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Whistle bylaw still being examined

Posted 4 days ago

Strathcona County made the decision to postpone creating a train whistle minimization policy for four months at
its Aug. 16 council meeting, following a presentation from members of Strathcona County Transportation and
Agriculture Services (TAS).

The issue was originally presented at a council meeting on July 12, but transportation officials were asked to
bring back additional information regarding liability, reports from other communities and prioritization for which
crossings this minimization would occur at.

Ian Gray and Ryan Anders of TAS researched the City of Leduc, which has a bylaw prohibiting train whistles,
and Parkland County, which passed a council resolution to prohibit whistles. They said they were satisfied with
the outcomes.

After hearing the newly presented information, council decided to postpone any further decision, allowing deeper
investigation to be done into more specific areas of the issue, such as cost, time implementations, population
base and enforcement of the policy.

"The investigation looks at costs, it looks at all the prospects," Coun. Linton Delainey said. "I think there's too
many questions yet to be asked."

The Ardrossan High 824 CN Rail crossing is one that would be considered for such a policy. Gray said the
crossing is already equipped with bells, lights and gates, but additional fencing would be required to address
pedestrian traffic.

Approximately 700 to 800 metres of fencing would be needed in all four quadrants of the Ardrossan crossing.
Gray said at $52 per metre, the fencing would cost $145,000 to $188,000. This would upgrade the crossing to a
point  where a request  could be submitted to Transport  Canada,  CROR and CN Rail  for  whistle minimizing
approval.

"A safety concern was trains not sounding their whistle prior to entering a crossing," Gray said, adding complete
upgrades depend solely on each site.

Gray added the municipality has a duty of care to residents, which needs to be taken into consideration when
creating such a policy.

"The  standard  of  care  is  specific  to  each  crossing  and,  since  whistle  cessation  does  increase  risk,  the
municipality is required to take steps to mitigate that risk," he said.

Coun.  Jacquie  Fenske  said  she  had  asked  residents  for  comments  on  whistle  minimization  through  her
newsletter and received a split response for and

against it.

Out of 230 letters sent, Fenske received 61 responses from residents in her ward who are affected by this issue.
These responses ranged from keeping the whistles, limiting the hours they were allowed and eliminating them
completely.

It took Leduc 10 years to get its bylaw in place, and Fenske hopes that is not the case here.

"I hope it doesn't take 10 years because we've already got arms and whistles. I'm asking for a policy to give
people hope that, if it's an issue, there's a process that can be followed," she said.

Once a policy is passed by council, investigations to see which crossings fall within the parameters of the policy
would need to be conducted. Transport Canada would be required to conduct further investigations of each
crossing.
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