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The boreal forest in Northern Canada lies atop massive tar sands deposits that are roughly the size of 
Florida. Crude oil produced from these tar sands is one of the world’s dirtiest and most environmentally 
destructive sources of fuel. Today, energy companies in Canada are actively developing this dirty fuel 

and have plans to triple production in the coming years. As tar sands is strip-mined and drilled from beneath 
the boreal forest of Alberta, Canada, greater volumes of tar sands–derived crude oil will be transported 
through North America’s communities. With more tar sands flowing through pipelines, moving on railcars, 
and being processed at refineries, there is mounting evidence that people and communities in the vicinity of 
tar sands activity face substantial health and safety risks. This report highlights a growing body of scientific 
research, and news reports about people directly impacted, showing that serious health risks and problems 
are arising all along this tar sands network, from northern Canada to refineries in California, the Gulf Coast, 
the Midwest and the Rocky Mountains, as well as from accidents and spills. Despite this deepening danger, 
to date, state and federal governments have done too little to address this threat to the public’s health. 
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Three recent studies confirm that tar 
sands processing near Fort McMurray 
and Edmonton, Alberta is resulting in the 
release of cancer-causing chemicals. 
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This report is based on a review of recent scientific 
research looking at the potential impacts on human health 
that are associated with tar sands oil. The Natural Resources 
Defense Council undertook this effort out of concern about 
the growth of tar sands development and because tar sands 
oil is dirtier than conventional oil, and thus poses a greater 
risk to public health. 

Today, people who live near tar sands strip-mining, 
drilling, and processing operations in Canada face health 
risks from additional air and water pollution, and there are 
reports of an increasing incidence of cancer. Transporting 
tar sands on rail and through pipelines pose other threats 
to public health, as do tar sands oil spills and the refining 
process. Not only does refining of tar sands increase 
hazardous air pollution, it also produces an especially dirty, 
carbon-intensive byproduct known as petroleum coke, which 
is often burned in a way similar to coal. Taken together, 
the myriad health threats from tar sands development, 
transportation and processing are far more significant than 
policymakers and governments have acknowledged to date. 

Upstream Health Effects:  
Health risks in areas close to tar 
sands development in Canada
Pollutants in the air 
After tar sands are mined and drilled from the ground, the 
resulting product is “upgraded” via chemical and heating 
processes that remove impurities and convert the resulting 
raw bitumen into synthetic crude oil.1 Due to expanded tar 
sands activity, scientists are noting an increased presence 
of pollutants in the ambient air near Fort McMurray (the 
epicenter of tar sands development) and to the south near 
upgrading facilities just outside of Edmonton, Alberta.2,3 
Several recent studies show that these pollutants include 
toxic constituents that are carcinogens (cancer-causing 
chemicals). A 2009 study published by the National Academy 
of Sciences showed that the snow and water in an area 
extending outward 30 miles from upgrading facilities at 
Fort McMurray contained high concentrations of pollutants 
associated with fossil fuels, known as polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons (PAHs).4 These chemicals often present serious 
risks to human health—some are known to damage DNA, 
others are carcinogens, and many cause developmental 
impacts. They also typically accumulate and remain present 
in the environment over long periods of time, according to 
research published by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency.5 A follow up study in 2014, published by the National 
Academy of Sciences, modeled the PAH levels measured in 
the tar sands region and found that environmental impact 
studies conducted by the tar sands industry in support of 
further development have systematically underestimated 
PAH emission levels and thus did not adequately account for 
human health risks.6 

In a landmark study published in the November 2013 
issue of the journal Atmospheric Environment, scientists 
noted the presence of elevated levels of numerous hazardous 
air pollutants near major upgrading facilities just north of 
Edmonton. Among the pollutants found at elevated levels, 
many are carcinogens, including benzene and styrene.7 
The study also noted elevated rates of leukemia and other 
cancers of the lymph and blood-forming systems in areas 
surrounding upgrading and petrochemical manufacturing 
facilities just north of Edmonton.8 Further, this study also 
noted that experts have found similar elevated risks in other 
populations living downwind of industrial facilities with 
similar emissions, which have also been linked to increased 
rates of leukemia and childhood lymphohematopoietic 
cancers.9

