Mational Energy Office national
Board da I'énergla

Filles : A=200 G=dbil; A-20014-04

Ms. Loussette Lanteigne 1 6 AVR. 2018
TO0 Btar Flower Avenue
Waterloo, ON N2V 212

Ms. Lanteigne,

Thiz letter is in regard 1o your requesis made pursuant 1o the Aocess fo fnformarion Aot (the Act)
receivied by the National Energy Board (NEB) on 4 April 2004 and 13 July 2006, respectively,
seeking access o reconds as follows:

“f reguest all data referencing my person (Lovisette Lanteigne) including data generated by
arrd collecied by the Nevlonal Energy Board from Sepr 2001 1o Dec 31, 2005 Twas a
delegane of the Live 9 reversal hearings and this is being done for the Public Interest. ™

As the Delegated Authority for the NEB, 1 have reconsidered several discretionary exemptions
applied in the 5 November 2014 release to you. As such, | have directed the following records to
be izsued 1o you in a revised formal:

= Page 34 [full disclosure] « Page 138 [full disclosure]
- Page 39 [full disclosure] = Page 139 [partial]
- Page 125 [partial| - Page 775 [partial]
- Page 129 [full disclosure + blow up] - Page 776 [full disclosure]

With regard 1o public information not previously disclosed to vou, this documentation is available
at the following URLs:

= hitps:fapps neb-one po ca B EGRICC S File Download 834583, and
- hutps://apps. neb-one. ge. caREGDOCS/ File/Download 834 304

If you have questions, or need more information please contact James Brunton by phone at
J03-221-3292, 1oll-free at 1-800-599-1265 or by email al James Bruntoneoneb-one. ge.ca.

Yours truly,
I'H -
Paula Futoransky
Aceess to Information and Privisey Coordinator

Enclosure

c.c.: The Information Commizssioner of Canuda

Suite 210, 317 Tenth Avenue SW TelophonaTidtprone : 4002504500
Calgary, Alboita T2R 0AS FusimiaTibboopeaur @ 403-232-5500

W Nl-onoLpeca
517, Dixkme Ayvenus 5.-0., bureaw 210 *1 Todephone/ Teksphona ; 1-000-85-1 28
Calgary [Albsria] TIR OAR Fac il Tolboopieis ¢« 1-877 -288-B803



-—-Original Message----

Fram: Mick Thomas

Sent: February 17, 2012 1:52 P

To: OL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PN

Ce: Christine Beauchemin; Darcie Harding

Subject: RE: OH-5-2011 - 12-02-17 Louisette Lanteigne - Application for Intervenor Status (A35333)

ki Roland.... < | adue .’EJ}; :
; Fhi o .:-:':.‘--"Jl

I'm trying to connect with legal on this. Darcie is en route to Banff right now. Jessica (Counsel #1 is alsa away], but f '-':JP5

believe Christine [Counsel #2) is in, Tl try to get something s quick as | can today. At this paint, you wouldn't be

deciding on whether or nat to grant intervenor status for this individual, since that topic is up for discussion as per

Darcie's earfier email on a larger seale [whether to pick and choose or allow all). The focus here would be whether or

not we shauld even consider this application since it's late. Depending on whether we allow this, | will update the

swmmary table of Intervenor applecations with the content from this one,

Thanks,

Nick Thomas

Environmental Specialist | Spécialiste de l'environnement National Energy Board | Office national de I'énergie
Telephone | Tékphone ; 403-221-3289

---—-Original Message----
From: Roland Gearge

Sent; Februany 17, 2002 2:40 PM
Ta: Secretary; Dl Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PN; DL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal FAG
Subject: RE: OH-5-2011 - 12.02-17 Louisette Lanteigne - Application for Intervenor Status (A39383)

Darcie:
I'd like some advice to the panel an this late filling
Thank you in advance.

