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June 25, 2013 

E-FILE 

Ms. Sheri Young  
Secretary of the Board  
National Energy Board  
444 Seventh Avenue S.W.  
Calgary, Alberta T2P 0X8  
 
Dear Ms. Young:  
 
Re:  Enbridge Pipelines Inc. (“Enbridge”)  

Line 9B Reversal and Line 9 Capacity Expansion Project (the “Project”)  
Hearing Order OH-002-2013  
File OF-Fac-Oil-E101-2012-10 02  
Update to Enbridge Application and Information Request Responses 

 
In the course of its review of the Project Application and preparing responses to Information 

Requests (“IRs”), Enbridge has recognized that certain updates are required, as detailed below. 

 

1. Amendments to the Pipeline Risk Assessment  

 

In reviewing the Pipeline Risk Assessment, Appendix B to Attachment 7 to the Application (the 

“Pipeline Risk Assessment”), Exhibit B1-17, Enbridge discovered two errors.  First, the description 

of the consequence model in Appendix I of the Pipeline Risk Assessment was incorrect, as it 

described a model that is no longer employed by Enbridge and that was not employed in the 

preparation of the Pipeline Risk Assessment.  Appendix I has been updated in the attached 

revised Pipeline Risk Assessment (the “Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment”) to present the 

consequence model used to generate the risk assessment results both in the original and Revised 

Pipeline Risk Assessment. 

 

Second, the Pipeline Risk Assessment erroneously used 300,000 barrels per day (“bpd”) as the 

design capacity for Line 9 with the Project rather than 52,994 m3/day (333,333 bpd).  The risk 

assessment model uses the most conservative values: in calculating the potential volume out in 

the event of a pipeline release, the volume out calculation assumes design flow rate (i.e., design 

capacity) and that 100% of the volume in the pipeline not isolated by remote controlled valves or 

elevation high points will be released at the incident location.  As a result of using 47,696 m3/day 

(300,000 bpd), the potential volume released in an incident, as well as the assessed risk, was 

understated in the Pipeline Risk Assessment.   

 

The change to the more conservative 333,333 bpd design capacity has two results: 
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1. The pipeline risk results for operating the pipeline with the increased capacity are 

increased by 1.3%.  Using the actual design capacity of 333,333 bpd, the length of 

Line 9 that has an increase in risk is 2.2% (rather than the 0.9% previously 

reported).  

  

2. The increase in potential volume out changes from 47 m3 to 95.2 m3.   

 

Overall, however, the conclusion of the Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment remains the same: the 

changes in risk results as a result of the Project are minimal, and the risk control and mitigation 

strategies currently being executed by Enbridge manage these risks. 

 

The attached Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment incorporates the above noted changes in 

blackline.  Because the underlying data for the graphs in the risk assessment requires the potential 

volume out in the event of a release, Figures A through F in Appendix II have been recreated in 

the Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment.  

 

In its responses to the IRs, Enbridge responded to any questions about the risk assessment using 

the results of the Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment and referred to the Revised Pipeline Risk 

Assessment throughout.   

As a result of the changes set out in the Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment, changes to two pages 

of the Pipeline Engineering Assessment, Attachment 7 to the Application (Exhibit B1-15) are also 

required.  The words “risk for 0.9% of the pipeline” should be replaced by “risk for 2.2% of the 

pipeline” on lines 21 and 26 of Adobe page 21 of 96.  Figure 4.47 has been revised; revised Adobe 

page 82 of the Pipeline Engineering Assessment is attached.   

 

2. Update to Project overview map in response to NEB IR 2.7 

 

Enbridge has revised the Project overview map, previously filed as Attachment 1 to NEB IR 2.7 

(Exhibit B11-4), as a result of an Environment Canada request for additional information on the 

map.  Given the numerous references to the map in Enbridge’s responses to the IRs, Enbridge 

has amended the map attached to response to NEB IR 2.7, rather than filing the map as an 

attachment to the IR package filed June 25, 2013.  Therefore, any references to the map now 

indicate “Attachment 1 to NEB IR 2.7 (revised)”.  

 

Given that the file size for Attachment 1 to NEB IR 2.7 (revised) is greater than the 5 MB limit of 

the Board’s electronic filing repository, Enbridge has filed a placeholder for the map.  Normally 

Enbridge would hand deliver a CD of the Attachment to the Board on the day of filing, for 

uploading to the repository.  Given the current flood circumstances and closure of downtown 

offices in Calgary, Enbridge is unable to deliver the CD today but will hand deliver the CD to the 

Board as soon as each of our respective offices re-opens.  Until that time, should any party have 

an immediate need for the map, they are invited to contact us.  We will make every effort to 

provide the document by an alternative means.   
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3. Application Update, Section 9.2 Pipeline Control System 

 

Upon further review of the Application (Exhibit B1-2), Enbridge recognized a clarification was 

required in Section 9.1, Pipeline Control System, with respect to redundant systems for 

communication at remote sites, such as critical valve sites.  Please see attached a blacklined 

version of Adobe page 46 for this revision.  

 

4. Incorrect Location: Table 3-2 of the Pipeline Engineering Assessment and Attachment 1 

to response to NEB IR 1.27b  

 

Table 3-2 of the Pipeline Engineering Assessment (Exhibit B1-2), as updated in Attachment 1 to 

NEB IR 1.27a (Exhibit B8-17) and Attachment 1 to NEB IR1.27b (Exhibit B8-18), incorrectly refers 

to a release having occurred in 1978 at KP 3636.36/MP 2259.53.  This instead should read KP 

3514.8/MP 2184.  

Attachment 1 to NEB IR 1.27b (revised), attached, includes this updated information.  Enbridge 

is not providing a revised Table 3-2 in the Pipeline Engineering Assessment because, as 

indicated in response to NEB IR 1.27b, the entry at KP 3044.08/MP 1891.505 was 

inadvertently identified as a leak but was actually an external corrosion defect that was not 

leaking.  Further, additional information regarding these releases is provided in Enbridge 

Attachment 1 to Ontario IR 1.8a, so Table 3-2 is no longer the most up-to-date source of Line 9 

release information.  

 

Enbridge will translate these updates into French. The updated documents will be available on the 

Enbridge web site as soon as possible at the following address: 

http://www.enbridge.com/ECRAI_FR/Line9BReversalProject_FR/RegulatoryInformation.aspx    

 

If the Board should require additional information, please contact me at 403 718-3551 or 

Margery Fowke, Senior Regulatory Counsel, at 403 266-7907 or margery.fowke@enbridge.com. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

- Original signed by -  

 

Chantal Robert, P.Eng., PMP  

Manager Regulatory Affairs 

 
Attachments  

- Revised Pipeline Risk Assessment (Appendix B to Attachment 7, Pipeline Engineering Assessment) 

- Revised Adobe page 82 from the Pipeline Engineering Assessment 

- Attachment 1 to NEB IR 2.7 (revised) (placeholder)  

- Revised Adobe page 46 of the Application 

- Revised Attachment 1 to NEB IR 1.27b 

http://www.enbridge.com/ECRAI_FR/Line9BReversalProject_FR/RegulatoryInformation.aspx
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