The impact of increased air pollutants and noxious odors 
from excavating tar sands has been the subject of significant 
attention in the remote community of Peace River.10 There, 
the Alberta Energy Regulator is finally responding to years of 
reports by residents that emissions and odors from tar sands 
drilling and processing are making them sick.11 According to 
news reports, public hearings began in early 2014 following 
complaints that the tar sands operations have caused nausea, 
headaches, skin rashes, memory loss, joint pain, exhaustion, 
and respiratory problems, and have forced several families to 
leave the area.12
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Pollutants in the water
The majority of tar sands oil production takes place in close 
proximity to the north-flowing Athabasca River, which 
eventually flows into the Arctic Ocean (via the Peace, Slave, 
and MacKenzie Rivers).13 According to a 2012 study published 
by the National Academy of Sciences, researchers confirmed 
through lake sediment sampling and modeling that the 
presence of elevated levels of toxic PAHs can be traced to 
the major expansion of tar sands production that began 
in the 1980s.14 In particular, certain water bodies within 
the Athabasca watershed now exceed current Canadian 
standards for pollutants in sediment for seven PAHs, 
including benzo(a)pyrene, a chemical that has been linked to 
cancer, genetic damage, reproductive impacts including birth 
defects, and organ damage.15 

In addition, scientists analyzed lake sediments and snow 
samples and found evidence that tar sands development is 
leading to increasing amounts of methylmercury in Alberta’s 
waterways and landscape. Specifically, the researchers report 
an exponential increase in measured methylmercury levels 
within 30 miles of tar sands upgraders.16 Methylmercury 
is a potent neurotoxin that causes developmental and 
behavioral problems, including lower IQ in children, as well 
as cardiovascular effects in adults.17 Methylmercury is known 
to accumulate in the food chain and can result in unsafe 
exposures, particularly among populations who consume 
a lot of fish.18 This increased presence of mercury in the 
Canadian landscape poses a unique threat to First Nations 
who rely on hunting and fishing for sustenance, and whose 
right to hunt and fish has been guaranteed by treaty and by 
the Canadian Constitution.19,20

Further health threats arise from ponds full of mining 
waste. These tailings ponds contain multiple toxic chemicals 
including arsenic, benzene, lead, mercury, naphthenic 
acid, and ammonia, according to a Pembina Institute 
analysis.21 A 2008 study by Environmental Defence Canada, 
based on industry data, found that as much as 2.9 million 
gallons of water leaks from tar sands tailings ponds into the 
environment every day.22 Another study, published by the 
National Academy of Sciences in 2014, shows that extreme 
concentrations of PAHs present in tailings may lead to the 
evaporation of those PAHs into the ambient air.23 Further, 
the releases of PAHs into the ambient air from tar sands 
upgrading facilities discussed above are finding their way 
into the Athabasca River and its numerous tributaries.24 While 
the tailings leakages suggest the possibility of a significant 
future threat to waterways, emissions from upgrading and 
evaporating PAHs from tailings ponds appear to already be 
contaminating water resources with carcinogens and other 
chemicals linked to negative human health effects. 

A concerning rise in cancer rates
In a 2009 study commissioned by the governments of Alberta 
and Canada, scientists studied the incidences of cancer 
found in the tiny community of Fort Chipewyan. Fort Chip, 
as it is commonly known, has 1,100 residents and is located 
where the Athabasca River empties into Lake Athabasca, 
124 miles north (downstream) of the major tar sands 
developments in Fort McMurray. In the report, scientists 
noted a diagnosed cancer rate from 1995 to 2006 that was 30 
percent higher than what would typically be expected for that 
period of time.25 Further, certain types of cancers—biliary 
tract cancers, blood and lymphatic cancers, lung cancers in 
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Leaks from tailings ponds, emissions from tar sands 
upgraders, and evaporating PAHs are already contaminating 
water resources and pose significant future health risks.
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women, and soft tissue cancers—all occurred at rates higher 
than expected, the government study showed.26 Scientific 
studies have linked elevated levels of these specific cancers 
to exposure to certain constituents in petroleum products 
and the chemicals produced in petroleum manufacturing.27 
Fort Chip has also gained the attention of the media due in 
part to concerns raised by an Alberta physician, Dr. John 
O’Connor, who has called for further investigation of cancer 
incidences after noting the presence of at least three cases 
of cholangiocarcinoma in this small town within the past 
decade. Cholangiocarcinoma is a cancer that typically strikes 
only 1 in every 100,000 to 200,000 individuals.28