Rakand

ceesOriginal Message——

Fram: Secretary

sent: February 17, 2002 2:20 PM

To: DL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PN; DL Enbridge Line 9 Reverial PWG

Subject: PW: OH-5-2011 - 12-0@2-17 Louvisette Lanteigne - Application for Intervenor Status (A39383)

OF-Fac-0al-E101-2011-01 01

Please note that the filing was received after 12 PM. The filing will be placed in the Letters af Comment falder, please
advise if the fMing can be moved to the Intersenos Folder.

—eeriginal Message---—
Fram: E-file [mailto:secretary@neb-one.ge.ca)
Sent: February 17, 2012 200 PM



Lk ditection and emergency nesponse miasunts - comparisons i Ling 68 rupture in Michigan

Project scoping — splitiing out this Project from the langer Tralbreakar (reversal of enti Ling 9 discussed a few years ago)
Podantial for ol sands cnade o ba iranspored 1o the east coast.

AFM = impacts on Iraditional use, teaty rghts and kealth (a0 qualityl; inadequate Crown coneuBiation.

BFH and OPLA = Enbridga’s and the Boands anvinonmaental aSsessments win nadequal a3 il Raled b consder ppantions
post-reversal

= OFLA and CAEPLA = In-place abardonment and histoncal conlamination.

M. Louisotte Lanteigne - knpacts on local drinking wabis supplies.

Several issues rased were detemingd 1o be out-of-scops o nol rekvant bo the procteding.

W & W

Conclusions

Thees is a commencial need — Line 9 bo Samia is cureniy under-utiized: no commesncial cpposition,

Public consultation, inchuding Aboriginal consultation, was appropriate, given the scale of the Projecl.

The Progect i nol Beely to cause significan] adverse emaronmental effects,

The Board's envimnmantal assessmand propary factoead in ling opira®on posl-iversal,

Croram Consuitation — no other federal suthoribes acting as Crown; Boand process used; apporfuniy for AFN o prowde
# [Enbridga has and conSirues 1o maniior and decument ling inbegrity; through its Inbegrity Managemen| Program, il is abla fo
s Board imposesd 15 condfions, mainky Sooused on pipeling iegnty. Entridge will nof recenve an exemption from Leave o

Cipan.
o I and when Eniidge warks b ship different commaodities, | would need bo fie a tarff amendmant.
» Itisi the public interust to apprave the Project

® #F B & @

Past-Hearing Motion
e OPLA requested thal the Boand reopan the recoed o consider the US National Trarsportaion Safity Boand (NTS8) synopsis
and full raport for Enbridge’s 2010 Ling 65 rupture in Michigan,
« Ruling: the Board need not hold up its decision for the Line 5B docurments o be analyzed, Thisugh the Board's compliance
activitios, the NTSB report wil be reviewed and pertingnt leamings will be appéed ko system-wide operatins.

Dscislon
#  Lafer Decision b be misassd ioday (27 Juby 2012) = will b made o & blue Book At & laber me.

Successes | Leamings
«  Firsl tima Participant Funding Program (PFP) used on a Secion 58 hisaning
o PP swandid to three Interenons and used io creabs quality wiitten evidence and IRs.
#  PFP process was sxscuted in & condensed brsdrama 5o there was minimal delay 1o the hearing scheduls
«  Firsl time for fomal implementation of Process Advisor role:
o Many gabemal partios expressed thal By Tell wel supported and that the process advisor role is a greal idia
o Helplul io imemal stafl io ba able b direct inqunes tirough bo one persan
= Althoiagh the apphcation was receied in August, heaning omder was not issued unil Decembar — e prociss from shad o
finish ook approximataly 11.5 monthes (incheding axiensions granbed to Enbridge to respond 1o IRs totaling 25 days).
Dwadlines sat for extemal parties during the hearing peocass wern mel, despile tght tmalings.
All areas of suppor, PWG membars and Panel made the Projedt a pricdity in ander b meet B condensed schedule.
Oral skalemenls wese nol provided as a participation oition, which reduced the leng of the oral poron of the hearing.
Hinving gnly final oral anguimen] and no cioss examenation worked well in this case, due to the highly technical
issues regarding enginearing and inbegrity.
»  Sacurity and Panel handied protester dissuption at hearing well:
& Afler a shorl recess, only Infermrans ard aoondied medss wene indally parmitted back in hearing rocm.
o The paned accipled esvviranmental and First Nation moBions fo aliow people and groups, that the parties knew woukd
nol ke disruplive, back info the haaring moom,
o Some media stlention rceed,

