also believe that fossil 
fuels will continue to provide most of the world’s energy supply for the foreseeable future.

18. I observe that the views of Imperial Oil's Climate Change position conflicts with a vast collection 
of international studies that I have listed in a Climate Change Research Summery,  Attachment 10.  
The list which identifies climate risks and identifies oil and fossil fuel investments as stranded assets. 
Many reports speak on the risks specific to C02. (List of reports not exhaustive)

19.  Attachment 11 is a study abstract titled “Greenhouse-Gas Emission Targets for Limiting Global 
Warming to 2°C,” was published in April 2009 in Nature, the prestigious science journal. It was the 
work of researchers from Germany, the UK and Switzerland, led by Malte Meinshausen, a 
climatologist at Germany’s Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact. The abstract shows we can only burn 
565 more gigatons of carbon dioxide and stay below 2°C of warming— anything more than that risks 
catastrophe for life on earth.

20. Attachment 12 is the The Paris Accord that limits emissions to 1.5°C temperature rise with 
transition to low emission systems.

21. I observed that Canada signed the Paris Accord on Earth Day, April 26, 2016. See Attachment 13 

22. In Attachment 9, I observed how Imperial Oil states the following:

In Ontario our cogeneration plant can provide about 60 percent of the Sarnia site's electricity needs 
through clean burning natural gas and reduces our dependence on the Ontario electricity grid. 



23. Attachment 14, is an infograph  I provide from the Union of Concerned Scientists illustrating the 
C02 risks associated with the emissions of Natural Gas. In otherwords, it is not as "clean" burning  as 
Imperial Oil suggests.

24.  Attachment 14 is an article I read titled:  Oil Sands Are 'Hemorrhaging Red Ink,' by Mychaylo 
Prystupa published 18 March 2016 in the Tyee.  In the article, Former CIBC Chief Economist Jeff 
Rubin states:

"Hanging over the oil sands industry like the Sword of Damocles," Rubin said, "is the fact that they are 
hemorrhaging red ink. At today's prices, the oil sands are not commercially viable."

The problem, he said, isn't that the industry "has been targeted by sanctions or by environmental 
groups.The problem has been that oil imports in the United States have been halved over the last five 
years." 

The world is awash in oil. The so-called "shale gas revolution," using fracking technology in the U.S., 
has brought cheap shale oil to the surface in abundance in North Dakota and Texas. That, plus the 
actions of Saudi Arabia and its OPEC partners to flood the market with low-cost oil, has crashed 
benchmark global oil prices from highs above $100 a barrel two years ago, to prices today in the high 
$30 range.

Worse, the discounted price that Alberta oil producers get -- the so-called "western Canadian select" 
price -- is now around $15 per barrel.

"At those prices, not only does the planned expansion of the oil sands, from 2.5 to four or five million 
barrels per day, have no economic context," Rubin asserted, it "could not be funded by any financial 
institution in Canada." 

Instead, he said, "the question becomes: how long can this sector [survive] when it's losing $15 to $25 a
barrel?" 

25. Attachment 15 is a report I reviewed written by Per Magnus Nysveen, Head of Analysis, Rystad 
Energy published January 12, 2015. It features a Global liquids supply cost curve. The break even cost 
recovery for oil sands does not appear likely with today's oil prices.



26.  I provide information found on the Alberta Dashboard website of the Alberta Provincial 
Government. It features the 2015 and 2016 prices for WCS Oil. The value of the Alberta oil from Jan-
March 2016 averaged $19.21 per barrel as noted in Attachment 16. (This was before the Fort 
McMurray Fire.)



27. I respect the fact that Imperial Oil is a stock that has helped to support universities, endowment 
funds, pensions and soverignty funds for years, however  it lacks fiscal prudence to suggest that this 
legacy will continue when we know the cost recovery is unlikely for oil sands projects. I believe 
investors deserve the right to be reasonably informed of these economic risks so we can protect 
individuals, institutions and pensioners for the long term. 

28. For decades Imperial Oil categorized C02 as a critical environmental issue however in the 1990's 
corporate efforts were made to discredit climate change science and to downplay the risks. I include 
Attachment 17 which features a list of climate denying reports as gathered by Greenpeace showing 
how these studies were funded by Exxon, the parent company of Imperial Oil.

