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Agricultural Service Board

Agenda

Council Chambers, County Centre, Nisku, AB
Monday, September 14, 2020

1.

Order – 9:00 a.m.

2.

Adoption of agenda

3.

Adoption of previous minutes
- July 20, 2020 Agricultural Service Board meeting

4.

Public presentations
a) No presentations scheduled

5.

Department reports and recommendations
a) Action items progress report
b) Agricultural Services department activity report
c) Alberta Agriculture + Forestry – key contact verbal report
d) 2020 ASB resolutions report card
e) 2020 NW Regional ASB conference and 2021 Provincial ASB
conference
f) Proposed 2021 ASB meeting schedule

6.

Agricultural Drainage Reports
a) No agricultural drainage reports

7.

Information items
a) Farm Safety Centre-Interactive learning tools for program delivery
b) 2020 BMO Farm Family award recognition event
c) Alberta Agriculture + Forestry – On-farm slaughter operation
licence
d) ASB Bursary
e) Grey Wooded Forage Association – The Blade newsletters, July +
August
f) West-Central Forage Association – Forage Views newsletter
Adjournment

8.

√

√
√
√

A. Van Beers
Ag Svs administration
T. Wallace
A. Van Beers

√
√

B. de Milliano
B. de Milliano

√

√ Attachment provided
Leduc County is dedicated to serving its citizens and will create an enhanced quality of life
through effective leadership, committed partnerships and open, transparent communication.
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MINUTES OF LEDUC COUNTY, AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD MEETING
HELD ON JULY 20, 2020 IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS OF THE COUNTY CENTRE,
NISKU, ALBERTA
Order and Roll Call
The Agricultural Service Board meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m., Monday, July
20, 2020 by Chair Glenn Belozer with Board members Tanni Doblanko, Kelly-Lynn Lewis,
Ray Scobie, Larry Wanchuk and Public Members-At-Large Roy Eckert and Russell
Kushinski present. Board member Kelly Vandenberghe attended via teleconference.
Board member Rick Smith arrived after the call to order.
Also present were:
• Duane Coleman, County Manager
• Rick Thomas, Deputy County Manager
• Aaron Van Beers, Manager of Agricultural Services
• Brendan deMilliano, Agricultural Foreman
• Lucinda Melnikel, Recording Secretary
• Alberta Agriculture and Forestry Key Contact, Trevor Wallace, Nutrient
Management Specialist
Garett Broadbent, Director of Road Operations and Agricultural Services arrived after the
call to order.
Adopt Agenda
024-2020
Board Member Doblanko- that the agenda for the July 20, 2020 Agricultural
Service Board meeting be adopted with the following additions:
g) Discussion – Wild Elk Challenges for Agricultural Producers
h) Discussion – Agricultural Plastics
i) Verbal Report on Current Crop Conditions in the County
Carried Unanimously
Board member Smith and staff member Broadbent
Board member Smith and Director of Road Operations and Agricultural Services Garett
Broadbent entered the council chamber at 9:03 a.m.
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Previous Minutes
025-2020
Board Member Lewis - that the March 9, 2020 Agricultural Service Board
meeting minutes be confirmed, as circulated.
Carried Unanimously
Action Items – Progress Report
Manager of Agricultural Services Aaron Van Beers reviewed the completed action items.
Agricultural Services Department Activity Report
Manager of Agricultural Services Aaron Van Beers reviewed the Agricultural Services
Department activity report for the May-June period and provided additional remarks:
•

Cameron Drainage District system is working well. There have been a few culvert
issues that the drainage district is addressing themselves

026-2020
Board Member Wanchuk – that the following reports be received as
information:
a) Action Items Progress Report – March 9, 2020 Items
b) Agricultural Services Department Activity Report for the period of May-June
2020
Carried Unanimously
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry – Key Contact Verbal Report
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry Key Contact Trevor Wallace provided his verbal report:
•

40% of Alberta Agriculture and Forestry (AF) staff have been working from home,
and are starting to return to the office in stages through July

•

AF staffing layoffs have been pushed to September 1 (affects approximately 200
staff)

•

Results Driven Agriculture Research: Review of processes and logistical
arrangements are currently underway. Discussions/planning ongoing indicate the
intent to move staff, equipment, and maybe facilities to organizations such as the
University of Alberta

•

Public trust in agriculture: Canadian Agricultural Partnership Public Agriculture
Literacy program to support initiatives on communicating facts about agriculture
and the science behind hot button issues

•

Forestry: Wildfires not as busy as expected, thus far
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027-2020
Board Member Smith – that the Alberta Agriculture and Forestry Key
Contact verbal report be received as information.
Carried Unanimously
Discussion – Wild Elk Challenges for Agricultural Producers
Board member Scobie described hardships that damages caused by wild elk are
imposing on agricultural producers in Leduc County. The following points were discussed:
•

Agricultural producers, particularly within divisions 6 and 7 have continued to
experience severe problems with large herds of wild elk causing crop damage,
feed stockpile damage, fencing damage. The past winter was especially bad with
additionally losses being experienced with unharvested crops left in the field

•

Fish and Wildlife has not been responsive to the complaints of agricultural
producers

•

Very few hunting licenses are issued for the wildlife management unit; hunting has
not proven to be effective in managing numbers of elk

•

Over the past year, at least two significant herds of over 100 each have been
observed on agricultural lands in the area

•

Expansion of hunting to reduce numbers of wild elk

•

Compensation for damages being borne by agricultural producers, including loss
of feed, crop, damages to fences

•

Presence of wild elk pose herd health risks to cattle through the transmission of
disease

Board Member Scobie – that with reference to damages being experienced
028-2020
by agricultural producers due to high numbers of wild elk within wildlife management unit
#334:
i.

Administration draft a letter on behalf of the Agricultural Service Board to
the Minister of Environment and Sustainable Resource Development
itemizing hardships being borne by agricultural producers and urging
expanding the elk hunting season/number of licenses available to assist
with the reduction of elk numbers, and

ii.

Administration develop a draft resolution for submission to the Rural
Municipalities of Alberta for review at the 2020 RMA fall convention,

and further, that the foregoing be prepared prior to mid-August 2020.
Carried Unanimously
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Clubroot Report
Manager of Agricultural Services Aaron Van Beers provided a staff report on clubroot
notices issued following the confirmation of pathotypes and field inspections on canola
performed to date.
029-2020
Board Member Kushinski – that the July 14, 2020 report on clubroot notices
issued following the confirmation of pathotypes and field inspections on canola performed
to date be received as information.
Carried Unanimously
Verbal Report on Current Crop Conditions in the County
Public Member-at-Large Kushinski presented a verbal report highlighting the following:
•

Driving survey of crops throughout the County: “Has never seen cropping
conditions so bad; only 3-4% estimated to look good overall”

•

A local producer who keeps detailed records commented that 2020 is the fourth
wettest year so far (to date) since 1905, according to his records for conditions at
his location

•

Some crops still in the field from 2019 cropping season

•

Many fields were too wet to be seeded and many more had severely reduced
seeding area due to standing water

•

Regardless of the cropping circumstances, rental on the land must be paid as
agreed upon and other financial obligations fulfilled in relation to producer owned
cropland as well as producers’ inputs

•

Full water runs and overland flooding have caused soil erosion

•

Wet conditions contribute to the risks for crop disease and most producers have
been unable to get in to the field to spray to manage disease

•

In the west area of the County it is estimated that 50% or less of the cropland was
able to seeded or is not currently under water

Local State of Agricultural Disaster Discussion
Manager of Agricultural Services Aaron Van Beers presented a staff report itemizing crop
conditions.
030-2020
Board Member Kushinski – that administration prepare a recommendation
for Leduc County Council consideration with reference to a declaration of agricultural
disaster for Leduc County.
Carried Unanimously
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031-2020
Board Member Doblanko – that administration draft a resolution for Leduc
County Council for submission to Rural Municipalities of Alberta for the 2020 RMA fall
convention to formalize a request that Alberta Agriculture and Forestry review and
enhance support to farmers when a state of agriculture disaster is declared.
Carried Unanimously
032-2020
Board Member Smith – that Leduc County Mayor and Agricultural Service
Board Chair, along with Public Member-At-Large Kushinski, seek a meeting with the
Minister of Agriculture and Forestry to discuss programs and support for agricultural
producers in circumstances of subsequent years of weather-related and production
challenges leading to declarations of agricultural disaster.
Carried Unanimously
Agricultural Services 2021 Programs Discussion
Agricultural Foreman Brendan deMilliano provided a staff report reviewing 2020
Agricultural Services programs levels of service.
033-2020
Board Member Doblanko – that July 14, 2020 report reviewing 2020
Agricultural Services programs level of service be received as information.
Carried Unanimously
Agricultural Plastics - Discussion
Chair Belozer highlighted the following points relating to recycling of agricultural plastics:
•

Under the CleanFarms “Alberta Ag-Plastic” pilot program, 20 sites were chosen in
2019 to collect grain bags and twine for recycling. Five additional collection sites
are to be chosen for twine and grain bags recycling in 2020

•

Leduc & District Regional Waste Management Authority has applied to be
considered as a pilot site and has engaged Leduc County Agricultural Services
administration staff to help assess agricultural producer interest and potential
volumes of eligible ag plastics

•

Consideration is also being given for a grain bag wrapper as a piece of equipment
that could potentially be made available to producers

•

Net wrap, as a composite material, and silage cover and haylage bags due to bioresidues of feed material are not included in the recycling program at this time
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034-2020
Board Member Belozer – that the discussion item regarding the Leduc &
District Regional Waste Management Authority application to be a collection site under
the CleanFarms Alberta Ag-Plastic pilot, be received as information.
Carried Unanimously
Information Items
035-2020
Board Member Eckert – that the following correspondence be received as
information:
a) Declaration of Disaster
I.
Thorhild County
II.
Athabasca County
III.
Lamont County
IV.
Lac La Biche County
V.
Smoky Lake County
b) Fusarium graminearum Removed from Agricultural Pests Act
c) The Blade – May/June 2020
d) Forage View – Spring 2020
e) Canada Thistle Stem-Mining Weevils Project
f) Food for the Future: The Long Term Implications of COVID-19 on Food Supply
Carried Unanimously
Adjournment
036-2020
Board Member Vandenberghe – that the Agricultural Service Board meeting
be adjourned.
Carried Unanimously
The Agricultural Service Board meeting concluded at 10:52 a.m.