Transport Health Effects:  
Health risks associated with  
tar sands crude oil spills from 
pipelines and railcars
Toxic air emissions during transport and loading
A diluting agent is typically mixed with the semisolid bitumen 
from tar sands to allow the bitumen to be moved into and 
out of railcars and through pipelines.29 Though the specific 
content of the diluting agents is proprietary information, 
most formulations include natural gas liquid condensate 
containing volatile hydrocarbons such as benzene, toluene, 
ethyl benzene and xylene.30 The transport of diluted bitumen 
can involve a multistage process: loading and unloading 
railcars, pumping into and out of pipelines or loading and 
unloading barges. During transfers between transportation 
mechanisms, there is an increased likelihood that vapors 
will be released from the diluted bitumen, putting workers at 
particular risk.31 The diluting agent, which evaporates quickly, 
contributes to greater unplanned, or fugitive emissions, of 
highly toxic and carcinogenic chemicals during loading, 
transport, and unloading than would be the case with 
conventional oil.32

Diluted bitumen spills
Large quantities of diluted bitumen were spilled following 
pipeline ruptures in Marshall, Michigan, in 2010 and 
Mayflower, Arkansas in 2013.33,34 These spills, of at least 1.15 
million gallons and 210,000 gallons, respectively, have proved 
extremely difficult to clean up.35 The tar sands oil that spilled 
in Michigan entered the Kalamazoo River, leading to the most 
expensive oil pipeline cleanup in U.S. history (now totaling 
more than $1 billion).36 After the spill in Michigan, the state 
Department of Public Health set up a broad surveillance 
effort that determined 320 people suffered adverse health 
effects, including cardiovascular, dermal, gastrointestinal, 
neurological, ocular, renal, and respiratory impacts.37 
Similarly, following the Arkansas spill, air monitoring data 
showed significantly increased levels of benzene in the 
ambient air, and residents living close to the spill reported 
increased headaches, nausea, and respiratory problems.38 
Despite these health concerns, the federal government has 
failed to promulgate guidelines for dealing with chemical 
exposure at oil spills and has not commissioned any studies 
regarding the long-term human health impacts of these 
spills.39 

Train derailments and railcar explosions
Public concern over the safety of transporting crude oil by 
rail has risen dramatically following a number of serious 
accidents in the United States and Canada.40 While tar sands 
have largely been absent from the crude-by-rail boom that 
began in 2008, the amount of tar sands moving via rail on 
the U.S. East and West Coasts, based on forecasts by the 
Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers, is expected to 
increase as companies seek to access new markets that have 
limited pipeline capacity.41 This increased movement of tar 
sands by rail poses the threat of additional train derailments 
that can cause deadly explosions and leave behind residues 
containing toxic heavy metals and diluted bitumen.42 
Additionally, a derailment over open water could result in a 
spill and pose potential health risk to the public.
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Residents of Mayflower, Arkansas bore the full brunt of a tar sands oil pipeline rupture when diluted bitumen from the Canadian tar 
sands covered their neighborhood with crude oil.



PAGE 5 | Tar Sands Crude Oil: Health Effects of a Dirty and Destructive Fuel

Refining Health Effects:  
Health risks associated with 
increased air pollution and toxic  
by-products of the refining process
Refinery emissions
When diluted tar sands crude oils arrive at U.S. refineries, 
they bear little similarity to conventional crude oils.43 Not 
only does the bitumen portion of the diluted mixture contain 
102 times more copper, 11 times more nickel, and 5 times 
more lead than conventional crude oils, but the added 
diluting agent contains high concentrations of hazardous 
pollutants such as benzene.44 All of these chemicals may be 
released as air pollutants during the refining process.45 Vapor 
or “fugitive” emissions may escape through leaks in piping 
and equipment throughout the refining process, and the 
presence of highly volatile diluting agents makes it likely that 
more carcinogenic pollutants will be released into the air.46 
In addition, tar sands crudes require greater use of heaters, 
boilers, hydro-treating, and cracking, which are likely to 
increase emissions of toxic and smog- and soot-forming air 
pollutants.47,48 These pollutants have been tied to increased 
cancer risks, increased respiratory issues including asthma, 
cardiovascular illness, developmental delays, and other 
negative health effects.49

Noxious odors
In addition to toxic air pollutants, tar sands bitumen contains 
as much as 11 times more sulfur than conventional crude 
oils; diluted bitumen contains even higher levels due to the 
presence of sulfur compounds in diluting agents.50 Diluted 
bitumen from the tar sands also has notably high levels 
of certain sulfur compounds called mercaptans, which 
are highly volatile and produce strong odors at very low 
concentrations.51 Mercaptans have also been linked to central 
nervous system problems and can irritate the eyes, skin, and 
upper respiratory system.52 Due to the extreme volatility of 
mercaptans, experts have found it likely that they could be 
released, along with other highly volatile compounds, during 
the refining of crude oil.

