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The Alberta Court of Appeal recently released its decision which clarified an employer's 
ability to claim privilege over information and materials that are created or collected 
during an internal investigation following a workplace accident. 

The Alberta Court of Appeal recently released its decision in Alberta v Suncor Inc., 2017
ABCA 221, which clarified an employer's ability to claim privilege over information and 
materials that are created or collected during an internal investigation following a 
workplace accident. The Court of Appeal held that while an employer can assert 
litigation and/or legal privilege over an accident investigation or certain parts of it, 
employers cannot "throw a blanket over all materials" created or collected during the 
accident investigation and claim that all such materials are privileged. 

Background

On April 20, 2014, an employee of Suncor was involved in a fatal workplace accident at 
Suncor's facility near Fort McMurray, Alberta. Alberta Occupational Health and Safety 
(OHS) officers issued a stop-work order that day. Immediately after the workplace 
accident, anticipating litigation, Suncor began an internal investigation and threw a 
privilege blanket over all information pertinent to its investigation. 

From May 2014 onward, OHS issued various demands for the release of information 
under Alberta's Occupational Health and Safety Act (OHSA). On November 14, 2014, in 
compliance with section 18 of OHSA, Suncor provided OHS with a report of its 
investigation. Suncor also produced materials that pre-dated or coincided with the 
workplace accident but asserted solicitor-client privilege and/or litigation privilege over 
materials created or collected in the course of its internal investigation after the accident.

Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Alberta (Alberta) filed an originating application on 
February 26, 2016, seeking an order that Suncor provide the refused materials and 
allow OHS to interview Suncor's internal investigators, or at least provide further 
particulars about the claims of privilege. 
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Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta Decision

The Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta considered whether Suncor was entitled to claim
privilege over the information collected during its internal investigation and whether the 
documents and other records created or collected during Suncor's internal investigation 
were privileged. The chambers judge noted that while Suncor had a statutory obligation 
under the OHSA to conduct an investigation and prepare a report on the accident, that 
obligation did not foreclose or preclude Suncor's entitlement to litigation privilege. The 
chambers judge found that as Suncor's internal investigation was carried out in 
anticipation of litigation, the information and documents created and/or collected during 
the internal investigation were done so with the dominant purpose that they would assist
in the contemplated litigation, and therefore the information and documents were 
covered by litigation privilege. Alberta appealed the chambers judge's decision to the 
Court of Appeal. 

Court of Appeal of Alberta Decision

On appeal, Alberta conceded that the occupational health and safety legislation, the 
OHSA, did not preclude claims of privilege. Notwithstanding its concession, Alberta 
argued that the chambers judge erred in making a general finding that the dominant 
purpose of Suncor's internal investigation as a whole was in contemplation of litigation. 
In particular, Alberta argued that the chambers judge's conclusion was contrary to the 
settled principle that the dominant purpose for creating any particular record must be 
established on a document-by-document basis. 

The Court of Appeal agreed with Alberta and found that the chambers judge had erred 
in finding that the dominant purpose of the internal investigation was in contemplation of 
litigation and therefore every document “created and/or collected” during the 
investigation was clothed with legal privilege. The Court of Appeal found that Suncor 
could not, simply by having legal counsel declare that an investigation had commenced, 
throw a blanket over all materials “created and/or collected during the internal 
investigation” so as to clothe them with solicitor-client or litigation privilege. The Court of 
Appeal noted that where a workplace accident has occurred and the employer has 
statutory duties under the OHSA and simultaneously undertakes an internal 
investigation, if the employer claims legal privilege over the materials derived as part of 
the investigation, an inquiry should be directed to a referee in order to determine the 
dominant purpose for the creation of each document or bundle of similar documents in 
order to assess the claim of privilege. 

The Court of Appeal noted that Suncor was required to independently distinguish 
between the nature of the privilege claimed and the evidentiary basis for the claim, in 
order to allow for a meaningful assessment by the referee. In this case, material Suncor 
claimed as privileged was not sufficiently detailed to identify whether the material was 
created in contemplation of litigation as opposed to merely collected for that purpose. 