CHAIR

MANAGER OF AGRICULTURAL SERVICES

Item 5 a)

AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD ACTION ITEMS
DATE

AGENDA ITEM

FOLLOW UP REQUIRED

ASSIGN

STATUS

TO

Discussion – Wild Elk Challenges for Agricultural Producers
Jul 20/20

Jul 20/20

028-2020 Board Member Scobie – that with reference to damages being
experienced by agricultural producers due to high numbers of wild elk
within wildlife management unit #334:
i. Administration draft a letter on behalf of the Agricultural Service Develop letter for Chair signature
Board to the Minister of Environment and Sustainable Resource
Development itemizing hardships being borne by agricultural
producers and urging expanding the elk hunting season/number
of licenses available to assist with the reduction of elk numbers,
and
ii. Administration develop a draft resolution for submission to the Draft resolution
Rural Municipalities of Alberta for review at the 2020 RMA fall
convention,
and further, that the foregoing be prepared prior to mid-August 2020.
Local State of Agricultural Disaster Discussion
030-2020 Board Member Kushinski – that administration prepare a
Recommendation for Council
recommendation for Leduc County Council consideration with reference
to a declaration of agricultural disaster for Leduc County.
031-2020 Board Member Doblanko – that administration draft a
Draft resolution
resolution for Leduc County Council for submission to Rural
Municipalities of Alberta for the 2020 RMA fall convention to formalize a
request that Alberta Agriculture and Forestry review and enhance
support to farmers when a state of agriculture disaster is declared.
032-2020 Board Member Smith – that Leduc County Mayor and
Develop letter for Chair signature
Agricultural Service Board Chair, along with Public Member-At-Large
Kushinski, seek a meeting with the Minister of Agriculture and Forestry
to discuss programs and support for agricultural producers in
circumstances of subsequent years of weather-related and production
challenges leading to declarations of agricultural disaster.
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AVB

Ongoing

AVB

Ongoing

AVB

Jul 23/20
Declaration by
Council

AVB

Ongoing

AVB

Letter sent July
24/20

RECALL/
TARGET
DATE

Item 5 b)

Agricultural Services Activity Report
Reporting Period: July-August 2020

PROGRAMS AND SERVICES
Highlights
• Seasonal programs progressed well in the reporting period, due to more favorable weather conditions.
The temporary hire for an additional Pesticide Applicator 1 position which was approved in mid-July, has
helped with the roadside vegetation management programs.
• Resident calls regarding weed complaints are down slightly for the reporting period when compared to
previous years. This is being attributed partly due to fewer inspection letters being sent out.
• Drainage and moisture conditions continue to be a concern of many farmers and residents within the
municipality, even with precipitation levels closer to the long-term average for the reporting period. Ag
Services continues to work with Road Operations and Engineering to address these concerns.

VERTEBRATE PEST CONTROL

80

73

70

2019

2020

55

60
50
40
30
20

23

21

14

6

10
0

Intakes

County ROW-Beaver

13

0

Private LandsBeaver

Private Lands-Dams

July-August Period
SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE PROGRAM
•

Alternative Land Use Services - Project proposals, project verification and monitoring, Partnership Advisory
Committee in-person meeting preparation, ALUS online database training (ongoing), Alberta Conservation
Association interim grant reporting, and new project signs

•

Producer support – Canadian Agricultural Program grant applications and Environmental Farm Plan. Efficient
Grain Dryer program not accepting applications.

•

Extension – ASB News and Views fall newsletter preparation. Leduc County Communications updating template.
In discussions with partner organizations to co-host fall field tour/webinars.

LOCAL FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL INNOVATION
•

Local Food Map project – working with Chamber and Communications to promote Local Food/Agri-Tourism
utilizing the Explore Leduc website

•

Rural West Economic Diversification Plan – Steering Committee meetings with Dillon Consulting and Culinary
Tourism Alliance (agri-tourism component)
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Agricultural Services Activity Report
Reporting Period: July-August 2020

•

Resident support – questionnaire and interviews with producers discussing business challenges/adjustments
during COVID

VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
Roadside Mowing, Roadside Spraying, Weed Inspections
•

Mowing - Two shoulder passes have been completed on all paved roads in August. The mowers are
currently mowing municipal reserves and completing a third pass of at least two passes on all main paved
roads.

•

Spraying – Canada thistle, common tansy and brush are still being sprayed by roadside sprayers.
Approximately 20 properties have signed up for the Fall Fenceline Program and will be sprayed this fall.

•

Weed inspections – Final inspections are currently being completed.

•

Results of all vegetation management programs will be presented at the November 9, 2020 ASB meeting.

CROP PESTS
•

Bertha armyworm surveys indicated low risk for crop damage in canola for 2020.

•

Grasshopper survey conducted by AAF indicated low risk for grasshopper numbers for 2021.

•

Preliminary clubroot inspections are nearing completion. As of September 9, 2020, there have been 148
confirmed fields of clubroot identified. 738 individual parcels of canola have been inspected to date.

•

Results of the clubroot inspection program will be presented at the November 9, 2020 ASB meeting.

WELDER/FABRICATOR/HANDYMAN
July-August Handyman Jobs

13

UT Hydrant Rack
Misc Fabrication
Veh Mtc
Facilities

41

19.5

29

102.5 Total Hours for Period

AGRICULTURAL DRAINAGE
•

Drainage continues to be a concern for many residents within the municipality. Ag Services has been working
closely with Road Operations and Engineering to identify and deal with the various concerns depending on the
type of drainage concern.

•

The Pest Control Officer’s primary focus continues to be control work efforts on County right-of-way and
infrastructure protection. There has been very little opportunity for the PCO to deal with resident concerns.
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Recommendation to
Agricultural Service Board

REPORT NAME
2020 ASB Resolution Responses

RECOMMENDATION
That with reference to the 2020 ASB Resolution Responses:
I.

Leduc County Agricultural Service Board receive the report dated September 14,
2020 as information, and further

II.

Leduc County Agricultural Service Board direct administration to submit opinions on
behalf of the board to the Provincial ASB Committee

IMPLICATIONS
Reason:

Information

Authority (MGA/Bylaw/Policy):
Funding Required:
$ N/A
Funding Source:

N/A

N/A

BACKGROUND
•

On August 17, 2020, administration received the resolution responses that the Provincial
ASB Committee has received to date. The responses are to the ASB Resolutions that
were passed at the 2020 Provincial ASB Conference and are attached.

•

The Provincial ASB Committee has reviewed the responses to the resolutions and have
graded the responses as they pertain to each resolution. Each agricultural service board
is asked to review the responses and submit their opinions to the Provincial ASB
Committee by September 25, 2020.

•

Responses from the various ministries and organizations that are addressed in the
resolutions are graded in one of four ways:
o Accept the Response: the response addresses the resolution as presented or
meets the expectations of the Provincial ASB Committee
o Accept in Principle: the response addresses the resolution in part or contains
information that indicates further action is being considered
o Incomplete: the response does not provide enough information or does not
completely address the resolution. Follow up is required to solicit information
o Unsatisfactory: the response does not address the resolution as presented or
does not meet the expectation of the Provincial ASB Committee

•

For Resolution #1-20: Ropin the Web, the response received from Alberta Agriculture
and Forestry was deemed Accept in Principle.

. . . /2

Agricultural Service Board Report – 2020 ASB Resolution Responses
September 14, 2020
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o
•

For Resolution #2-20: Weed and Pest Surveillance and Monitoring Technology Grant,
the response received from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry was deemed Incomplete,
due to a lack of information regarding the database development.
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

For Resolution #3-20: Clubroot Pathotype Testing, the response received from Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry was deemed Unsatisfactory, as the response did not
acknowledge the importance of committing to consistent sustainable funding. However,
since this rating, researchers from the University of Alberta have informed the ASB
Committee that they have received funding through March 2024 to continue their
clubroot surveillance and pathotyping work.
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating with respect to the lack
of consistent, sustainable funding. Although the provincial government has
providing funding in the past, it is in the form of short-term grants, with no
consideration of long-term sustainability.

For Resolution #4-20: Education Campaign for Cleanliness of Equipment for Industry
Sectors, the response from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry was deemed Unsatisfactory
as it did not address the intent of the resolution.
o

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

•

For Resolution #5-20: AFSC Assist in Preventing the Spread of Regulated Crop Pests,
the responses from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry and Agriculture Financial Services
Corporation Alberta were deemed Unsatisfactory.
o Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

•

For Resolution #6-20: Beehive Depredation, the responses from Alberta Agriculture and
Forestry and Agriculture Financial Services Corporation Alberta were deemed Accept in
Principle.
o

•

For Resolution #7-20: Agricultural Related Lease Dispositions, the response from
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry was deemed Accept in Principle
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

For Resolution #8-20, Emergency Livestock Removal, the responses from Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry and Alberta Municipal Affairs were deemed Accept in Principle.
o

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

•

For Resolution #9-20: Mandatory Agriculture Education in the Classroom, the responses
from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry, Rural Municipalities of Alberta, Alberta Education,
and Alberta Teachers Association were deemed Unsatisfactory.
o Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating

•

For Resolution #10-20: Reinstate a Shelterbelt Program, the responses from Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry and Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada were deemed Accept in
Principle.
o

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.
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•

For Resolution #12-20: Proposed Amendments to Part XV of the Federal Health of
Animals Regulation, the responses from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry and Canada
Food Inspection Agency were deemed Accept in Principle.
o

•

For Resolution #13-20: Canadian Product and Canadian Made, the responses from
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry and Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada were deemed
Incomplete.
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

For Resolution E2-20: Initiate AgriRecovery Framework, the responses from Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry, Agriculture Financial Services Corporation Alberta, and
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada were deemed Unsatisfactory.
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

For Resolution E1-20: Review of Business Risk Management Programs, the responses
from Alberta Agriculture and Forestry, Agriculture Financial Services Corporation
Alberta, and Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada were deemed Unsatisfactory.
o

•

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

For Resolution E3-20: Agri-Invest and Agri-Stability Changes, the responses from
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry, Agriculture Financial Services Corporation Alberta, and
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada were deemed Unsatisfactory.
o

Administration concurs with the ASB Committee’s rating.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Draft 2020 Report Card on the Resolutions – To ASB’s
2. 2020 Resolution Grading spreadsheet

Submitted by:
Reviewed by:
Date:

Aaron Van Beers, Manager of Agricultural Services
September 14, 2020

Report Card on
the Resolutions
2020

Abstract
2020 Resolution Responses and Update on previous year’s resolution

Provincial Agricultural Service Board Committee
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Executive Summary
The Provincial ASB Committee has assigned the following grades to responses by government and nongovernment organizations for resolutions passed at the 2020 Provincial ASB Conference.
Resolution
Number
1-20
Ropin’ the Web

Title

2-20

Weed and Pest Surveillance and Monitoring Technology Grant

3-20
4-20

Clubroot Pathotype Testing
Education Campaign for Cleanliness of Equipment for Industry
Sectors
AFSC Assist in Preventing the Spread of Regulated Crop Pests
Beehive Depredation
Agricultural Related Lease Dispositions
Emergency Livestock Removal
Mandatory Agriculture Education in the Classroom
Reinstate a Shelterbelt Program
Compensation to Producers on Denied Land Access to Hunters
Proposed Amendments to Part XV of the Federal Health of Animals
Regulations
Canadian Product and Canadian Made
Review of Business Risk Management Programs
Initiate Agri-Recovery Framework
Agri-Invest and Agri-Stability Changes

5-20
6-20
7-20
8-20
9-20
10-20
11-20
12-20
13-20
E1-20
E2-20
E3-20

Proposed
Grade
Accept the
Response
Incomplete
Unsatisfactory
Unsatisfactory
Unsatisfactory
Accept in Principle
Accept in Principle
Accept in Principle
Unsatisfactory
Accept in Principle
Defeated
Accept in Principle
Incomplete
Unsatisfactory
Unsatisfactory
Unsatisfactory
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Introduction
The Provincial Agricultural Service Board Committee is pleased to provide Agricultural Service Board
(ASB) members and staff with the 2020 Report Card on the Resolutions. This report contains the
government and non-government responses to resolutions passed at the 2020 Provincial ASB
Conference. The Report Card on the Resolutions includes the Whereas and Therefore Be It Resolved
sections from the resolutions, response, response grade and comments from the Committee and ASBs
for each resolution. The resolutions and responses are also posted on the Agricultural Service Board
website at agriculturalserviceboards.com. Actions taken by the Committee on current and prior
resolutions are also included in this report.
2020 ASB Provincial Committee Members
Members
Corey Beck, Chair
Marc Jubinville, Vice Chair
Morgan Rockenbach
Wayne Nixon
Dale Kluin
Brian Brewin
Sebastien Dutrisac
Doug Macaulay
Jane Fulton, Secretary
Pam Retzloff, Recording Secretary