Petroleum coke
Petroleum coke is an oil refining by-product composed 
predominantly of carbon.53 Though the refining of all 
crude oils results in the production of petroleum coke, the 
refining of tar sands–derived crudes yields a significantly 
larger amount of coke than does conventional crude.54 To 
counteract the increases in refining costs caused by the large 
quantities of by-product in tar sands–derived crudes, refiners 
often use “fuel grade” petroleum coke as a fuel for their boiler 
systems or resell it as a fuel on the open market.55,56 In its 
marketed form, petroleum coke resembles coal and shares 
many of coal’s physical qualities, including a similar chemical 
composition.57 In addition, fuel-grade petroleum coke 

contains relatively high concentrations of metals including 
mercury, lead, arsenic, chromium, selenium, vanadium, and 
nickel, which people are exposed to when they breathe dust 
blown from petroleum coke piles.58 

As refining of Canadian tar sands–derived crudes has 
increased in the United States, large piles of petroleum 
coke have appeared within the urban areas of Detroit and 
Chicago, sometimes leading to black dust clouds entering 
the surrounding air.59 Metal-laden dust blows off petroleum 
coke piles and can contaminate nearby homes and yards, 
where it can accumulate and children can be exposed. 
This dust is primarily composed of particulate matter, a 
pollutant recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency as contributing to a number of negative human 
health effects including heart attacks, asthma, decreased 
lung function, and even premature death.60 Further, many 
of these metals are carcinogens and have been linked to a 
number of other health problems, including developmental 
and cardiovascular impacts, according to government health 
experts.61

Increased risk of refinery accidents
The diluted bitumen transported from Canada that arrives 
in U.S. refineries is more corrosive than conventional crude 
oils and may lead to increased risk of refinery accidents.62 
Diluted bitumen has very high Total Acid Numbers (TAN), 
driven primarily by high levels of naphthenic acid.63 
Naphthenic acid, in combination with elevated levels of 
sulfur compounds, has been shown to significantly increase 
the corrosive properties of crude oil at the high temperatures 
commonly reached during the refining process.64 In fact, 
low-quality crudes, like tar sands, were found by the U.S. 
Chemical Safety Board to be a contributing factor in a major 
accident at the Chevron refinery in Richmond, California, in 
August 2012, which sent 15,000 residents to area hospitals 
and endangered the lives of 19 workers.65 This is a serious 
concern given the advanced age and poor maintenance 
record of many U.S. refineries.66
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nearby homes and yards, where it can 
accumulate and children can be exposed.
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Conclusions and Recommendations 
Canadian oil producers, including many multinational oil 
companies, are producing a growing amount of tar sands oil, 
and have goals to triple production in the near future. As they 
continue to look for ways to develop markets and increase 
sales to Canada and the United States, it is incumbent on 
health and environmental agencies to protect the public from 
potential harm. We recommend a number of actions that 
would provide better safeguards for the public in the coming 
years:

n	 �Federal agencies such as the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, provincial agencies such as Health 
Canada, as well as state and provincial bodies should 
undertake research to evaluate all of the potential health 
impacts of tar sands crudes and make that information 
available on public websites. This information is needed 
because studies cited in this report, and others, make it 
clear that pollution from tar sands development is already 
harming public health.

n	 �Canadian officials should conduct comprehensive, 
independent investigations into the health impacts 
from existing operations, particularly on locally affected 
communities such as Fort McMurray, Fort Chipewyan,  
and Edmonton, Alberta. 

n	 �Any new proposals by U.S. and Canadian officials at the 
federal, state, and provincial levels that affect tar sands 
development should include evaluations of potential 
human health impacts.

n	 �During review, these federal, state, and provincial agencies 
must seriously consider impacts arising from new 
pipelines, upgrading facilities, rail terminals, refineries, 
and other infrastructure facilities that allow for major 
growth of this industry. 