L

Staff Invoived

ARDIAIER_9-000038
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From: Arian Loy

Ta: Bt Beeven: Pk Walten: Bpan Bede: Frp Ppder
Sulject: RE: Question aboull Lire 9 ruling and Liae 15 O
Dabe: Harch 13, 2014 1:50:47 PM

She's raiking sorme Stuff up, Those LTO bullets she found ane appropriate for many cases but not all
and they are not mandatory, nor suffizient, in some cases. The conditions are more progect-specific
than the generic stuff she's found.

She should look at the Act for what a 5.47 is:
“{2) Leave may be granted by the Board under this section if the Board is satisficd that the
pipeling may safely be opened for transmission.”

50 & company is reguired to show that the line is “safe® 1o be opened or transmission, Those
bullets she found refer (o a comman type of project the Board deals with [new pipelines), but they
aren't project-specific,

1, Pve got to refresh my memany by looking at the documents,

Z. Enbridge would likg (o kngw that, too, They may ultimately have 1o do hydno tests, and the
plan for these would have to be accepted by the Board,

. They can ask

4, They're on Livelink (similar 1o the hearing documents, thaugh a different but connected
dirgctoryl. The condition-compliance swff shows up in the same directony,

5. Typically, no, unless it's reguared i a condtion.

6. Most conditions reguire that proof be provided that the condition’s been achieved. The
Board assesses that proof. The exact response by the Board depends on the wording in the
condition, Conditions that require “8oard approval® before they're achieved will get a letter
from the Board 1o the Company (with a copy on the public record] regarding the Board's
approval/disapproval of the submission.

Ao horme conditiong require written proof be submitted, See response to fd.

8. If a condition is not met then the company can’t meve 1o the “next dage”. Some conditions
require the condition be satished before “construction” or befere “ogeration” or before
“something”. That “something” can't be done until the condition is satisfied,

9. Weare.

10, If sormeone feels a condition has not been met, they can bring that to the attention of the
Baard, There's nt funding available for that, as far as 'm aware.

I'm not sure how toword this so | hope everyone else weight in. It appears she may want Lo be a
reviewer of all the condition-submissions [or have someone of her choosing do that), and provide
hier own assessment of them to the Boand,

| did experience ane projgect where a few interested persons/graups submitted an affidavit and
photograph indicating that a company hadn't met a condition. 11 was a phatograph of an emply
field and an assertion by the persan who photographed the empty fioid that it was, indeed, an

AQDIER_ 10700128



emply field but that it should have been a tank-fasm-under-constrsction. We asked the company to
reipond. The company responded, and we assessed bath submigsions, and the Board sent a better
confirming the condition had Been satishied, (as near as we could figure the photagragher was in
the wrong place)

Fromn: Michaed Berson

Sent: March 13, 2014 2:25 PM

To: Mark Watton; Ryan Rodier, Adrian Lubowy; Zoe Pleiffer
mmwmmg muling and Leave o Open

Hilba,

| havwe recaived an emall inguiny from Ms. Lanteigne. | would appreciate hear ng your thoughts on a
potential response

hichagl

From: Louisette Lanteigne [mailto:btterflybiueluirogers, com) a1
Sentz March 13, Hl#l-’lﬁﬁ'l

Hedla kr. Benson

Is delegale Loulsete Lanteigne of the Line 9 haasing. | read through ihe nding and Fm rying o befter
whderstand what it means. The HEB ruing mandaies a new application is needed for the Leave io
Open process, that & request 1o bypass this was denied. | wenl 1o the NEB websile and it sels the
fodiowing condons i secure Leave o Open such as

« confirmation that the test pressure did not fall below 97.5 percent
of the minimum strength test pressure; and

« details regarding any unsuccessful pressure tests, including the
cause of the test fallure.