Alternates
Dale Smith
Kevin Smook
Shawn Rodgers
Brenda Knight
Vacant

Representation
Peace
Northeast
South
Central
Northwest
Rural Municipalities of Alberta
Association of Alberta Agricultural Fieldmen
Agriculture and Forestry
Association of Alberta Agricultural Fieldmen
Agriculture and Forestry

The Committee reviewed the responses and assigned one of four grades: Accept the Response, Accept
in Principle, Incomplete and Unsatisfactory. The Committee considers the quality of each response and
grading and comments submitted by ASBs when grading the resolutions. The grades assigned by the
Committee are intended to provide further direction for advocacy efforts for each resolution. Please
contact your Regional Representative if you have questions or comments about the grade assigned to a
resolution or advocacy efforts.
A summary of grading provided by ASBs is attached for information. The Committee appreciates the
input of ASBs into the grading process.
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2020 Activities
Meetings:
January 21, 2020
•
•
•

Regular ASB Provincial Committee Meeting
AAAF Meeting
Rural Municipalities of Alberta Meeting

March 16, 2020
•
•

Regular Meeting
Delegation: John Conrad, Assistant Deputy Minister, Alberta Agriculture and Forestry

April 30, 2020
•

Regular Meeting

May 22, 2020
•

Regular Meeting

June 23, 2020
•
•

Regular Meeting
Delegation: Jamie Whyte, Acting Deputy Minister, Alberta Agriculture and Forestry

September 1, 2020
•

Meeting with Deputy Minister Lajeunesse and Assistant Deputy Minister Loo

Other Activities:
Hiring of new Executive Assistant
South Caucus Invitation - TBD
Events:
January 21 – 24, 2020: 75th Anniversary of ASBs, Provincial Conference
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Definition of Terms
The Provincial ASB Committee has chosen four indicators to grade resolution responses from
government and non-government organizations.

Accept the Response
A response that has been graded as Accept the Response addresses the resolution as
presented or meets the expectations of the Provincial ASB Committee.

Accept in Principle
A response that is graded Accept in Principle addresses the resolution in part or contains
information that indicates that further action is being considered.

Incomplete
A response that is graded as Incomplete does not provide enough information or does not
completely address the resolution. Follow up is required to solicit information for the
Provincial ASB Committee to make an informed decision on how to proceed.

Unsatisfactory
A response that is graded as Unsatisfactory does not address the resolution as presented or
does not meet the expectations of the Provincial ASB Committee

5

2020 Resolutions

6

RESOLUTION 1-20: ROPIN’ THE WEB
WHEREAS:

The Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry is responsible for the policies, legislation,
regulations, programs, and services that enable Alberta’s agriculture, food, and forest
sectors to grow, prosper, and diversify;

WHEREAS:

The Ministry of Alberta Agriculture and Forestry’s Ropin’ the Web provided relevant and
reliable information from knowledgeable specialists and experts and a general store for
agricultural and forestry related supplies and services;

WHEREAS:

Rural businesses and organizations were provided opportunities to facilitate business
networks with assistance from the Ministry through the Ministry website Ropin’ the
Web;

WHEREAS:

As part of a larger Government of Alberta web consolidation project, Agriculture and
Forestry’s web presence, including Ropin’ the Web, moved to Alberta.ca and by March
31, 2019, online government directories and some relevant agricultural information was
no longer available;

WHEREAS:

The intent of the consolidation of the various Alberta Government websites on
Alberta.ca to provide a one-stop shop for government information and services that is
useable and accessible to all Albertans, is no longer providing a valuable services and
information for Alberta’s farmers;

WHEREAS:

The former Alberta Agriculture Website “Ropin the Web” was easy to use and navigate
for farmers and those involved in agriculture;

WHEREAS:

Many farmers and people working in the agriculture sector appreciate web-based
learning, information sources, and web-based tools;

WHEREAS:

The current revised Alberta Agriculture Website is difficult to navigate and with some of
the useful extension material no longer available;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that the Government of Alberta review its Agriculture section of the website ensuring that extension
material, online courses and other useful items are easy to find and access for farmers and those in the
agriculture industry and reintroduce the general store.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Agriculture and Forestry's web presence is an important source of information for Alberta
farmers. In early 2019, Ropin' the Web content was moved over to the main government website,
Alberta.ca. More than 700 pages of content were transferred. Many of the reports and
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publications that were found on Ropin' the Web can now be found on the Alberta government's
Open Data site, open.Alberta.ca
Our former website also offered a listings service for producers seeking to purchase and sell hay,
straw, pasture and various species of livestock. While these directories have been discontinued,
the demand for these services have remained strong. Alberta farmers have been clear that the
hay and livestock listings are a well-used tool for producers in their day-to-day business.
With the operation of buy-and-sell product and services websites falling outside the role of
government, Agriculture and Forestry has provided the Alberta Forage Industry Network with a
one-time grant through the Canadian Agricultural Partnership to host the hay, straw, pasture and
livestock marketplace listings. Progress on this project was shared at the Alberta Forage Industry
Network's March 10, 2020, Annual General Meeting with a final product projected for late spring.
SERVICE ALBERTA
No response received; Alberta Agriculture & Forestry submitted response on their behalf.

PROPOSED GRADE: Accept the Response
COMMENTS: The Committee graded the resolution as Accept the Response as the government is
continuing to provide access to extension materials and other documents through the open.alberta.ca
data site, and has granted funding to an industry organization to develop a market place replacement
website.
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RESOLUTION 2-20: WEED AND PEST SURVEILLANCE AND MONITORING TECHNOLOGY
GRANT
WHEREAS:

Agricultural Service Boards (ASBs) advise on and help organize direct weed and pest
control;

WHEREAS:

ASBs promote, enhance and protect viable and sustainable agriculture with a view to
improving the economic viability of the agricultural producer;

WHEREAS:

ASBs promote and develop agricultural policies to meet the needs of the municipality;

WHEREAS:

All ASBs must report weed and pest monitoring and surveillance as part of their grant
requirement;

WHEREAS:

The compilation of data collected from the 69 different Agricultural Service Boards
requires extensive labour and time on the part of Alberta Agriculture and Forestry and
municipalities;

WHEREAS:

The information received may be for up to 2 growing seasons and has become dated for
municipal and provincial use;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Alberta Agriculture and Forestry provide a technology grant and personnel resources to assist
municipalities in establishing a provincial pest and weed surveillance and monitoring system to improve
timely access to data for all the Agricultural stakeholders.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Agriculture and Forestry administers the Weed Control Act and Agricultural Pests Act, and their
associated Regulations, and it is our mandate to monitor regulated pests and survey for new and
evolving pests that pose a risk to Alberta crop production.
We recognize the limitations in the current pest tracking and reporting system, and the challenges
in accessing data in a timely manner. In this regard, Agriculture and Forestry had begun
development of a data management system in the early 2010s, but rapidly changing technology
advancements made the computer-based system redundant.
We are currently exploring the development of a new database that effectively Interacts
(communicates) with mobile devices and allows for timely dissemination of data. At this time, no
timeline is available for initiation/completion of this initiative.
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PROPOSED GRADE: Incomplete
COMMENTS: The committee graded this resolution as Incomplete as the response did not include
important details about the new database that is being explored. A letter has been drafted to send to the
Minister requesting further information and the Committee plans to bring up the issue with the Minister
when they are able to meet.
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RESOLUTION 3-20: CLUBROOT PATHOTYPE TESTING
WHEREAS:

Canola production generates over $7 billion in revenues in the Province of Alberta
annually, is adversely impacted by clubroot;

WHEREAS:

Clubroot surveillance and pathotype testing completed by the University of Alberta
Clubroot Research Team led by Dr. Strelkov is the only testing of its kind being done in
Western Canada, and is used to inform the Industry, Alberta Agriculture and Forestry
and producers;

WHEREAS:

The unbiased, world recognized testing conducted by the University of Alberta has been
vital to the agricultural industry in breeding canola cultivars resistant to the everevolving number of pathotypes being found in Alberta agricultural fields;

WHEREAS:

Alberta Agriculture and Forestry recently denied a Canadian Agricultural Partnership
(CAP) Project funding application which would allow this extremely important research
to continue;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUES
the Province of Alberta commit to consistent and sustainable funding for the Clubroot Surveillance and
Pathotype Monitoring conducted by the University of Alberta.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Agriculture and Forestry has a mandate to monitor regulated pests like Plasmodiophora brassicae,
the causal agent of clubroot. The department conducts clubroot surveillance activities in
collaboration with stakeholders such as rural municipalities, Applied Research Associations, the
canola industry, and the University of Alberta.
• The recent profiling of virulent pathotypes of clubroot, for which current sources of
resistance are not effective, and the development of the Canadian Clubroot Differential
Set are both positive examples of results delivered through effective collaboration.
• A significant portion of this work took place in Agriculture and Forestry facilities located
at the Crop Diversification Centre North in Edmonton.
In 2019, we provided $1.1 million for two three-year projects at the University of Alberta via the
Strategic Research and Development Grant Program to support further research on management
options (such as resistance testing, rotations, liming, weed implications, impact of inoculum
pressure) and pathotyping through the development of a polymerase chain reaction based assay.
In addition, through the Canadian Agricultural Partnership Plant Health Surveillance Program,
Agriculture and Forestry approved a project supporting clubroot surveillance activities in six
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county and municipal districts in the North East Region, and a second project supporting clubroot
surveillance activities by 13 county and municipal districts in the Peace Region.
The department also provides support to the crop community in the area of crop assurance
through grants, a dedicated Agriculture and Forestry monitoring/surveillance program, and a
Level Two Diagnostics Lab.
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Unsatisfactory as the response does not
acknowledge the importance of committing to consistent sustainable funding for Clubroot Surveillance
and Pathotype Monitoring. The response does not respond to the current situation being experienced by
the municipalities and the issues that the U of A researchers have put forward.
Going forward the Committee will write a letter to the minister reiterating the need for ongoing
monitoring and surveillance support at the U of A and clarifying the value of this work to the industry.
The committee will also continue to discuss this issue with the minister when they meet.
Aug 10 update: An email was received from Dr. Strelkov regarding the outcome of this resolution. His
email is copied below and will be used to inform the final grading of this resolution:
“I appreciate the strong support from the ASB for the important clubroot pathotyping and
monitoring work. I would like to update you on the status of the situation.
We had submitted two proposals for pathotyping research to Alberta Agriculture and Forestry
(AAF), for support under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership (CAP) Program. The first was
rejected in a letter dated Oct. 16, 2019, and the second (revised based on the comments on the
first proposal) was rejected in a letter dated Jan. 6, 2020.
However, I would like to share some good news: in an email dated Jan. 21, 2020 from Brian
Karisa, Science Lead, Innovation Agriculture Grants (AAF), we were invited to resubmit our
pathotyping proposal for consideration through the Strategic Research and Development
Program (SRDP).
We submitted the revised proposal as requested, and I'm happy to inform you that this proposal
was SUCCESSFUL, with funding to be provided for continued clubroot surveillance and
pathotyping for the period March 2020 - March 2024. Hence, there is now support for this
research for the next few years under the SRDP program.
I am happy to chat further in person if you have any questions: I am available anytime this
afternoon from 1:00 - 4:30 pm or other times this week. However, given that we did receive
support in the end, albeit via the SRDP rather than CAP program, I think the matter has been
resolved in an acceptable manner.
Thank you once again for your support. I believe that the resolution and support from the Ag
Service Boards helped to secure this continued funding.
Sincerely,
Steve”