Even without additional health monitoring data, enough 
is known now about this environmentally destructive and 
dangerous fuel source that the tar sands oil industry’s plans 
to triple production by 2030 should be halted.

The bottom line is that until there is a better understanding 
of how these projects will cumulatively impact human health, 
efforts to expand the tar sands industry should cease. In the 
meantime, clean and safe energy options should be pursued 
much more vigorously, because they offer an alternative that 
better protects the environment, public safety, and human 
health. 

Sources

1	S yncrude Canada, Ltd., Operations Overview: Upgrading, 
2012, www.syncrude.ca/users/folder.asp?FolderID=5732.

2	 The Lung Association, Air Quality Issues in Alberta & NWT, 
www.ab.lung.ca/site/air_quality_issues_in_alberta__nwt (noting an 
apparent upward trend in the number of times industry standards 
for hydrogen sulfide gases have been exceeded on a yearly ba-
sis). 

Pembina Institute, Oil Sands: Air Pollution (accessed Nov. 21, 
2013), www.pembina.org/oil-sands/os101/air-pollution.

3	I sobel J. Simpson, et al., “Air Quality in the Industrial Heart-
land of Alberta, Canada and Potential Impacts on Human Health,” 
Atmospheric Environment (Sept. 13, 2013), www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S135223101300705X. 

4	 Erin N. Kelly, et al., “Oil Sands Development Contributes to 
Polycyclic Aromatic Compounds to the Athabasca River and Its 
Tributaries” 2, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S. (Oct. 23, 2009), www.
pnas.org/content/early/2009/12/04/0912050106.full.pdf.

5	US EPA, Persistent Bioaccumulative and Toxic (PBT) Chemi-
cal Program: Benzo(a)pyrene (April 18, 2011), www.epa.gov/pbt/
pubs/benzo.htm. 

A.G. Salmon and T. Meehan, Potential Impact of Environmental 
Exposures to Polycyclic Organic Material (POM) on Children’s 
Health, California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assess-
ment (OEHHA), www.oehha.ca.gov/public_info/public/kids/pdf/
PAHs%20on%20Children’s%20Health.pdf.

6	 Parajulee and Wania, “Evaluating Officially Reported Polycy-
clic Aromatic Hydrocarbon Emissions in the Athabasca Oil Sands 
Region with a Multimedia Fate Model,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S. 
(Jan. 2, 2014), www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1319780111.

7	S impson, 2013.

8	S impson, 2013.

9	S impson, 2013.

10	 “Public Hearings Begin in Peace River, Alberta Over Con-
cerns About Oilsands Operations,” CBC (Jan. 21, 2014), http://
www.cbc.ca/asithappens/features/2014/01/21/peace-river-fumes/.

11	 “Hearings on Peace River Oilsands Odours Starting This 
Week,” Canadian Press (Jan. 19, 2014), http://www.thestar.com/
news/canada/2014/01/19/hearings_on_peace_river_oilsands_
odours_starting_this_week.html.

12	 Meagan Wohlberg, “Alberta Regulator Investigates Health 
Complaints Around Peace River Oilsands Projects,” Northern 
Journal (Oct. 14, 2013), http://norj.ca/2013/10/alberta-regulator-
investigates-health-complaints-around-peace-river-oilsands-proj-
ects/.

13	 Athabasca Watershed Council, Athabasca Watershed (ac-
cessed Dec. 5, 2013), www.awc-wpac.ca/content/athabasca-wa-
tershed. Government of Alberta, Alberta’s Leased Oil Sands Area 
(accessed Dec. 5, 2013), www.energy.alberta.ca/LandAccess/
pdfs/OSAagreeStats.pdf.

14	 Joshua Kurek et al., “Legacy of a Half Century of Athabasca 
Oil Sands Development Recorded by Lake Ecosystems” 1, 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S. (Nov. 19, 2012), intl.pnas.org/content/
early/2013/01/02/1217675110.full.pdf+html.



PAGE 7 | Tar Sands Crude Oil: Health Effects of a Dirty and Destructive Fuel

15	 Kurek, 2012. 

Canadian Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines (CISQG) are avail-
able at: ceqg-rcqe.ccme.ca/download/en/243/.

U.S. Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, Polycy-
clic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs), www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxfaqs/
tf.asp?id=121&tid=25 and www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tp69-c2.
pdf.

