May 11, 2015
To:

Ms. Sandy Garossino, Editor-in-Chief
Mr. Mychaylo Prystupa, Senior Writer
Ms. Linda Solomon, Publisher
The Vancouver Observer
Suite 802 - 207 West Hastings Street
Vancouver, BC, Canada, V6B 1H7

RE:

Serious Errors By The Vancouver Observer

On May 7, 2015, The Vancouver Observer and the National Observer co-published
an article titled, “Duffy Connected Charity Critic To Lucrative Industry Cash.”
This headline is entirely untrue.
Providing the name of a speaker’s agent is not the same as “connecting someone
to lucrative industry cash.”
As I explained in detail over the phone to Ms. Jenny Uechi on April 11, 2015 and
in e-mails sent to Mr. Mychaylo Prystupa on April 29, April 30, and May 3, 2015,
Mr. Duffy referred me to a speaker’s agent. Mr. Duffy was not involved in any
way in obtaining any of the speaking engagements that I had in the spring of
2012, nor was the speaker’s agent. All of the engagements that I had during that
spring were the result of contacts made directly with me. Whether Mr. Duffy
would have referred me to the speakers agent or not would have made
absolutely no difference to any of the speaking engagements in which I have
ever been involved.
In at least 16 tweets (attached), you have used photos of me taken at an event
hosted by ResourceWorks on May 4, 2015. Mr. Duffy had no involvement whatsoever
with my participation at the ResourceWorks event. Please remove these tweets.
Your article incorrectly reports, “On Monday, May 28, Krause appeared before the Commons
Finance Committee with Mike Duffy.” The fact is, I appeared as an individual. I did not
appear “with Mike Duffy.” Please delete the tweets (at least eight) that patch
together photos of myself and Mr. Duffy at the senate hearings in 2012.
Your article contains numerous factual errors, outlined on the attached pages.
Please correct these errors immediately and publish a proper correction.
An apology would be appropriate.
Sincerely,
Vivian Krause

Serious Errors in “Duffy Connected Charity Critic to Lucrative Industry Cash”
1. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Poorly redacted entries in
Mike Duffy’s diary suggest that the then-senator used his influence and
connections during early 2012 to set in motion a lucrative flow of petroleum
and mining industry speaking fees to Vivian Krause…”
This sentence and the overall gist of this article misses or ignores the
information that I provided by e-mail to Mr. Prystupa, shown below and in
subsequenty e-mails.
As I informed both Ms. Jenny Uechi and Mr. Prystupa, repeatedly, all of the
speaking engagements that I had in the spring of 2012 were initiated directly
with me. Mr. Duffy has played no role whatsoever in obtaining or financing
any of the speaking engagements that I have ever had.
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2. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Entries in Duffy's calendar show
that he met with, assisted and promoted the controversial charities critic.” Mr. Duffy’s
agenda does not show that he “met, assisted and promoted” me. This is a
gross exaggeration.
3. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Krause was featured prominently
in the Harper government's ambitious agenda targeting charities.” The fact is, I am
not featured anywhere in any part of the agenda of the federal government.
Some of my work may have informed government decisions. That does not
mean that I, personally, “featured prominently,” as the VO incorrectly reports.
4. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “What was not disclosed in her
evidence in parliamentary hearings, even under direct questioning, was that Krause was
earning tens of thousands of dollars for paid appearances from oil, pipeline and mining
interests. And what was also unknown— until Mike Duffy's diaries were released in his
bribery and corruption trial— was the role Duffy played in connecting her to that income.”
To “disclose” is to make known something that had previously been kept
secret. Far from keeping secret the honorariums that I received during the
spring of 2012, I had posted the exact amounts of those honorariums at
my blog.1 By the time I testified to the Senate Finance Committee on June
7, 2012, my presentations had been reported in the media several times,
including by The Vancouver Observer.2
5. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Prior to 2012, Krause was a
relatively unknown figure reportedly living off the proceeds of the sale of her home.
That abruptly changed in early 2012, after Duffy's diary entry shows he took steps to
help her.” Again, without exception, I had contacts with all of the host
organizations with which I had speaking engagements prior to any
communication with Mr. Duffy. He was not the reason that I obtained
speaking engagements in the spring of 2012.
The reasons why there was an increase in interest in my research and in
inviting me to speak at events in the spring of 2012 were, primarily:
o

President Obama had rejected the Keystone XL pipeline in July of 2011.

o

Prime Minister Stephen Harper had referred to U.S. funding of
environmental groups in a Global TV interview in November of 2011
(when in Vancouver for the Grey Cup)

o

My articles published in The Financial Post had generated interest and
media coverage, in particular a front-page story in The Globe & Mail
on January 9, 2012.