Aug 10, 2020
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RESOLUTION 4-20: EDUCATION CAMPAIGN FOR CLEANLINESS OF EQUIPMENT FOR
INDUSTRY SECTORS
WHEREAS:

Farm and construction equipment can be purchased from any dealership and moved to
any area;

WHEREAS:

Equipment dealerships could play a better role in ensuring weeds and pests from one
area stays out of another area;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry create an education campaign directed specifically at equipment
dealerships or equipment auction services that outlines their role and promotes the importance of
moving clean, uncontaminated equipment.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Equipment in multiple sectors—including farming, construction, and oil and gas—can
inadvertently transport soil-borne diseases as well as plant material and weed seeds. Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry's pest management programs focus on integrating monitoring and policy
to protect Alberta's agricultural crops from the invasion and spread of plant pests. The
Agricultural Pests Act is the provincial legislation to help prevent the introduction and spread of
pests in Alberta. Certain parts of the Act prohibit the propagation, sale and distribution of
anything containing a pest, which would include soil movement.
As part of AFs mandate to monitor soil-borne regulated pests, such as clubroot {Plasmodiophora
brassicae), we have evaluated methods of reducing the inadvertent movement of this and other
soil borne pests, including methods of transmission and control options.
The department has published sanitation options for managing the inadvertent movement of soil
borne pests. For example, the 'Clubroot Management Plan', describes best management practices
for producers and industry for cleaning equipment that may spread soil borne disease. The
Clubroot Management Plan was revised in 2019 and can be found on Alberta.ca at the following
link: https://www.alberta.ca/alberta-clubroot-management-plan.aspx. Many of the strategies for
sanitation can be extrapolated to weeds and weed seeds in soil as well. For example,
Aphanomyces root rot of peas is also soil borne, and AF's sanitation measures can be applied to
help control this disease in Alberta.
AF also supports industry/government activities such as the Clubroot Management Committee, a
multi-stakeholder group with interest in canola and clubroot. The Clubroot Management
Committee provides a forum to represent the interests and views of the agriculture and oil and
13

gas industries in Alberta and Western Canada regarding the management of clubroot. The
Committee:
• Recommends management strategies, and
• Assists in educating the agriculture, oil and gas industries in Western Canada about
clubroot and the threat it represents to canola and cole crop production.
Extension activities by AF include presentations to industry as well as field demonstrations on
sanitation and mitigating the risk of pest spread through equipment cleaning measures. Lectures
at colleges and universities reach both agriculture students as well as those in natural resource
management, land reclamation, and energy programs.
Additionally, AF co-leads the Biosecurity Working Group under the umbrella of the Canadian Plant
Health Council. The working group is invested in assessing gaps in on-farm biosecurity, which
includes equipment sanitation and mitigating the threats to crop health.
While we promote equipment sanitation in our presentations and field demonstrations, we do
not currently have additional educational activities planned.
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Unsatisfactory as it did not address the intent of
the resolution or meet the expectations of the Committee. The intent of the resolution was to encourage
the government of Alberta to commit to a campaign similar to the one they have for zebra mussels. A
letter from the Committee to the ministry explaining the unsatisfactory rating and clarifying the type of
response being requested will be sent. This topic will be brought up with the minister when the
Committee meets with him later this year.
This topic has been added to the list of advocacy topics to be brought to the attention of the Alberta
Canola Producers Commission to see if there is a fit with their organization or partners.
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RESOLUTION 5-20: AFSC ASSIST IN PREVENTING THE SPREAD OF REGULATED CROP PESTS
WHEREAS:

Crop diseases are becoming more prevalent and wide spread in Alberta due to
shortened crop rotations;

WHEREAS:

Disease resistance is breaking down more quickly due to shortened crop rotations;

WHEREAS:

Longer crop rotations can significantly decrease pest and disease infestations;

WHEREAS:

Most crop producers carry crop insurance through the provincial crown corporation
Agricultural Financial Services Corporation (AFSC);

WHEREAS:

AFSC has the ability to promote better and longer crop rotations by declining or pricing
insurance in a manner that discourages short crop rotations;

WHEREAS:

Other jurisdictions such as Saskatchewan use their provincial Crown corporations for
crop insurance to promote recommended crop rotations;

WHEREAS:

The Minister has the ability under the Agricultural Pests Act Section 3(d) to enter into an
agreement with AFSC to prevent establishment of or control or destroy pests;

WHEREAS:

During the 2015 ASB Provincial Conference Resolution #1 ADAPT CROP INSURANCE TO
PROTECT CLUBROOT TOLERANT VARIETIES was passed. The resolution requested similar
actions to be taken, the response report card deemed actions taken to be
unsatisfactory;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
That the Alberta Minister of Agriculture and Forestry per section 3(d) of the Agricultural Pests Act enter
into an agreement with AFSC to decline insurance on canola acres under their program if canola has
been planted back to back in rotation.
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
That the Alberta Minister of Agriculture and Forestry per section 3(d) of the Agricultural Pests Act enter
into an agreement with AFSC to impose an insurance premium on land which has been planted to
canola in contradiction to the Province’s Clubroot Management Plan.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Clubroot and blackleg of canola are some of the declared pests under Agriculture and Forestry's
Agricultural Pest Act (APA). This act sets out the duties of individuals and local authorities
(municipalities) related to the prevention and destruction of pests, and allows the local authority
to deal with pests that affect agricultural production. In addition, it also outlines the appointment
and powers of inspectors to enforce the APA.
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With support from the province, enforcement of the APA and the Pest and Nuisance Control
Regulation is done through Agriculture Service Boards and the Alberta Association of Agricultural
Fieldmen. Alberta also has a Clubroot Management Plan that outlines best management practices
for clubroot, which include various practices such as the use of resistant varieties, equipment
sanitization, and a one-in-four year crop rotation for crucifer crops.
In 2015 and 2016, Agriculture Financial Services Corporation (AFSC) included the topic of clubroot
management as a topic in the client consultation meetings held in several locations throughout
the province. Feedback indicated clients did not feel AFSC should enforce crop rotations or advise
on management practices. The current crop insurance mechanisms were seen as reasonably able
to cover most cases. For instance, while AFSC does not expressly prohibit growing practices that
may contribute to clubroot, the organization does encourage producers to use best management
practices through:
•
•

•
•

The option to deny or reduce an indemnity on a claim when best practices are not
followed;
The ability to provide coverage based on individual yield history. As a disease such as
clubroot adversely impacts crop yield, the subsequent coverage for that crop will be
adversely affected;
Applying a surcharge on subsequent coverage for producers with high loss experience;
and
Denying, limiting or restricting crop insurance coverage when any practice or action
taken by the insured would prove detrimental or would limit the production of a
producer's crop.

The removal of Fusarium head blight as a declared pest under the Pest and Nuisance Control
Regulation is a Red Tape Reduction initiative by Agriculture and Forestry. Alberta was the only
jurisdiction to regulate Fusarium, limiting growers and producers access to seed varieties.
Fusarium is established in significant portions of the province making absolute control of the pest
untenable. Moving to a best management practice approach to mitigate spread recognizes the
significance of the pest while allowing for more flexibility for producers to manage their
operations. Agriculture and Forestry has worked closely with our industry partners on this change
to ensure it is supported and the benefits recognized.
AGRICULTURE FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION ALBERTA
Clubroot, a serious soil-borne disease, is a declared pest under the Alberta Agricultural Pest Act
(APA). This act, which is administered by Alberta Agriculture and Forestry (AF), is the legislative
authority for the enforcement of control measures for declared pests.
This act sets out the duties of individuals and local authorities (municipalities) related to the
prevention and destruction of pests, and allows the local authority to deal with pests which affect
agricultural production. In addition, it also outlines the appointment and powers of inspectors to
enforce the APA.
Under the act, Agricultural Service Boards (ASBs) have the responsibility to administer and
enforce the APA. With support from the province, enforcement of the APA and the Pest and
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Nuisance Control Regulation is done through Agriculture Service Boards, the Alberta Association
of Municipal Districts and Counties, and the Alberta Association of Agricultural Fieldmen. Under
the APA, all agricultural fieldmen are inspectors. As such, the County is responsible for limiting the
spread of clubroot and providing adequate enforcement.
Alberta has a Clubroot Management Plan (CMP) that outlines best management practices for
clubroot. These best management practices include various practices such as the use of resistant
varieties, equipment sanitization and a one-in-four year crop rotation for crucifer crops.
In 2015 and 2016, AFSC included clubroot management as a topic in the client consultation
meetings held in several locations throughout the province. Feedback indicated clients did not
feel AFSC should enforce crop rotations or advise on management practices. The current crop
insurance mechanisms were seen as reasonable to cover most cases.
AFSC does not provide compensate producers for clubroot-related losses, even though clubroot is
a declared pest under the APA.
While AFSC does not expressly prohibit growing practices which may contribute to clubroot, it
encourages the use of best management practices through the following:
•

•

•
•

The ability to deny or reduce an indemnity on a claim when:
o improper crop rotation practices are used;
o seed not recommended for the area is used;
o unapproved, untimely or improperly applied methods for the control of plant
diseases are used; and
o failure to follow acceptable practices as recommended by the Alberta
government responsible for Agriculture (Alberta Agriculture and Forestry).
The ability to provide coverage based on individual yield history. As a disease (e.g.,
clubroot) adversely impacts crop yield, the subsequent coverage for that crop will be
adversely affected.
The ability to apply a surcharge on subsequent coverage for producers with high loss
experience.
The ability to deny, limit or restrict crop insurance coverage when any practice or action
taken by the insured would prove detrimental or limits the production of a producer’s
crop.

PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Unsatisfactory since the responses did not meet
the expectation of the ASB. The intent of the resolution was to reward producers who followed best
management practices outlined in the Clubroot Management Plan. We believe that offering lower
premiums to farmers that have a lower risk of clubroot, encourages producers to look at the Clubroot
Management Plan and consider adopting the recommended practices. Rewarding lower risk clients with
lower premiums is a common practice in the insurance industry, and fits with the mission of AFSC to
“…grow agriculture in Alberta.”. Following the recommendations of the Clubroot Management Plan
lowers the risk of clubroot increasing to levels that affect crop yields, and the profitability of the farms
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that support rural economies. The intent is not to impose further regulations, red tape or burden on
producers, or restrict in anyway the rights of producers to make decisions on their crop rotations.
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RESOLUTION 6-20: BEEHIVE DEPREDATION
WHEREAS:

Alberta agriculture has a spectrum of different farming and ranching operation;

WHEREAS:

The Ungulate Damage Prevention Program, offers producers advice and assistance to
prevent ungulates from spoiling stored feed and unharvested crops;

WHEREAS:

All commercially grown cereal, oilseed, special and other crops that can be insured
under the Production and Straight Hail Insurance programs are eligible for
compensation;

WHEREAS:

The Wildlife Predator Compensation Program provides compensation to ranchers whose
livestock are killed or injured by wildlife predators;

WHEREAS:

Alberta Beekeepers, as an Alberta Agricultural Producers, also experiences wildlife
damages such as hive destruction every year by bear depredation but is not covered by
a program;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
That Alberta Agriculture and Forestry, Alberta Environment and Parks work with Agriculture Financial
Services Corporation to amend the Wildlife Compensation Program to include coverage for hive
destruction by bear activity.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
From February 6 to 13, 2020, AFSC conducted five Input Advisory Groups meetings throughout
the province with Alberta beekeepers. These meetings—held in Falher, Lacombe, Lethbridge,
Vermillion, and Westlock—focused on the suite of Business Risk Management (BRM) and Wildlife
programs currently administered by AFSC and how those programs work for beekeepers.
AFSC is reviewing the feedback collected at these meetings and formulating potential program
improvements that will be vetted through additional industry consultation. Program
improvements are expected to be implemented by 2021.
AGRICULTURE FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION ALBERTA
From February 6 to 13, 2020, AFSC conducted five Input Advisory Groups (IAG) meetings
throughout the province with Alberta beekeepers. These meetings, held in Falher, Lacombe,
Lethbridge, Vermillion and Westlock, focused on the suite of Business Risk Management and
Wildlife programs currently administered by AFSC and how those programs work for beekeepers.
AFSC is reviewing the feedback collected at these meetings and formulating potential program
improvements that will be vetted through additional industry consultation. Program
improvements are expected to be implemented by 2021.
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ALBERTA ENVRONMENT AND PARKS
PROPOSED GRADE: Accept in Principle
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Accept in Principle as the responses to the
resolution were that there were consultations ongoing and changes to the program to be implemented
by 2021. The Committee has added this resolution to the list of resolutions to monitor and request
information as it becomes available.
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RESOLUTION 7-20: AGRICULTURAL RELATED LEASE DISPOSITIONS
WHEREAS:

Agricultural Lease Dispositions on Public Lands are an integral component of many
livestock operations throughout the Province of Alberta;

WHEREAS:

The demographics of the Province of Alberta’s Agricultural Producers indicate that the
sector is experiencing and will continue to experience the rapid succession of livestock
operations for the foreseeable future;

WHEREAS:

The sale and/or purchase of Agricultural Lease Dispositions represent the transfer of an
asset and the capital used to develop that asset;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
the Government of Alberta streamline and/or provide increased resources to expedite the disposition of
Agricultural Leases within the Province of Alberta.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Environment and Parks is modernizing and bringing into compliance all agricultural dispositions
under the Public Lands Administration Regulation. As part of this process, Environment and Parks
is overhauling its approach to agricultural dispositions to improve the assignment process, and
their goal is to ensure that department's approach is as streamlined as possible. So far, they have
updated the grazing rental rates and assignment fees. For more information, please visit
www.alberta.ca and search for "public lands fee updates".
Additionally, Environment and Parks has embarked on a grazing lease renewal backlog project, as
many of our agricultural dispositions have expired. They are excited about this project and have
already seen a significant positive impact on both their department and those that hold grazing
leases.
Environment and Parks is confident the work being done to streamline agricultural disposition
processing will better serve Albertans by shortening processing times.
ALBERTA ENVIRONMENT AND PARKS
Response as above
PROPOSED GRADE: Accept in Principle
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Accept in Principle as the responses indicated that
the government was aware of the issues and working to address them. It is noted that there was no
commitment to increased resources to address the problems, however streamlining the process was their
intention. The Committee will monitor this process and revisit when new information becomes available.
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RESOLUTION 8-20: EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK REMOVAL
WHEREAS:

Maintaining livestock health, viability and profitability during emergency situations such
as, but not limited to, disease, fire and flooding is a major priority to livestock
producers;

WHEREAS:

Livestock removal during emergency situations pose major challenges to producers’
safety, livelihoods and animal welfare;

WHEREAS:

Major challenges arise from transportation, acquiring pasture and red tape from various
departments to access grazing reserves;

WHEREAS:

These major challenges restrict the ability of these producers to evacuate rapidly and
pose serious risk to life and property;

WHEREAS:

Removal of red tape and rapid access to grazing reserves and/or created areas allotted
for the use during emergency situations would improve the evacuation process, protect
life and property;

WHEREAS:

Currently Municipal Affairs and Agriculture and Forestry do not coordinate an effort to
make livestock removal a priority under the Emergency Management Act in rural areas;

WHEREAS:

The purpose of an Agricultural Service Board is to improve the economic welfare and
safety of producers and by not having a provincial streamlined system to safely and
effectively remove and rehome livestock; emergency situations will continue to plague
the life and property of producers;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD REQUEST
that Municipal Affairs and Agriculture and Forestry work together to research and develop best practice
procedures in the event livestock are to be left behind due to an Evacuation Order issued under the
Emergency Management Act.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Agriculture and Forestry and Municipal Affairs, through the Alberta Emergency Management
Agency, acknowledge that livestock removal during emergency situations poses major challenges
to producer safety, livelihoods and animal welfare. We have been working together to improve
the emergency management systems' ability to address livestock concerns during emergencies,
including evacuations. The emergency management system is intricate and has a number of
different levels that need to be considered when addressing livestock in emergencies.
The initial responsibility for being prepared for emergencies rests with individuals (including
farmers and other small businesses). Each farm should have its own plan for when, how and to
where the farmer would evacuate their livestock should it be necessary. When the emergency
event is more than an individual or business can manage on their own, they should reach out to
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their municipality for assistance, who can provides support through the traditional emergency
services. The municipality is also responsible for developing response plans and strategies. When
the emergency event is greater than a community can manage on their own, they can reach out
to the provincial government for assistance. Requests for provincial assistance are coordinated
through the Alberta Emergency Management Agency's Provincial Emergency Operations Centre,
at which all provincial departments work collaboratively to provide support and assistance to
communities in need.
Following discussions with communities after the 2019 Wildfire season, Agriculture and Forestry is
looking at a multipronged approach to improving the emergency management system's ability to
address livestock issues, while enhancing farmers' awareness of the emergency management
system and their own emergency preparedness. In this regard, we will provide support to the
extension efforts of Agriculture Service Boards to enhance emergency planning at the community
level. Agriculture and Forestry will also continue to work with agriculture industry associations to
support on-farm emergency preparedness and the development of response and recovery
strategies for large emergencies, disease outbreaks or other disasters.
Further efforts in this area include finalizing the development of a temporary re-entry process
that communities could build upon and implement after they have ordered an evacuation;
working with the Alberta Emergency Management Agency to complete a "Livestock Emergency
Planning Guide" for communities; and working with Environment and Parks to develop a rapid
access protocol for the provincial grazing reserves, so that communities or the Provincial
Emergency Operations Centre will have a quick option to consider when there is a need to
evacuate large numbers of animals.
ALBERTA ENVIRONMENT AND PARKS
Answer was coordinated with AF. See above response.
ALBERTA MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS
Alberta's emergency management system operates on a decentralized model with local
authorities, such as municipalities, Metis Settlements, and First Nations having the primary
responsibility for managing emergency or disaster events within their boundaries. In January
2020, the Local Authority Emergency Management Regulation came into effect, and is intended to
strengthen local authority emergency management systems.
Decisions on evacuation are generally made by the local authority under a state of local
emergency, and would include considerations such as evacuation of livestock. I encourage local
authorities having a significant livestock presence in their communities to ensure they have
considered livestock evacuation within their municipal emergency management plans.
Thank you again for writing and for your efforts on behalf of Alberta's economic growth and
development.
PROPOSED GRADE: Accept in Principle
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Accept in Principle as the ministries are aware of
the need for Emergency Livestock Removal to be addressed in emergency response planning and have
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been working with the Alberta Emergency Management Agency to address the concerns that have come
out of the 2019 wildfire responses. The Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry is working on a
“multipronged” approach to improve the emergency response system and increase awareness of the
need for emergency response planning to be done by producers who own livestock, and states that they
will “support” efforts of municipalities to increase awareness with livestock owners. There were no firm
commitments to resources or activities in the resolution response, the Committee will monitor the
progress and follow up if needed.
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RESOLUTION 9-20: MANDATORY AGRICULTURE EDUCATION IN THE CLASSROOM
WHEREAS:

Agricultural production in Alberta has historically been and continues to
be a major economic force and employer of workers;

WHEREAS:

Generations ago, most Albertans grew up on the family farm and had an intimate
knowledge about how livestock, crops, and other agricultural commodities were
raised;

WHEREAS:

Most Albertans now live in urban non -farm environments and do not have the
same level of knowledge about how livestock, crops, and other agricultural
commodities are being raised;

WHEREAS:

The general public has historically had a high regard for agriculture and farmers as
they put food on their table in Alberta, Canada, and the rest of the world;

WHEREAS:

Modern agriculture in Alberta is being severely tested by concerns about how
livestock, crops, and agricultural produce is being raised, especially regarding
environmental impacts, animal cruelty, and farm safety;

WHEREAS:

Many of these concerns stem from a lack of knowledge about agriculture in
the general community;

WHEREAS:

Alberta Education is currently reviewing the teaching curriculum making it very
timely to consider this resolution;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that the Agricultural Service Boards, Rural Municipalities of Alberta and Alberta Agriculture & Forestry
work with other rural stakeholders, Alberta Education, and the Alberta Teachers’ Association to
request that mandatory agriculture education be implemented in the school curriculum in Alberta.
FURTHER THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Alberta Education be approached to add Canada Agriculture Day as an event to their school
activities.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
The Government of Alberta recognizes the need to connect consumers with where their food
comes from. To facilitate public understanding of the industry, government has taken concrete
steps to support agriculture education in our province.
In partnership with Alberta Education, Agriculture and Forestry has developed the Green
Certificate Program, a dual-credit program where students can earn both high school credits and
an industry certification in a variety of agriculture career paths. Students select a specialization,
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and under the guidance of a trainer, work towards mastering all of the skills within their training
program. Upon completion, the trainee receives 16 grade-12 credits.
We are also committed to working with Alberta Education as it reviews the curriculum to find
ways to integrate agriculture into Alberta's K-12 core courses like science and social studies.
Currently, agriculture is represented in subjects like Social Studies, Science, Foods and Health, but
many teachers may not have the knowledge or the resources to be able to integrate agriculture
themes into the curriculum.
To help facilitate getting agriculture into classrooms, Agriculture and Forestry developed a
Canadian Agricultural Partnership Public Trust Youth Agriculture Education Grant for industry
organizations and education organizations to develop curriculum-linked programs that build
public trust in agriculture. The grant has $2 million dollars allocated over the five-year agreement.

RURAL MUNICIPALITIES OF ALBERTA
Thank you for your letter dated February 7, 2020 regarding ASB resolution 9-20: Mandatory
Agriculture Education in the Classroom. I wanted to share with you a similar resolution endorsed
at our fall 2019 RMA convention, 23-19F: Mandatory Agriculture Education in the Classroom.
https://rmalberta.com/resolutions/23-19f-mandatory-agriculture-education-in-the-classroom/
We received a response from the Government of Alberta (GOA) outlining the current agricultural
education opportunities offered in Alberta schools. However, the GOA response does not indicate
action to have mandatory education in agricultural topics for all Alberta students. As a result, RMA
has assigned this resolution a status of intent not met.
I look forward to working together as we continue to advocate on this issue.

