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        23324 Township Road 515 
        Sherwood Park, AB 

T8B 1L1 
July 23, 2010 

 
Honourable Rob Renner 
Minister of Environment 
Alberta Government 
#425 Legislature Building 
10800 – 97 Avenue 
Edmonton, AB   T5K 2B6 

 
Dear Minister Renner: 

 
Re: Environmental Impacts of Rail Yard in Strathcona County 

 
Cando Contracting Ltd. has commenced construction of an industrial rail yard for 
storing 225 petroleum tanker cars owned by Imperial Oil Ltd. at the old Bretona 
Station site in the County of Strathcona. Cando Contracting Ltd. is apparently 
leasing the land for this project from CN. The rail yard property is less than 30m 
from two designated natural areas, Bretona ConservAction Area and Bretona 
Pond Buck-for-Wildlife Area. Details of these two natural areas are included in 
the attached Fact Sheets No. 1 and No. 2. 
 
As adjacent landowners, we were not notified of this project by Cando 
Contracting Ltd., CN or Imperial Oil Ltd. Our house is located only 163m from the 
rail yard property. 
 
There are many impacts of construction and operation of this rail yard on the two 
nearby natural areas and the accompanying wildlife. 
 
With respect to drainage, the south half of the rail yard property drains south into 
my neighbour’s land and farm dugout, from there into our private Bretona 
ConservAction Area, from there into the public Bretona Pond Buck-for-Wildlife 
Area, and from there into Mill Creek. (I have photographs taken July 13, 2010 of 
water from the rail yard site draining south into the farm dugout.) The north half of 
the rail yard property drains north directly into Mill Creek which empties into the 
North Saskatchewan River.  
 
We are deeply concerned about any leaked or dripping petroleum products 
draining from the rail yard property into any of the aforementioned private or 
public areas or waterbodies. Leaking and dripping of oil and grease products and 
solvents from locomotives and 225 petroleum tanker cars will occur from normal 
rail yard activities. This becomes a particularly serious threat after years of rail 
yard activity and tanker car storage. Also, based on other misinformation 
provided by the proponents, we are not convinced that the petroleum tanker cars 
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to be stored will be empty, as they suggest, thereby creating additional concern 
about tanker car contents leaking and spilling onto the site and draining offsite.  
 
We are especially concerned about all of this because we understand that the 
proponents do not have any spill containment facilities or measures incorporated 
into their construction plans.  
 
The rail yard is located very close to Mill Creek, Bretona Pond and numerous 
other connected ponds and marshes. Possible contamination of these 
waterbodies and connected wetlands by petroleum products leaking or dripping 
from locomotives and 225 stored tanker cars is a threat to water-associated 
wildlife. There are many species of waterfowl and shorebirds that breed, stage 
(spring and fall), moult and feed at Bretona Pond, other connected waterbodies, 
and the surrounding lowlands. All of these waterbirds and many other bird 
species that breed, feed and stage here are protected under the federal 
Migratory Birds Convention Act. 
 
The rail yard property is less than 30m from two designated natural areas, 
Bretona Pond Buck-for-Wildlife Area (a public 125-acre conservation project)  
and Bretona ConservAction Area (a private 100-acre conservation initiative). 
 
The additional noise, vibration and visual disturbances of the rail yard will 
negatively affect the adjacent protected natural areas, including the many bird 
and mammal species. Already, the rail yard construction activities, which 
commenced June 21, 2010, have affected many bird species which were in the 
middle of nesting season. The rail yard and associated activities will compromise 
the natural heritage resources of the Bretona community. 
 
The massive rail yard property (5.2 acres) is only 68m from one home, 163m 
from a second home, and would impact several other homes in the Bretona 
community. The quality of life of residents living that close to an industrial rail 
yard would be totally compromised (increased noise, vibration, visual and 
aesthetic impacts, health impacts of carcinogenic diesel exhaust from idling and 
slow-moving locomotives, many other rail yard activities). 
 
Health impacts associated with rail yards have been documented elsewhere 
(Cahill et al. 2007, Donato-Weinstein 2008, Edwards 2009, Lydersen 2010, 
Natural Resources Defense Council 2010, Oregon Toxics Alliance 2010, 
Roosevelt 2009). A key study finding (Cahill et al. 2007) revealed that locomotive 
diesel exhaust is about 5.5 times richer in the most carcinogenic components of 
diesel exhaust than is the exhaust from diesel trucks. 
 
The City of Hamilton’s Transportation and Noise Policy Paper (2005) provides 
some good background information on noise. “Transportation noise is often 
perceived as a nuisance…...Nevertheless, noise is a recognized environmental 
impact and a type of pollution that can negatively affect public health and a 
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community’s quality of life. Some evidence suggests that noise has stress-related 
health impacts on humans including sleep disturbance and cardiovascular 
disease. Noise can harm property values, disrupt peaceful neighbourhoods and 
reduce the attractiveness of cultural institutions, parks, recreation centers and 
natural areas.” 
 
The Railway/Municipality Proximity Issues Information Data Base (2010) lists 
noises at rail yards as one of the top five proximity issues, and indicates that in 
yards, the noise is more frequent and of longer duration, and comes from 
shunting and coupling of cars, idling locomotives, load cell testing of locomotives, 
wheel and brake retarder squeal, compressed air releases, and many other noisy 
rail yard activities. 
   
In light of the above potential impacts on surface water drainage, two designated 
natural areas, and the health of nearby residents outside the boundaries of the 
rail yard property, I request that a formal environmental impact assessment 
pursuant to the Environmental Protection and Enhancement Act be required of 
the proponents. 
 
I would also like to have confirmed in writing the nature of the surface water 
review associated with this project that I understand has already been conducted 
by Alberta Environment. Based on conversations I have had with my MP, Mr. 
Leon Benoit, Environment Canada is apparently of the view that Alberta 
Environment has approved construction and operation of this project. I do not 
believe this to be the case, but I would appreciate some clarity in this regard. 
 
I look forward to an early response, considering that construction of this rail yard 
commenced on June 21, 2010.  
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
 
Original Signed 

 
 
John Kristensen 
 
Attachments: Fact Sheets No. 1 and No. 2 
  Reference list 

Map of rail yard location   
 