+« a statement that hydrostatic testing was completed and found

acceptable;
In light of this I have the fellowing questions.

1. Is the Leave To Open application applicable to only to Line phase B or s it required to
review the tatality of Line 9@ from Sarnia to Westover?

Z. How is the scope of the test area determined and by whom? 1s the criteria defined in a
policy or is it based on discretignary powers?

3. Does Enbridge have the procedural ability to request a limited the scope of these
rests?

4. Can the public at any point view the findings of the pressure tests both successful and

AGOLIREE 1000119



From: Chrsstioe Besuchemin

e Soo Sach
Subject: P 52001 - 12-02-17 Louisette Lanteigns: - Appication for Intervencr SRabus (AI781)
Dok Falbriary LT, 1012 BAk4 PM
w2 A
= Z[ENE)
.
Christine Baauchemin
Legal Counsel - Avocate
Phone: (403) 292-6489
Faw: (403) 2%5-2710
Email: christine beauchemindneb-one.gc.ca
..... u‘w Hm_ P w2 1M
From: Christine Beauchemin aTI[1Hb)
Sent: February 17, 2012 3:07 PM (%

To: Mick Thomas; DL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PN; DL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PWG
Ce: Darcie Harding, Chiristing Beauchemin
Subject; RE: OH-5-2011 - 12-02-17 Loulsette Lanteigne - Application for Intervence Status (A39383)

R, Liater intervention request of Lanksigne

Thank you.

Christine Beauchemsn

Legal Counse - Avocabe

Phone: (403) 292-6489

Fax: (403) 299-2710

Ernail: christine bepucherminins-one.go.ca

Sent: February 17, 2012 2:52 PM

ADOKITA_1-003TTS



To: DL Enbridge Line 9 Reversal PN
Ce: Chrigting Besuchemin; Darcié Harding
Subject: RE: OH-5-2011 - 12-02-17 Loutsette Lanteigne - Application for Intervence Status (A39383)

Hi Retand....

T'm trying to connect with legal on this, Darcie s en route to Banff right now, Jessica (Counsel 21 i5
also away), but 1 beliese Chiistine (Counsed #2) is in. Tl vy b0 9ot something a5 quick a5 1 can oday.
At this point, you wouldn't be deciding on whether or not to grant intervenor status for this indivicual,
since that bopic is wp for discussion as per Darcie's easlier emadl on a larger scale (whether to pide and
chooge or aliow all). The foous hene would be whethér or not we should even consider this applcation
since it's late, Depending on whether we allow this, 1 will update the summary tabée of Inbervence
applications with the content from this one.

Thaniks,

Hick Thomas
Ervironimental Specialist | Spécialiste de Menvironnement National Encrgy Board | Office national de
Fénergle Telephone | Téképhons @ 403-221-3289

Sent: F-ehrumll? 2002 2:40 P

To: Secretary, DL Enbridge Ling 9 Rewersal PN; DL Enbridge Ling 9 Reversal PNG

Subject: RE: OH-5-2011 - 12-02-17 Loutsette Lantelgne - Application for Intervence Status (A39383)
Drarcie;

I'd e some advice to the panel on this Late filling,

Thank you in advance.

Senkz Fehmargrl? 2002 2:20 P

Tao: DL Enbridge Line 3 Reversal PH; DL Enbridge Ling 9 Rieversal PWG

Subject: PW: OH-5-3011 - 12-02-17 Lowisette Lanteigne - Application for Intervenor Status (A39383)
QF-Fac-0il-E101-2011-01 01

Please note that the filing was received after 12 PM. The filing will be placed in the Letters of Comment
folder, please advise f the filing can be moved to the Intervenor Folder,

----- Original Message---
From: E-file

Sent: February 17, IMEINF‘H

Subject: 12-02-17 Louisette Lanteigne - Application lor Intervenor Status (A39383)
La version frangaise suit be texte anglais.

The Mational Enengy Board acknowhedges the receipt of filing A39383.

Trusﬂlmcmnevmedat

ADGINITE_TLO0TTE
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