Implications for Employers

This decision confirms that the statutory obligation under Alberta's occupational health 
and safety legislation to conduct an investigation and prepare a report following a 
workplace accident does not foreclose the employer's ability to assert litigation and/or 
solicitor-client privilege over the accident investigation or certain parts of it. However, 
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employers cannot "throw a blanket over all materials" and claim that all materials related
to the investigation are privileged. In order to support a claim of either litigation or 
solicitor-client privilege, the employer must describe the documents in a way that 
indicates the basis for the claim, so that a meaningful assessment and review of each 
bundle of documents can be made. Even if the documents are sufficiently detailed, the 
inquiry may still be directed to a referee to determine the dominant purpose for the 
creation of each document or bundle of documents to assess the claims of privilege. 

Par

Andrew  Pozzobon

Services

Travail et emploi

____________________________________________________________________________________

BLG  |  Vos avocats au Canada

Borden Ladner Gervais S.E.N.C.R.L., S.R.L. (BLG) est le plus grand cabinet d’avocats canadien véritablement 

multiservices. À ce titre, il offre des conseils juridiques pratiques à des clients d’ici et d’ailleurs dans plus de 

domaines et de secteurs que tout autre cabinet canadien. Comptant plus de 725 avocats, agents de propriété 

intellectuelle et autres professionnels, BLG répond aux besoins juridiques d’entreprises et d’institutions au pays 

comme à l’étranger pour ce qui touche les fusions et acquisitions, les marchés financiers, les différends et le 

financement ou encore l’enregistrement de brevets et de marques de commerce.

blg.com

Bureaux BLG

Calgary

Centennial Place, East Tower
520 3rd Avenue S.W.
Calgary, AB, Canada
T2P 0R3

T 403.232.9500
F 403.266.1395

Ottawa

World Exchange Plaza
100 Queen Street
Ottawa, ON, Canada
K1P 1J9

T 613.237.5160
F 613.230.8842

Vancouver

1200 Waterfront Centre
200 Burrard Street
Vancouver, BC, Canada
V7X 1T2

T 604.687.5744
F 604.687.1415

Montréal

1000, rue De La Gauchetière Ouest
Suite 900
Montréal, QC, Canada
H3B 5H4

T 514.954.2555
F 514.879.9015

Toronto

Bay Adelaide Centre, East Tower
22 Adelaide Street West
Toronto, ON, Canada
M5H 4E3

T 416.367.6000
F 416.367.6749

https://www.blg.com/fr/people/p/pozzobon-andrew
https://www.blg.com/fr/services/practice-areas/labour-and-employment
http://www.blg.com/fr/


4

Les présents renseignements sont de nature générale et ne sauraient constituer un avis juridique, ni un énoncé complet de la législation 

pertinente, ni un avis sur un quelconque sujet. Personne ne devrait agir ou s’abstenir d’agir sur la foi de ceux-ci sans procéder à un examen 

approfondi du droit après avoir soupesé les faits d’une situation précise. Nous vous recommandons de consulter votre conseiller juridique si 

vous avez des questions ou des préoccupations particulières. BLG ne garantit aucunement que la teneur de cette publication est exacte, à 

jour ou complète. Aucune partie de cette publication ne peut être reproduite sans l’autorisation écrite de Borden Ladner Gervais S.E.N.C.R.L., 

S.R.L. Si BLG vous a envoyé cette publication et que vous ne souhaitez plus la recevoir, vous pouvez demander à faire supprimer vos 

coordonnées de nos listes d’envoi en communiquant avec nous par courriel à desabonnement@blg.com  ou en modifiant vos préférences 

d’abonnement dans blg.com/fr/about-us/subscribe. Si vous pensez avoir reçu le présent message par erreur, veuillez nous écrire à 

communications@blg.com. Pour consulter la politique de confidentialité de BLG relativement aux publications, rendez-vous sur 

blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels.

© 2025 Borden Ladner Gervais S.E.N.C.R.L., S.R.L. Borden Ladner Gervais est une société à responsabilité limitée de l'Ontario.

mailto:desabonnement@blg.com
https://www.blg.com/fr/about-us/subscribe
mailto:communications@blg.com
http://www.blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels
http://www.blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels
http://www.blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels
http://www.blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels
http://www.blg.com/fr/ProtectionDesRenseignementsPersonnels



