
August 12, 2019 
 
Review Panel Secretariat 
Roberts Bank Terminal 2 Project 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
22nd Floor, 160 Elgin St, Ottawa, ON 
 
Via email:  ceaa.panelrbt2-commissionrbt2.acee@canada.ca 
 
Dear review panel members, 
 
Re:  Closing Remarks- Roberts Bank Terminal 2 Project 
 

I am pleased to offer my closing remarks and observations regarding the environmental 
assessment of the T2 project.   I am glad that an effort is being made to address the concerns of 
all people on all sides of this issue and hope that a wise choice will be made. 
 

I continue to feel, even after attending a number of sessions held in Tsawwassen, that 
further understanding of the biology of biofilm and sandpipers needs to be done before a 
project of T2’s scope proceeds. At my presentation I cited a recent UBC study that documented 
and studied bias in Environmental consultants who are hired and paid by Proponents in 
industry who are mandated to undergo Environmental Assessments.  To my surprise, after 
reading the entire articles’ abstract I was told that “Scientists follow the code of ethics’ and 
‘they must adhere to these standards’.  I understand that and indeed hope this in the case, 
however, it is not what the UBC study showed.  All I can say in this regard is that I felt as if this 
concern I raised was not even given consideration. It was simply invalidated by one spoken 
sentence, as if every aspect of the study done by the scientists involved was “Fake News”.   I 
went to pains to mention that I was in no way stating as fact that the scientists for Hemerra 
were biased in their efforts to understand the biology of biofilm and sandpipers… but in raising 
the possibility that this might be  happening I was trying to open a discussion of this concern.   

Why?  Because we have two very opposing points of view on the nature of the biofilm 
and sandpipers’ needs… that of the Port and its non-peer reviewed scientists … and that of the 
Canadian government scientists and other experts on biofilm and mudflat biology who stated 
the biofilm would be severely affected by the T2 expansion.   

 
I was also told that my concerns about hearing a lively debate with back and forth 

discussion would be forthcoming at a future hearing. I attended that hearing as an observer and 
heard both the Port scientists and the government speakers.  I also heard Panel questions 
asked of both sides. What I did not hear however, was a back and forth honest deep discussion 
of the issues and the biology of biofilm and sandpipers.  It simply did not happen, at least to my 
satisfaction as an observer.  As a member of the public who cares about the birds I did not feel 
that the issue was resolved.  Now we have publications in the newspaper put out by the Port 
stating that they have done countless studies, endless hearings etc….  and that there is no 
reason to stop the expansion….  
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 Unfortunately, I don’t feel this is true. I do not feel comfortable that the island created 
at the mouth of the Fraser will not have a significantly disastrous effect on the birds, let alone 
salmon and in turn Orcas… I support the comments of the Government scientists, the City of 
Delta, the various Environmental Groups including Against Port Expansion, Western Canada 
Wilderness Committee, Otto Langer and others, that at this point in time there is insufficient 
evidence that the biofilm trigger will not be greatly damaged by the T2 expansion. 
 
 I feel that a better alternative would be the 4th berth.  That may affect the crab fishing in 
that area where the berth would go (but we have plenty of other crab fishing areas in BC)  but I 
for one would much rather see  that happen than seeing the biofilm affected on the north end 
of the current port, with a possible consequence of preventing shorebirds such as Western 
Sandpipers from completing their migration.  I am a cautious person and don’t think gambling 
on this issue is a good idea. At all.  If the 4th berth is a no go, Prince Rupert or Vancouver seem 
much better alternatives, in my humble opinion. 
 

I sincerely hope the whole hearing process is not simply a ‘Show’.  I also mentioned that 
under the Harper government, government scientists were reported to have been muzzled…. 
Much like we see south of our border now.  I also mentioned that I voted for the Liberals, 
anticipating a more environmentally-wise approach to our country…. I support our oil industry 
and am absolutely not anti-development. I value a strong economy as much as every business 
person in our province.  However, there are certain lines that have to be drawn…. Trophy 
hunting, species extinction caused by human impacts…. These are some of my lines….  I do not 
support anything that I am not sure of when it comes to the possible extinction of Western 
Sandpipers.  
 

I am not sure how I feel about environmental assessments being paid for by Proponents 
either…It feels to me like it creates an inherent bias. If the Proponents pay for all aspects of an 
Environmental assessment, what are the odds that after spending all that money, that a project 
would be denied?  I would be very curious to know the history of panel members voting in the 
past…. Have there been many significant projects that have been denied?  If so, what 
percentage?  I am just a citizen who wonders about these things. I am not an expert, but it 
seems to me that this would be very important information for the public to know in order to 
have faith and confidence in these processes.  Perhaps I have been unduly jaded by events in 
our Southern neighbour where the entire environmental movement is under attack by the 
current Trump Government but I pray that our country has the integrity to value Science 
sufficiently to let facts shine and speak for themselves.    

 
I see so much concern about the Environment around me.  Climate change. 

Deforestation of vast areas. Forest Fires.  Mass species extinctions.  But I also see industry 
fighting back and they appear to be willing to make great efforts to secure their interests, 
worldwide.  The Human impact we have left in the past 100 years is shocking. I worry about a 
future with no wild animals, people living in places like Hong Kong and Ho Chi Minh City with 
such congestion and poor quality of life…. This is happening every day, week, month and year… 
a gradual slow march to permanent degradation of the planet’s ability to sustain life.  Losing 



the sandpipers would be just one more step in that direction… Let’s be sure we are not doing 
that while we still can.  Get those scientists together for another year or two to study this more 
fully.  Get them out of their offices into one conference where they can hash this out properly. 
So far, I fear, this has not been done. 

 
Thank you for hearing my thoughts,  
Sincerely and humbly, 
 
Robert Brouwer 

 
 
 
  
 