ALBERTA EDUCATION
I believe all Albertans share the same values in wanting a strong, vibrant education system that
meets the learning needs of all students and gives them the skills and knowledge they will need to
be successful in school, work and life.
As a farmer myself, I am very aware that agriculture is an important part of Alberta's economy,
and I appreciate the value of providing students with an understanding of this industry and of its
role in food production. Both the current Science and Social Studies Kindergarten to Grade 12
curriculum provide students opportunities to learn about a wide range of topics, including
concepts related to agriculture in Alberta. I have asked my department to explore the possibilities
of further enhancement to the curriculum.
Alberta's provincial Kindergarten to Grade 12 curriculum outlines what students are expected to
know, understand and be able to do in each subject and grade. While Alberta Education
determines curriculum content, teachers use their professional judgement to determine how
students achieve the learning outcomes in the provincial curriculum. School authorities have the
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autonomy, flexibility and responsibility to determine which supports, resources or programs are
most appropriate for their students and school community. This provides Alberta's school
jurisdictions with the opportunity to best address the needs of the students and the communities
they serve, using the resources available to them.
In order to ensure students in Alberta receive the best education possible, our government
established an independent curriculum advisory panel to provide a new vision for student
learning, as well as recommendations on the direction for future Kindergarten to Grade 12
curriculum. The panel's report is available at open.alberta.ca/publications/curricuJumadvisorypanel-recommendations-oi1-direction-for-curriculum, and a link to the draft vision for
student learning is available at www.alberta.ca/assets/documents/educ-draft-rninisterialorder.pdf .
The draft vision for student learning emphasizes the knowledge, skills and competencies that
students should have when they finish high school. Establishing a new vision for student learning
is an important first step in ensuring we take the right approach in updating the provincial
curriculum.
Government has engaged with Albertans through an online survey to gather feedback on the
panel's draft vision. This feedback, along with the recommendations from the curriculum advisory
panel, will help guide our work as we move forward with updating the curriculum.
I hope this information is helpful, and I appreciate you taking the time to write.
https://open.alberta.ca/publications/curriculum-advisory-panel-recommendations-on-directionfor-curriculum

ALBERTA TEACHERS ASSOCIATION
Thank you for providing the Alberta Teachers' Association with a copy of Resolution 9-20,
Mandatory Agriculture Education in the Classroom.
The Association is pleased to receive the resolution as information. However, Alberta Education,
not the Association, establishes the curriculum and the resolution is best directed to the ministry
for action. As the resolution notes, your advocacy is especially timely given that the ministry is
currently updating the curriculum.
Once again, thank you for sharing the resolution.
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution response as Unsatisfactory as the response from the
ministry did acknowledge the need for increased awareness of food and where it comes from, but did not
commit to making Agriculture Education mandatory. There was no response to the request to add
Canada Agriculture Day as an event in the school calendars. This response from the Ministry, the Alberta
Teachers Association and the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry is consistent with past responses. The
Committee will reach out to other organizations that are working to address this issue and see if there
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are other opportunities to have influence on this topic, and looks forward to hearing about activities
funded through the Canadian Agricultural Partnership Public Trust Youth Agriculture Education Grant.
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RESOLUTION 10-20: REINSTATE A SHELTERBELT PROGRAM
WHEREAS:

The Government of Canada cancelled the Prairie Shelterbelt Program in 2013, a
program which ran successfully from 1901-2013;

WHEREAS:

Shelterbelts provide many direct benefits to landowners, including snow trapping,
reducing soil erosion from wind, and acting as visual screens;

WHEREAS:

Shelterbelts provide indirect benefits to all Canadians by providing ecosystem services,
including carbon sequestration, wildlife habitat, and pollinator habitat;

WHEREAS:

Weather conditions and high levels of pest pressure has taken its toll on existing
shelterbelts;

WHEREAS:

Municipalities bear the extra cost of road maintenance (snow clearing, dust control)
when shelterbelts start to die;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Alberta Agriculture and Forestry implement a shelterbelt program
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
The Government of Alberta shelterbelt program closed in 1997, and the Government of Canada's
Prairie Shelterbelt Program closed in 2013. The programs provided technical services and tree and
shrub seedlings at no cost to eligible landowners. Municipalities also assisted with distribution of
seedlings as well as access to planting and maintenance equipment.
We recognize that shelterbelts provide a variety of positive benefits, including decreased soil
erosion, improved soil fertility and soil moisture retention, wildlife habitat, and carbon storage.
While there is no government shelterbelt program currently being considered, a number of
commercial nurseries have taken over the large-scale production of shelterbelt stock, and they
make them available at low cost to bulk orders. Agriculture and Forestry believes the private
sector can efficiently supply the need for shelterbelt stock in Alberta, while some Alberta counties
still make planting and maintenance equipment available through their Agriculture Service
Boards.
Shelterbelts and eco-buffers are eligible projects under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership
Environmental Stewardship and Climate Change - Producer program. The minimum shelterbelt
length is 100 meters, and there is a maximum price per tree of $5.00. Only native species of tree
will be approved. Program details and applications can be accessed at:
https://cap.alberta.ca/CAP/program/STEW PROD
AGRICUTLURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA – Minister
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The Government of Canada has a long history of working with provincial and territorial partners
and industry stakeholders to help support and enhance the sustainability of Canada’s agriculture
sector. This has included researching the benefits of on-farm woodlots and shelterbelts, and
encouraging their establishment on working lands. The Canadian Agricultural Partnership is
continuing to help producers to address soil and water conservation, reduce greenhouse gas
emissions, and adapt to climate change.
Under the Partnership, approximately $430 million is available for FPT cost-shared programs that
are designed to raise producer’s awareness of environmental risks and accelerate the adoption of
on-farm technologies and practices to reduce these risks, including the on-farm shelterbelts.
These cost-shared programs are delivered by provinces and territories, enabling them to reflect
the environmental priorities of the sector in each region, including identifying the practices and
technologies eligible for incentives to producers.
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC) remains committed to collaborating with provinces,
territories, and the sector to explore alternate approaches that support and encourage the
adoption of innovation and nature-based climate solutions, such as establishing shelterbelts, as a
way to address climate change and contribute toward Canada’s greenhouse gas emissions
reduction targets.
PROPOSED GRADE: Accept in Principle
COMMENTS: The committee graded this as Accept in Principle as it addresses the resolution in part, but
does not meet the expectations of the resolution. It is clear from the response that the ministry feels that
the funding provided to producers for native shelterbelt species under CAP and the programs offered by
commercial nurseries are sufficient.

30

RESOLUTION 11-20: COMPENSATION TO PRODUCERS ON DENIED LAND ACCESS TO
HUNTERS
DEFEATED AT THE 2020 PROVINCIAL ASB CONFERENCE

WHEREAS:

Damage to livestock fencing, stacked feed, green feed or silage pits has increased due to
the growing deer and elk population;

WHEREAS:

Damage caused by deer and elk may be reduced through best management practices
including issuance of additional hunting tags;

WHEREAS:

Controlled reduction of the ungulate population cannot be undertaken on lands where
hunting is not permitted;

WHEREAS:

No compensation should be paid to landowners for damage to fences, stacked feed,
green feed losses or silage pits and tubes if land access to hunters is denied;

WHEREAS:

Landowners can develop their own system to allow land access to hunters;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Alberta Environment and Parks withhold compensation for damage caused to fences, stacked feed
or green feed to landowners that do not permit access to land for hunting of wildlife.

STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE: N/A
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RESOLUTION 12-20: PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO PART XV OF THE FEDERAL HEALTH OF

ANIMALS REGULATIONS
WHEREAS:

Under the authority of the Federal Health of Animals Regulations, the Canadian Food
Inspection Agency is proposing significant amendments to the reporting requirements
regarding the movement of livestock in Canada;

WHEREAS:

The “data requirements” as identified by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency are
exhaustive, unreasonable and seriously taxing to many livestock producers and farm
operators;

WHEREAS:

Dependable, long range, high frequency identification tags and consequent readers are
not currently readily available;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
The Canadian Food Inspection Agency postpone their proposed amendments to the federal Health of
Animals Regulations until such a time that the identified “data requirements” can be accurately
collected by livestock producers and farm operators.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
The Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) is proposing amendments to the Federal traceability
regulations (Part XV of the Health of Animals Regulations, within the Health of Animals Act) that
will expand the scope of requirements for identifying and reporting the movement of beef, bison,
sheep and pigs, while introducing traceability requirements for goats and cervids.
The goal of the proposed amendments is to address gaps in Canada's traceability system,
identified during consultations in 2013 and 2015, to ensure a robust system and ability to trace
livestock in the event of a disease outbreak or natural disaster event.
As a result of the consultations, the CFIA revised several elements of the regulatory proposal and
ensured alignment with the Cattle Implementation Plan supported by the beef cattle sector.
Alberta supports and will continue to work with industry and our federal and provincial partners
on an integrated national traceability program. Alberta also remains committed to maintaining its
Premises Identification (PID) system and increasing PID registrations (with over 50,000 active
accounts in its PID system, Alberta has the highest level of PID registrations in the country).
In addition, Alberta is looking at ways to use current livestock movement reporting tools/systems
(e.g. livestock movement manifests) to report traceability information both provincially and
federally. The use of existing provincial movement reporting processes will simplify the process
for Alberta users and reduce duplication.
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Alberta has also developed a "Locate Premises" application (accessible online or through a mobile
device), which will allow producers and other livestock industry stakeholders to easily look up PID
Numbers for entry on livestock manifests. The URL address for the Locate Premises application is
https://lp.aqric.qov.ab.ca.
Finally, we encourage producers and other livestock industry stakeholders to express their
concerns to CFIA during the Canada Gazette 1 comment period. The proposed amendments were
expected to be published in spring 2020 at the earliest; however, due to COVID-19, only urgent
items are being published in the Canada Gazette at this time. Following the publication,
stakeholders will have 75 days to review and provide comment.
CANADIAN FOOD INSPECTION AGENCY – PRESIDENT Siddika Mithani, PhD
As detailed in Dr. Jaspinder Komal's response to Mr. Lawson's letter of July 22, 2019, the Canadian
Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) is considering advancing proposed regulations to strengthen the
traceability system in order to enable effective and timely disease control investigations, better
manage animal health, and help improve Canada's capacity to maintain market access as well as
consumer confidence.
With respect to resolution 12-20 of the Alberta Agricultural Service Board, I wanted to take this
opportunity to note that the current and proposed livestock traceability regulations are outcomebased; in that there is no prescribed method or technology by which regulated data is provided to
the administrators of the program or by which the identification numbers of tags must be read
and reported. CFIA encourages industry to innovate and explore effective technology that allows
for the introduction of effective identification tags and readers.
CFIA is having ongoing dialogue with industry sectors on the proposed requirements and open to
feedback. All stakeholders will have an opportunity to provide comments during the formal
consultation period upon publication in Canada Gazette, Part I.
I appreciate you forwarding the resolution, which will be taken into consideration as CFIA further
develops the regulatory proposal.
Thank you for writing about this important matter
CANADIAN FOOD INSPECTION AGENCEY – Chief Veterinary Officer
AGIRCULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA - Minister
PROPOSED GRADE: Accept in Principle
COMMENTS: The committee graded this resolution as Accept in Principle as there is still an opportunity
to participate in CFIA consultations through the federal government Gazette, and the resolution is being
taken under advisement by the CFIA. The referred to regulations were not published in this springs Part 1
of the Gazette so the Committee will watch for consultation opportunities in future Gazettes. It is clear
that the issue of long-range tag reading technology was not addressed or a concern to the CFIA or AF,
however the changes are being made in consultation with industry.
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RESOLUTION 13-20: CANADIAN PRODUCT AND CANADIAN MADE
WHEREAS:

The guidelines for "Product of Canada" and "Made in Canada" claims promote
compliance with subsection 5(1) of the Food and Drugs Act and subsection 6(1) of the
Safe Food for Canadians Act, which prohibit false and misleading claims;

WHEREAS:

A food product may use the claim "Product of Canada" when all or virtually all major
ingredients, processing, and labour used to make the food product are Canadian;

WHEREAS:

A "Made in Canada" claim with a qualifying statement can be used on a food product
when the last substantial transformation of the product occurred in Canada, even if
some ingredients are from other countries;