16	 Jane L. Kirk, et al., “Trends in Atmospheric Deposition of 
Inorganic Contaminants to the Alberta Oil Sands Region Ob-
tained from Snowpack and Lake Sediment Core Measurements” 
(forthcoming, Spring 2014), abstract at longbeach.setac.org/sites/
default/files/SETAC-abstract-book-2012.pdf (p. 103).

Jacob Chamberlain, “Neurotoxic ‘Bulls-Eye’ Surrounds Canadian 
Tar Sands, Scientists Say,” Vancouver Observer (Dec. 30, 2013), 
www.vancouverobserver.com/environment/neurotoxic-bulls-eye-
surrounds-canadian-tar-sands-scientists-say.

17	US EPA, Integrated Risk Information System: Methylmercury 
(MeHg), (Aug. 2012), www.epa.gov/iris/subst/0073.htm.

18	 California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assess-
ment, Methylmercury in Sport Fish: Information for Fish Consum-
ers (Aug. 1, 2013), oehha.ca.gov/fish/hg/.

19	 Carrie Tait and Kelly Cryderman, “Alberta First Nations Band 
Wins Right to Trial Over Oil Sands’ Effect on Treaty Rights,” 
Globe & Mail (June 4, 2013), www.theglobeandmail.com/report-
on-business/industry-news/energy-and-resources/alberta-first-na-
tions-band-wins-right-to-trial-over-oil-sands-effect-on-treaty-rights/
article12353571/.

20	 Government of Alberta, Hunting by Treaty Indians in Alberta, 
esrd.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/fishing-hunting-trapping/documents/
HuntingByTreatyIndians-Jul2009.pdf.

21	 Pembina Institute, Oil Sands: Tailings (accessed Nov. 21, 
2013), www.pembina.org/oil-sands/os101/tailings.

22	 Environmental Defence Canada, 11 Million Litres a Day: 
The Tar Sands’ Legacy 2 (Dec. 2008), environmentaldefence.ca/
reports/11-million-litres-day-tar-sands-leaking-legacy.

23	 Parajulee and Wania, 2014.

24	 Kelly, 2009.

25	 Yiqun Chen, “Cancer Incidence in Fort Chipewyan, Alberta, 
1995-2006” 25 (Feb. 2009), Alberta Cancer Board Division of 
Population Health and Information Surveillance, www.ualberta.
ca/~avnish/rls-2009-02-06-fort-chipewyan-study.pdf.

26	 Chen, 2009.

27	 Gina Solomon, “The Other Disaster: Cancer and Canada’s Tar 
Sands,” Switchboard, Natural Resources Defense Council blog 
(May 3, 2010), switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/gsolomon/the_other_
oil_disaster_cancer.html.

28	 Marty Klinkenberg, “Fort Chipewyan Councillor Latest Resi-
dent Diagnosed With Rare Cancer,” Edmonton Journal (Dec. 16, 
2013), www.edmontonjournal.com/health/Fort+Chipewyan+cou
ncillor+latest+resident+diagnosed+with+rare+cancer/9293994/
story.html.

29	 Enbridge Inc., Diluent Fact Sheet, Enbridge Inc., www.north-
erngateway.ca/assets/pdf/General%20Project%20-%20Regula-
tory/NGP-FS-01-004_Diluent.pdf.

30	 “Condensate Blend (CRW),” Crudemonitor.ca, (2014), www.
crudemonitor.ca/condensate.php?acr=CRW.

31	 Phyllis Fox, “Comments on Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Valero Crude by Rail 
Project” 25 (July 1, 2013), www.ci.benicia.ca.us/vertical/
sites/%7B3436CBED-6A58-4FEF-BFDF-5F9331215932%7D/up-
loads/Report_by_Dr._Phyllis_Fox.pdf.

32	 Fox, 2013.

33	 Fritz Klug, “Oil Spills into Calhoun County Creek That Leads 
to Kalamazoo River,” mLive (July 27, 2010), www.mlive.com/
news/kalamazoo/index.ssf/2010/07/oil_spills_into_creek_that_lea.
html.

34	 Elizabeth McGowan, “How Much Oil Spilled in Mayflower?” 
Arkansas Times (Aug. 22, 2013), www.arktimes.com/arkansas/
how-much-oil-spilled-in-mayflower/Content?oid=3018948.