29. I observed an article dated Dec. 9, 2015 in Fortune titled: Exxon Is Starting To Feel The Heat On 
Climate Change. It was a commentary by Elanor Bloxham. See Attachment 18. It states:

ExxonMobil has had a long history of sparring with investors on various issues, including climate 
risks, governance, and executive compensation. Information requests by shareholders on Exxon’s 
political contributions, for example, go back at least as far as 1975, according to Exxon’s proxy 
statements.

The wrangling was exacerbated by former Exxon CEO Lee Raymond’s attitudes and outsized 
personality. In 2001, theWall Street Journal described Raymond’s annual meeting behavior by saying 
he "belittled those [shareholders] who opposed his positions.* (Raymond is now lead independent 
director at JPMorgan Chase.)

*This was the passage that made me wonder if Mr. Raymond was involved with the drafting of Mr. Peterson's Article, A 
Cleaner Canada as seen in Attachment 7. 

30. Imperial Oil states that fossil fuels will continue to provide most of the world's energy supply 
however this conflicts with the mandate of the Paris Accord that must limit global temperature rise to 
1.5 degrees. I lllustrate this with Attachment 19, an article titled, Oil Sector ‘is Doomed’ in a 1.5° 
World, Says Ex-Industry Exec. The article was published on Feb.18, 2016, by Ross Belot in Ipolitics.  
It states:

Belot concludes that "if the world moves to limit the increase in temperature to 2°C than the oilsands 
sector probably cannot grow, although natural gas may have some use. If the world moves to 1.5°C, 
then the oilsands sector has no future at all—and even Canada's natural gas production is 
questionable on a long term basis." 

That means the task for provincial premiers is to "position those parts of their economies that are 
outside the oil and gas sector for future, by pushing green electrification and carbon pricing to drive 
the necessary changes in the most efficient manner." As for national targets, "itmakes sense to look at 
Canada's economy in two baskets: oil and gas and everything else." 

31. Attachment 20 is an article I read produced by West Coast Environmental Law titled: Not only 
#ExxonKnew about climate change, but its Canadian subsidiary #ImperialKnew too. It was published 5
May, 2016  In the article it states:



Rather than working to make alternative sources of energy available to its customers, the company 
misled its share-holders, funded public misinformation campaigns and lobbied against real global 
action on climate change.

In legal language, they did not act like a “reasonable person” that takes responsibility for what (up 
until then) might have been the unintended results of their actions.

The world would be very different if Exxon and the other fossil fuel companies began, in the 1970s, to 
shift their investments from oil and gas to electrification and renewables, to take cradle-to-grave 
responsibility for their product, and to ensure that their prices reflected the full costs of their products. 

Even now, Exxon is telling its shareholders that it intends to produce oil and gas undeterred, with no 
expectation that they will need to rein in their production or to pay their fair share of the harm caused. 

32. Attachment 21 is an article titled: Some oil companies undeterred as global leaders sign on to Paris 
climate deal by Bruce Cheadle of Canadian Press published  April 17, 2016.  It states: 

And Exxon, which owns 70 per cent of Imperial Oil, isn’t buying the talk of “stranded assets” that 
flared before and since the Paris agreement.

“We expect that oil, natural gas and coal – the three fuels that together built the modern economy – 

will continue to meet almost 80 per cent of the world’s energy needs through 2040,” says Exxon’s 2016 

energy outlook, which predicts oil demand will rise 30 per cent over the next 24 years.

“We expect oil to continue to be the world’s leading fuel, driven by demand for transportation fuels and

by the chemical industry, where oil provides the feedstock to make plastics and other advanced 

materials,” says the outlook.

Both Exxon and Chevron had been seeking to block shareholder proposals at next month’s annual 

general meetings that dealt with transparency over the business impact of global carbon emissions 

policies. The U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission ruled this month that the companies must 

include the shareholder proposals at their AGMs.

The last document requires a fee to print but otherwise it is free to review online. It is a web based 
article titled, "There Is No Doubt" : Exxon knew C92 pollution was a global threat by late 1970's by 
Brenda De Melle and Kevin Grandia published Tuesday, April 26, 2016.  This is the document which 
inspired me to submit this affidavit for review. Website here:   

http://www.desmogblog.com/2016/04/26/there-no-doubt-exxon-knew-co2-pollution-was-global-threat-late-1970s

http://www.desmogblog.com/2016/04/26/there-no-doubt-exxon-knew-co2-pollution-was-global-threat-late-1970s


Sworn in the City of _______________________ in Waterloo Region, in the Province of Ontario 

on ________________(date)

______________________________                                        ________________________________
Commissioner for taking Affidavits                                       Name