WHEREAS:

Products will qualify for a “Made in Canada” when at least 51% of the total direct cost of
producing or manufacturing the good must have occurred in Canada;

WHEREAS:

Some of our “Made in Canada” raw products such as honey could be mixed with up 30%
of imported honey which is misleading to the Canadians consumers;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
That Canadian Food Inspection Agency amend the Guidelines for "Product of Canada" and "Made in
Canada" claims to not include pure products such as honey.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Agriculture and Forestry supports and advocates for food labelling requirements that are modern,
consistent, and relevant to meet the needs of industry and consumers.
Agriculture and Forestry does not have jurisdiction on product claims or labelling guidelines for
food products. All food labelling requirements, including "Product of Canada" and "Made in
Canada", are enforced by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency as per their Guidelines for
“Product of Canada" and "Made in Canada" Claims. As per the guidelines, the "Product of Canada"
label can be used when 98 per cent or more of the major ingredients, processing, and labour used
to make the food product are Canadian in origin. The "Made in Canada" label can be used when
the last substantial transformation of the product occurred in Canada, with a qualifying statement
to indicate that the food product is made from imported ingredients or a combination of
imported and domestic ingredients.
The federal government conducted industry and public consultation on potential changes to these
guidelines in 2019. Some of the feedback they received to increase the number of products
eligible to use the claims, to promote Canadian products, recognizes investment, economic
growth in Canada (labour and manufacturing), to respond to consumer interest in knowing where
their food is coming from, and to help consumers make informed purchasing decisions.
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CANADIAN FOOD INSPECTION AGENCY- President
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA- Minister
I recognize that industry has raised concerns that the current “Product of Canada” and “Made in
Canada” guidelines are overly restrictive and inconsistent with some provincial requirements.
Recommendations to revise these guidelines were included in the Agri-Food Economic Strategy
Table Report. In response to these recommendations, CFIA and AAFC committed to review the
guidelines as part of the Agri-Food and Aquaculture Regulatory Roadmap.
The review sought to encourage increased use of the claims on food labels. AAFC consulted with
industry in March 2019 on a proposal to lower the 98 percent percent threshold for “Product of
Canada” claims to 85 percent, and to allow more flexibility for “Made in Canada” claims. CFIA’s
survey of Canadians in June 2019 sought to verify that any proposed changes continue to provide
valuable information for making purchasing decisions. These consultations generated a number of
comments from consumers and industry, including some similar to those outlined in your
resolution 13-20. These comments are being taken into consideration as the Government
considers next steps. The Government of Canada will communicate any changes that are made to
the guidelines to industry stakeholders and Canadians.
The 51 percent Canadian content requirement quoted in your resolution comes from a previous
policy. Currently, the use of the “Made in Canada” claim applies to food products whose
substantial transformation has occurred in Canada. You can find more details on CFIA’s current
guidelines for these claims at www.inspection.gc.ca/food-labelrequirements/labelling/industry/origin-claims-on-foodlabels/eng/1393622222140/1393622515592?chap=5#s1c5.
You may also be interested to know that, regarding honey, the Safe Food for Canadians
Regulations require any blended varieties to state the country or countries of origin on the label.
Any changes to “Product of Canada” and “Made in Canada” guidelines would not alter this
requirement. You can view the guidance on labelling blended honey at
www.inspection.gc.ca/foodlabelrequirements/labelling/industry/honey/eng/1392907854578/1392907941975?chap=6.

PROPOSED GRADE: Incomplete
COMMENTS: A response from the Canadian Food Inspection Agency was not received. The Agriculture
and Agrifood Canada response was received after the initial grading but will be reviewed in the final
report card.
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RESOLUTION E1-20: REVIEW OF BUSINESS RISK MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS
WHEREAS:

Current Business Risk Management Programs do not currently reflect the rising cost of
agriculture;

WHEREAS:

Western Canadian agricultural producers are in dire straits following this past year’s
cropping issues and marketing issues, both of which are from forces beyond their
control;

WHEREAS:

The current suite of programs available to farmers are insufficient to address the crisis
facing many agricultural producers; either new programs need to be developed or
increased competition in existing programs needs to occur;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada immediately begin a review of all Business Risk Management
Programs involving all stakeholders, including producers, to explore potential new programs or
amendments to current programs.
FURTHER THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada look to increase competition by allowing private industry access
to cost shared subsidies through programs like AgriInsurance to prevent certain companies from having
a monopoly on government subsidies.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
In 2018, the Canadian and provincial governments committed to a review of BRM programs. An
external panel, drawn from producers from across the country, was created to review the existing
programs and make recommendations to the ministers. At the ministers' meeting in July 2019,
the external panel made several recommendations to improve the BRM suite. Recommendations
included reviewing the AgriStability program, examining its complexity, timeliness and
predictability. Since the external panel's recommendations, federal and provincial officials have
been working on possible options to improve the program.
In December 2019, the ministers made an announcement that AgriStability would exclude
private-sector, producer-paid insurance payments as eligible AgriStability eligible income. This
change will allow AgriStability to provide more coverage in times of severe losses with private
insurance options (such as hail insurance, Global Ag Risk Solutions) complementing AgriStability,
bringing the producer back to a higher support level.
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At the same December meeting, ministers extended their commitment to the BRM review by
challenging federal and provincial officials to evaluate the BRM programs against specific
objectives and start to explore possible alternative approaches to BRM programming in Canada.
Ministers are aware of industry's ask to remove the Reference Margin Limit and return the
AgriStability trigger to 85 per cent of a producer's historical support level.
Federal and provincial ministers also acknowledged there are changing risks in the agriculture
sector, with climate and international trade highlighted as specific risks. Similarly, following the
last federal election, the federal mandate letter specifies that the BRM review should seek to
"draw on lessons from trade disputes" and emphasize "faster and better adapted support".
Federal and provincial officials are considering various options as potential replacements for
AgriStability as part of a longer-term approach to refreshing the BRM suite. On a parallel track,
work on short-term changes to AgriStability will continue.
For the past two years, AFSC has been meeting with producers at Input Advisory Group meetings
to seek input on how to improve AgriStability's simplicity, timeliness and predictability. AFSC is
currently engaged in province-wide Input Advisory Group meetings to facilitate producer
discussions on the way forward for our BRM programs. A summary of their findings will be made
available as soon as possible.
AGRICULTURE FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION ALBERTA
(Same as above)
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA - Minister
Federal, provincial, and territorial (FPT) officials are continuing to examine ways to improve
business risk management (BRM) programs. In December 2019, FPT ministers agreed to conduct
an assessment of the BRM programs to help guide the ongoing work to develop approaches to
better meet the needs of producers and make programs more effective, agile, timely, and
equitable for producers. We continue to work with our provincial and territorial partners to
ensure that the suite of programs is meeting new and evolving risks in the sector.
Under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership, FPT governments continue to provide support to
producers through BRM programs, as well as strategic initiative programs. This includes $2 billion
in FPT cost-shared strategic initiatives and $1 billion in federal activities and programs aimed at
growing trade and expanding markets, fostering innovative and sustainable growth in the sector,
and supporting diversity in a dynamic, evolving sector. Over the Growing Forward 2 period (2012
2017), FPT governments provided producers across Canada with over $8 billion in support.
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Unsatisfactory as the response from Alberta
Agriculture and Forestry did not address trade relations and they have not committed to doing anything
to address the resolution. The Agriculture and Agrifood Canada response was received after the initial
grading but will be reviewed in the final report card. The Committee will draft letters to the respective
ministries relaying the grade and the reasons.
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RESOLUTION E2-20: INITIATE AGRIRECOVERY FRAMEWORK
WHEREAS:

AgriRecovery is a federal-provincial-territorial disaster relief framework intended to
work together with the core Business Risk Management Programs to help agricultural
producers recover from natural disasters and the extraordinary costs producers must
take on to recover from disasters;

WHEREAS:

Numerous municipalities have declared an agricultural disaster due to drought, fire,
flood, early frost, disease and excessive moisture;

WHEREAS:

These producers accrued exorbitant costs to even attempt harvest or put up feed,
manage tough grain, feed shortages and the rehabilitation of land in the coming years;

WHEREAS:

The current agriculture and economic climates is plagued by lower commodity prices
from trade restrictions and poor relations leading to lower profits and decreased cash
flow;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada and Alberta Agriculture and Forestry work together to initiate the
AgriRecovery disaster framework and begin an immediate analysis of impact for additional financial
support to assist field rehabilitation, costs accrued to attempt harvest and manage tough grain, feed
shortages, losses incurred from lower commodity prices due to trade wars and any other out of the
ordinary accrued expenses upon assessment.
FURTHER THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada immediately work to resolve trade restrictions and improve
relations with countries like China and India to improve movement and commodity prices.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
The Government of Alberta appreciates that harsh weather conditions experienced by Alberta
producers in 2019 have created challenges, and have resulted in the declaration of a State of
Agricultural Disaster by several municipalities. Many of the expenses identified as part of these
weather events are covered within the full suite of BRM programs, which include AgriStability,
Agrilnsurance, and Agrilnvest. These programs are designed to cover severe margin declines and
production declines in perennial and annual crops, and they also provide self-directed saving
accounts for investments.
Part of this suite is the AgriRecovery framework. AgriRecovery works in conjunction with the
existing programs to help producers recover from natural disasters. The focus of AgriRecovery is
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the extraordinary costs producers face to recover from natural disasters like disease, pests, or
weather-related events, such a large-scale flooding or tornadoes. The AgriRecovery framework
provides a method for officials to determine if an AgriRecovery initiative should be pursued. This
is a two-stage process that includes a preliminary assessment and a secondary, or full,
AgriRecovery assessment.
The preliminary assessment evaluates each disaster event individually. This is done to determine
the size and scope of a situation by looking at specific criteria that answer the following questions:
Is it a recurring event (has it happened before)? Is it an abnormal event (how often has it
happened)? And are there significant, extraordinary costs that threaten the viability of an
operation?
While the situation farmers currently face is difficult, it is unlikely this year's situation would pass
the preliminary AgriRecovery assessment. There have been challenging harvests in the past,
including snowed under acres, and an AgriRecovery program has not been declared.
The secondary, or full assessment, would evaluate each of the extraordinary costs identified and
whether those costs would be covered by existing programs, insurance or other initiativessuch as
the Livestock Tax Deferral Program. There are some items that would not be eligible for
compensation under the AgriRecovery framework. These include costs such as taxes, machinery
costs, repairs or alterations, or the sale of agricultural commodities. The secondary assessment
also looks at what programs were/are available to producers and determines how well the
existing programs respond to the identified extraordinary expenses.
The majority of costs accrued to harvest and manage tough grain or to purchase feed are eligible
expenses under the AgriStability program. This program is designed to respond when there is a
fluctuation in prices, be it from normal market fluctuations or trade restrictions put in place by
other countries. In order to pass the secondary assessment, these costs would have to equate to a
30 per cent decline in a producer's program year margin compared to historical or the program
reference margin. These estimates are done regardless of whether a producer in enrolled in the
program, as it is support already available to producers.
AFSC is also monitoring the spring harvest conditions, as many of the producers in the province
will try to harvest their crops this spring. Producers who are not able to harvest their crops and
who have crop insurance coverage may be eligible for benefits under Agrilnsurance.
At this time, there is a sense that the existing suite of programs should be able to address many of
the challenges faced by producers, as the programs are designed based on an individual
producer's situation. This individual design ensures producers that are impacted have access to
support even if other producers or areas are impacted less by the specific events.
Under AgriStability, producers are eligible for compensation when their current year margin falls
below 70 per cent of their historical level of support or reference margin. The program is designed
to focus on helping producers experiencing severe margin declines, beyond normal risks or
fluctuations. Producers participating in AgriStability may be able to receive an interim AgriStability
advance, depending on their current situation, which may help with cash flow.
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Also to assist with cash flow, impacted producers may want to consider applying for a cash
advance through the Feeders Association of Alberta, Canadian Canola Growers Association, or the
Alberta Wheat Commission. Eligible producers are able to access up to $1 million, with the initial
$100,000 being interest free for eligible commodities.
AGRICULTURE FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION ALBERTA
ndividual producers have access to a suite of Business Risk Management (BRM) programs –
AgriStability, AgriInsurance, and AgriInvest. These programs are designed to cover severe margin
declines and production declines in perennial and annual crops and also provide self-directed
saving accounts for investments.
Part of this suite is the AgriRecovery framework. AgriRecovery works in conjunction with the
existing programs to help producers recover from natural disasters. The focus of AgriRecovery is
the extraordinary costs producers face to recover from natural disasters like disease, pest or
weather-related events, such a large-scale flooding or tornadoes.
The AgriRecovery framework provides a method for officials to determine if an AgriRecovery
initiative should be pursued. This is a two-stage process that includes a preliminary assessment
and a secondary, or full, AgriRecovery assessment.
The preliminary assessment evaluates each disaster event individually. This is done to determine
the size and scope of a situation by looking specific criteria that answer the following questions:
•
•
•

Is it a recurring event (has it happened before)?
Is it an abnormal event (how often has it happened)? and
Are there significant, extraordinary costs that threaten the viability of an operation?