35	US EPA, Dredging Continues on Kalamazoo River (Nov. 21, 
2013), www.epa.gov/region05/enbridgespill/.

James Osbourne, “Lawsuits Against Exxon Mobil Mount over Big 
Oil Pipeline Spills,” Dallas News (Sept. 14, 2013), www.dallas-
news.com/business/energy/20130914-suits-against-exxon-mobil-
mount-over-big-oil-pipeline-spills.ece (noting that the cleanup is 
ongoing and progressing slowly).

36	 Enbridge Energy, Limited Partnership, MN PUC Application 
June 2013, Docket No. PL-9/CN-13-153, Revised August 16, 
2013, Section 7853.0270, p. 13, www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFil-
ing/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showPoup&docume
ntId=%7BF1B13575-3D71-4CAA-A86A-05CE1EBBCA38%7D&do
cumentTitle=20138-90363-03.

Lindsey Smith, “3 Years and Nearly $1 Billion Later, Cleanup of 
Kalamazoo River Oil Spill Continues,” Michigan Radio (July 25, 
2013), michiganradio.org/post/3-years-and-nearly-1-billion-later-
cleanup-kalamazoo-river-oil-spill-continues.

37	 Michigan Department of Community Health, Acute Health 
Impacts of the Enbridge Oil Spill (Nov. 2010), www.michigan.
gov/documents/mdch/enbridge_oil_spill_epi_report_with_cov-
er_11_22_10_339101_7.pdf.

U.S Department of Health and Human Services and ATSDR, 
Kalamazoo River/Enbridge Spill: Evaluation of Crude Oil Release 
to Talmadge Creek and Kalamazoo River on Residential Drinking 
Water Wells in Nearby Communities 90 (Feb. 2013).

38	 Lisa Song, “What Sickens People in Oil Spills, and How 
Badly, Is Anybody’s Guess,” InsideClimate News (June 18, 2013), 
insideclimatenews.org/news/20130618/what-sickens-people-oil-
spills-and-how-badly-anybodys-guess?page=2.

39	 Lisa Song, “In 2013, Exxon Spill Showed Dangers of Pipe-
lines Buried Under Backyards,” InsideClimate News (Dec. 24, 
2013), insideclimatenews.org/news/20131224/2013-exxon-
spill-showed-dangers-pipelines-buried-under-backyards?page=2 
(reporting on the relative lack of safety guidelines for dealing with 
spills of diluted bitumen).

40	B rian Mann, “Lac-Megantic Blast Leaves Impact on Town, 
Rail Industry,” National Public Radio (Oct. 14, 2013), www.npr.
org/2013/10/14/227840021/lac-m-gantic-blast-leaves-impact-on-
town-rail-industry.

41	 Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers (CAPP), Crude 
Oil Forecasts, Markets and Transportation, June 2013, p. 13, 17-
18, www.capp.ca/getdoc.aspx?DocId=227308.



42	 Mann, 2013.

43	 Fox, 2013.

“Conventional” crude oil is “petroleum found in liquid form” that 
does not require additional processing or dilution to remain in 
liquid form. Canadian Nuclear Association, Library—Energy Glos-
sary, www.cna.ca/library/energy_glossary/.

44	R ichard E. Meyer et al., “Heavy Oil and Natural Bitumen 
Resources in Geological Basins of the World” 14, Table 1 (2007), 
U.S. Geological Survey, pubs.usgs.gov/of/2007/1084/OF2007-
1084v1.pdf. 

“Condensate Blend (CRW),” Crudemonitor.ca (2014), www.
crudemonitor.ca/condensate.php?acr=CRW.

45	 Fox, 2013.

46	 Fox, 2013.

47	 Keven Turini, et al., “Processing Heavy Crudes in Existing 
Refineries” 9 (2011), prepared for spring 2011 meeting of AIChE, 
Chicago, www.aiche-fpd.org/listing/112.pdf.

48	 Fox, 2013.

49	 Diane Bailey, “Gasping for Air: Toxic Pollutants Continue to 
Make Millions Sick and Shorten Lives” 1, 3 NRDC Health Facts 
(July 2011), www.nrdc.org/health/files/airpollutionhealthimpacts.
pdf.

50	 Meyer, 2007; Fox, 2013.

51	 Fox, 2013.

52	 Fox, 2013.

53	 American Fuel & Petrochemical Manufacturers, Petroleum 
Coke Overview (2013), www.afpm.org/policy-position-petroleum-
coke/ (suggesting that “green” coke is 80-95% carbon by weight 
and that “calcined” coke is 98-99.5% carbon by weight).