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

http://fairquestions.typepad.com/rethink_campaigns/2012/03/presentations-and-honorariums.html
http://www.vancouverobserver.com/world/canada/2012/03/22/pro-oil-blogger-vivian-krausemakes-her-case-bc-mining-industry-lunch
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o

I had spoken – unpaid – at a number of meetings within the business
community; The Vancouver Club, The West Vancouver ProBus Club,
The Burgundy Luncheon Club, and at city council meetings in
Port Hardy and Campbell River, and elsewhere.

6. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, How the payments began to flow is
illuminated by the recent publication of the "Duffy diaries," which reveal a nexus among
Enbridge, the Canadian Energy Pipelines Association (CEPA), BC mining interests, Duffy
and Krause. Krause denied knowledge of any steps by Duffy to assist her financially.”
o

Mr. Duffy’s agenda does not reveal any “flow of payments” nor a
“nexus” involving me.

o

To “deny” is to refuse to admit the truth. Far from refusing to admit the
truth, when asked by The Vancouver Observer whether Duffy assisted
me, I told the truth. I answered questions from Ms. Jenny Uechi on
April 11, 2015 and replied to e-mails from Mr. Mychaylo Prystupa on
April 29, April 30 and May 3, 2015.

7. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “The Jan. 6 entries show Duffy had
separate phone calls that day with influential Conservative pollster Dave Crapper,
Krause and Enbridge senior executive Steve Wuori, who was a board member (and
former chair) of CEPA. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Later that
evening, he reached out to his speakers bureau agent Marilyn Cassidy, and Ed
Odishaw— a lawyer, long-time Conservative fundraiser, and a member of the BC
mining community. The entry reads: "e-Mail Marilyn Cassidy, Ed Odishaw re: helping
Vivian Krause. Duffy then followed up on January 13, 2012 from his Caribbean cruise
vacation to both Krause and Cassidy "from the ship." Two months later, the mining and
pipeline money started flowing to Krause as speaking fees.
This paragraph incorrectly suggests that the honorariums that I received
between March and June of 2012 were related to the phone calls noted
in Mr. Duffy’s agenda. Again, Mr. Duffy played no role whatsoever in
initiating or orchestrating any speaking engagements that I have ever had.
8. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “But on April 29 in a later email
response to a follow-up question, Krause responded, "Mr. Duffy introduced me to
Marilyn Cassidy, so in that sense, yes, he was helpful and I appreciate that very
much." This sentence gives the incorrect impression that I withheld
information or failed to provide information to The Vancouver Observer
and that it wasn’t until April 29 that I informed the Vancouver Observer
that Mr. Duffy had referred me to Marilyn Cassidy. The fact is, I provided
this information to Jenny Uechi on April 11, 2015. The quote, "Marilyn
Cassidy... was looking for speakers for the Inuvik Petroleum Show. Mike Duffy gave
me her name, or her my name.") is from my conversation with Ms. Uechi on
April 11, 2015.
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9. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Krause also stated Cassidy "did
paperwork" for most of her engagements that spring, including the CEPA and Tasekofunded events”.
o

This sentence misquotes my e-mail of April 29, 2015. Here’s what I
wrote: “Ms. Cassidy handled the paperwork on all of the presentations
that I gave in the spring of 2012 except for the B.C. Association for
Mineral Exploration and IEPMA (The Integrated Environmental Plant
Management Association of Western Canada. I spoke at their January
meeting in Kelowna and received an honorarium of $1,000).

o

This sentence incorrectly refers to “Taseko-funded events” as if there
was more than one. The truth is, there was only one event that was
partially sponsored by Taseko. That was the presentation that I gave to
the Vancouver Board of Trade.

10. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “Duffy’s diary entries indicate he
met with Krause again on March 20 in Ottawa, two days before her $10,000
presentation to the AMEBC.” And also, “The diaries indicate Duffy spoke to
Enbridge's Wuori on the evenings of April 2 and April 4, the dates immediately before
and after Krause’s April 3 address to CEPA in Calgary. These sentences give the
incorrect impression that my speaking engagements and communication
with Mr. Duffy were somehow related. Both CEPA and AMEBC initiated
communication directly with me, completely independent of Mr. Duffy.
Again, he was not involved in anyway whatsoever.
11. The Vancouver Observer incorrectly reports, “In fact, just one day earlier
Krause had earned $10,000 from Taseko Mines for her appearance at the Vancouver
Board of Trade.” I did not receive a $10,000 honorarium from Taseko Mines.
I received an honorarium for that amount from the Vancouver Board of
Trade.
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