54	 Compare British Petroleum, How Calcined Petroleum Coke 
Is Produced (2014), www.bp.com/extendedsectiongenericarticle.
do?categoryId=9037970&contentId=7069740 (explaining that 
most crude oils contain only 5-7% unrefinable by-product by 
weight), with Oilchange International, “Petroleum Coke: The Coal 
Hiding in the Tar Sands” 6 (Jan. 2013), priceofoil.org/content/up-
loads/2013/01/OCI.Petcoke.FINALSCREEN.pdf (suggesting that 
tar sands—derived crudes contain 15-30% unrefinable by-product 
by weight).

55	US EPA, “Stationary Combustion Sources,” chapter 4 in Emis-
sion Estimation Protocol for Petroleum Refineries, (May 2011), 
www.epa.gov/ttnchie1/efpac/protocol/Emission_Estimation_Pro-
tocol_for_Petroleum_Refinerie_052011.pdf.

	 Printed on recycled paper	 © Natural Resources Defense Council February 2014	 www.nrdc.org/policy

56	 Marathon Petroleum Co., Products: Petroleum Coke (2013), 
www.marathonpetroleum.com/Brands_Products/Products/Petro-
leum_Coke/.

57	US EPA, Anthracite Coal Combustion 1.2-1, 1.2-10-11 (Oct. 
1996), www.epa.gov/ttnchie1/ap42/ch01/final/c01s02.pdf (explain-
ing that coal, and anthracite coal in particular, is composed primar-
ily of carbon and is graded based on the percentage of its content 
composed of additional volatile matter, which includes metals and 
VOCs nearly identical to those found in petroleum coke).

58	 Jeff Gearhart, Ecology Center (April 2, 2013), docs.hous-
edems.com/district/006/CokeAggregrateCombined.pdf.

59	 Michael Hawthorne, “Chicago Moves to Enclose Piles of 
Petroleum Coke,” Chicago Tribune (Dec. 19, 2013), articles.
chicagotribune.com/2013-12-19/news/ct-petcoke-regulations-
met-20131219_1_kcbx-uncovered-piles-petroleum-coke. 

Ian Austen, “A Black Mound of Canadian Oil Waste Is Rising 
Over Detroit,” New York Times (May 17, 2013), www.nytimes.
com/2013/05/18/business/energy-environment/mountain-of-petro-
leum-coke-from-oil-sands-rises-in-detroit.html.

60	US EPA, Particulate Matter: Health (Mar. 18, 2013), www.epa.
gov/pm/health.html.

61	 American Cancer Society, Known and Probable Human 
Carcinogens, www.cancer.org/cancer/cancercauses/othercarcino-
gens/generalinformationaboutcarcinogens/known-and-probable-
human-carcinogens.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Agency for Toxic 
Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), http://www.atsdr.cdc.
gov/training/toxmanual/pdf/module-4.pdf

62	 Fox, 2013. 

63	  “Long Lake Heavy (PSH),” Crudemonitor.ca (2014), www.
crudemonitor.ca/crude.php?acr=PSH.

64	  Vijaya Kanukuntla et al., “Experimental Study of Concur-
rent Naphthenic Acid and Sulfidation Corrosion” 6 (2009), NACE 
International, www.corrosioncenter.ohiou.edu/documents/publica-
tions/8214.pdf (finding that as sulfur content and TAN increase, 
the corrosiveness of crude oil at high temperatures also increases 
substantially).

65	U .S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (CSB), 
Regulatory Report: Chevron Richmond Refinery Pipe Rupture and 
Fire 71 (Jan. 2014), http://www.csb.gov/assets/1/19/CSB_Chev-
ron_Richmond_Refinery_Regulatory_Report.pdf.

CSB, Interim Investigation Report: Chevron Richmond Refinery 
Fire (April 2013), http://www.csb.gov/assets/1/19/Chevron_In-
terim_Report_Final_2013-04-17.pdf.

66	 CSB, 2013.

http://www.cancer.org/cancer/cancercauses/othercarcinogens/generalinformationaboutcarcinogens/known-and-probable-human-carcinogens
http://www.cancer.org/cancer/cancercauses/othercarcinogens/generalinformationaboutcarcinogens/known-and-probable-human-carcinogens
http://www.cancer.org/cancer/cancercauses/othercarcinogens/generalinformationaboutcarcinogens/known-and-probable-human-carcinogens