The secondary, or full assessment, would evaluate each of the extraordinary costs identified and
whether those costs would be covered by existing programs, insurance or other initiatives— such
as the Livestock Tax Deferral Program. There are some items that would not be eligible for
compensation under the AgriRecovery framework. These include costs such as taxes, machinery
costs, repairs or alterations or the sale of agricultural commodities. The secondary assessment
also looks at what programs were/are available to producers and determines how well the
existing programs respond to the identified extraordinary expenses.
Under AgriStability, producers are eligible for compensation when their current year margin falls
below 70 per cent of their historical level of support or reference margin. The program is designed
to focus on helping producers experiencing severe margin declines, beyond normal risks or
fluctuations. Producers participating in AgriStability may be able to receive an interim AgriStability
advance, depending on their current situation, which may help with cash flow.
Additionally, to help assist with cash flow, impacted producers may want to consider applying for
a cash advance through the Feeders Association of Alberta, Canadian Canola Growers Association
or the Alberta Wheat Commission. Eligible producers are able to access up to $1 million, with the
initial $100,000 being interest free for eligible commodities.

40

Although the harsh weather conditions experienced by Alberta producers in 2019 have resulted in
the declaration of a State of Agricultural Disaster by several municipalities, many of the expenses
identified are covered within the full suite of BRM programs.
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA – Minister
In addition, the recently announced national AgriRecovery initiative, of up to $125 million in
funding, will help producers faced with costs incurred by COVID-19. This includes a $50-million
set-aside program for cattle producers dealing with the consequences of market disruptions. I
encourage your organization and industry groups across Canada to continue to work with
provincial and territorial governments to initiate AgriRecovery assessments to provide support to
producers facing extraordinary costs associated with recovering from a disaster.
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this response as Unsatisfactory as it does not address the resolution
but rather lists in detail the programs currently available. The Agriculture and Agrifood Canada response
was received after the initial grading but will be reviewed in the final report card. The Committee will
draft letters to the respective ministries relaying the grade and the reasons.
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RESOLUTION E3-20: AGRIINVEST AND AGRISTABILITY CHANGES
WHEREAS:

Business Risk Management Programs such as AgriInvest are administered federally by
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada;

WHEREAS:

AgriInvest lowered the percentage of allowable net sales and does not keep up with the
rising cost of farms production;

WHEREAS:

Business Risk Management Programs such as AgriStability are administered through
Agriculture Financial Services Corporation in Alberta;

WHEREAS:

AgriStability recently lowered the reference margin and added reference margin limits;

WHEREAS:

The purpose of AgriStability is to provide support for a large margin decline and the
purpose of AgriInvest is to help manage small income declines;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Alberta Agriculture and Forestry, and Agriculture Financial
Services Corporation (AFSC) work collaboratively to adjust AgriStability to increase covered losses
starting at 85 per cent of reference margins and for the removal of Reference Margin Limits.
FURTHER THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST
that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Alberta Agriculture and Forestry and Canada Revenue Agency
adjust AgriInvest to move the Allowable Net Sales under AgriInvest to 3 percent with maximum
Allowable Net Sales of $500,000.00.
STATUS: Provincial
RESPONSE:
ALBERTA AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
Under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership, the federal and provincial governments committed
to a review of BRM programming to ensure that producers were covered for severe losses. An
external panel completed the review and provided recommendations to the federal and provincial
governments on how to improve the current suite of BRM programs, while remaining cost
neutral.
The review panel indicated they did not want to see Agrilnvest maintained. At this time, there has
been no commitment or desire to increase the maximum deposit to Agrilnvest accounts from
$10,000 to $15,000. There are currently over 23,600 producers in Alberta that have Agrilnvest
balances that average over $27,500. Producers could use these account balances to help offset
the costs associated with the difficult harvest conditions of 2019.
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In response to the recommendations, AFSC conducted Input Advisory Group meetings at seven
locations across Alberta, from north to south Alberta, to get producer input on possible
programming changes. To date, the BRM review has been focused on improving the timeliness,
predictability and simplicity of the AgriStability program. AFSC found most Alberta producers
would like to see the program simplified, which, in tum, could make it more predictable. To
simplify and improve the program responsiveness, all private-sector insurance payments have
been removed as income for the program year margin for the 2020 AgriStability program year.
This will allow producers to benefit from participating in private insurance programs without
having their AgriStability payment reduced when receiving a payment from a private-sector
insurance program, such as hail insurance or the Western Livestock Price Insurance Program.
Additionally, in response to the numerous requests received by industry, we have prioritized our
efforts to explore the feasibility of removing the Reference Margin Limit. Removing the limit
would increase the total liabilities covered by governments, which would translate into increased
costs to the program. At this time, the costs to remove the limit is unknown, and as such,
governments are not able to commit to seeking additional funding to pay for these costs.
Under the Growing Forward 2 and Canadian Agricultural Partnership agreements, governments
developed a policy position stating that BRM programming should not cover normal losses, and
should focus on severe or disaster situations. This is one of the reasons the AgriStability trigger
was changed from 85 to 70 per cent of a producer's reference margin. This move was a shift away
from the previous Agriculture Policy Framework and Growing Forward agreements that were
more focused on providing income assurance. Returning to the 85 per cent trigger will require a
review of how it conforms with our international trade obligations, as well as determining the
costs to governments.
The federal and provincial governments have committed to continuing the BRM review. Some of
the focus will continue to be on program design, although the review will also include program
objectives. This includes a review of the fairness and accessibility of producers to BRM
programming. For example, the AgriStability program is a whole-farm program, intended to
provide coverage for all producers, in all sectors, regardless of their farm structure. As such,
AgriStability provides coverage to areas within the agriculture sector that do not have access to,
or have limited access to, crop insurance products.
With an understanding of the current trade, market, and production challenges faced by many
producers, it is important that government and industry at the national, provincial, and regional
levels work together to improve our suite of BRM programming.
AGRICULTURE FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION ALBERTA
Under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership (CAP), the federal and provincial governments
committed to a review of BRM programming to ensure that producers were covered for more
severe losses and not for what is considered normal risk. An external panel completed thereview
and provided recommendations to the federal and provincial governments on how to improve the
current suite of BRM programs, while remaining cost neutral (no new funding).
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In response to the recommendations, AFSC conducted Input Advisory Group meetings at seven
locations across Alberta, from north to the south, to get Alberta producers’ input on possible
programming changes. To date, the BRM review has been focused on improving the timeliness,
predictability and simplicity of the AgriStability program. AFSC found most Alberta producers
would like to see the program simplified, which, in turn, could make it more predictable. To
simplify and improve the program responsiveness, all private-sector insurance payments have
been removed as income for the program year margin for the 2020 AgriStability program year.
This will allow producers to benefit from participating in private insurance programs without
having their AgriStability payment reduced when receiving a payment from a private-sector
insurance program, such as hail insurance or the Western Livestock Price Insurance Program.
Additionally, in response to the numerous requests received by industry, we have prioritized our
efforts to explore the feasibility of removing the Reference Margin Limit. Removing the limit
would increase the total liabilities covered by governments, which would translate into increased
costs to the program. At this time, the costs to remove the limit is unknown, and as such,
governments are not able to commit to seeking additional funding to pay for these costs.
Under the Growing Forward2 and Canadian Agricultural Partnership agreements, governments
developed a policy position, stating that BRM programming should not cover normal losses, and
should focus on severe or disaster situations. This is one of the reasons the AgriStability trigger
was changed from 85 to 70 per cent of a producer’s reference margin. This move was a shift away
from the previous Agriculture Policy Framework and Growing Forward agreements that were
more focused on providing income assurance. Returning to the 85 per cent trigger will require a
review of how it conforms with our international trade obligations, as well as determining the
costs to governments.
The federal and provincial governments have committed to continuing the BRM review. Some of
the focus will continue to be on program design, although the review will also include program
objectives. This includes a review of the fairness and accessibility of producers to BRM
programming. For example, the AgriStability program is a whole-farm program, intended to
provide coverage for all producers, in all sectors, regardless of their farm structure. As such,
AgriStability provides coverage to areas within the agriculture sector that do not have access to,
or have limited access to, crop insurance products.
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD CANADA – Minister
To enable AgriStability to help more producers manage the challenges of COVID-19, the
enrollment deadline for the 2020 program year has been extended without penalty, from April 30
to July 3, 2020. Furthermore, interim payments have been increased from 50 to 75 percent in
most jurisdictions, facilitating greater access to cash flow.
CANADA REVINUE AGENCY – Minister
PROPOSED GRADE: Unsatisfactory
COMMENTS: The Committee graded this resolution as Unsatisfactory as it did not address moving the
Allowable Net Sales under AgriInvest to 3 percent with maximum Allowable Net Sales of $500,000. The
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Agriculture and Agrifood Canada response was received after the initial grading but will be reviewed in
the final report card. The Committee will draft letters to the respective ministries relaying the grade and
the reasons.
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2020 Resolution Grading
How to Use:

1.
2.
3.
4.

Use dropdown menu to insert name of muncipality in Box A24 (highlighted)
Use dropdown menu in column D to grade each resolution
Add comments that can assist the Committee in assigning final grade in Column E
Submit completed spreadsheet by September 25 to Linda Hunt, Executive Assistant to the ASB Provincial Committee at: asbprovcommittee@gmail.com

Definitions:

Accept the Response
A response that has been graded as Accept the Response addresses the resolution as presented or meets the expectations of the Provincial ASB Committee.
Accept in Principle
A response that is graded Accept in Principle addresses the resolution in part or contains information that indicates that further action is being considered.
Incomplete
A response that is graded as Incomplete does not provide enough information or does not completely address the resolution.
Follow up is required to solicit information for the Provincial ASB Committee to make an informed decision on how to proceed.
Unsatisfactory
A response that is graded as Unsatisfactory does not address the resolution as presented or does not meet the expectations of the Provincial ASB Committee
Municipality Name

Resolution Number
1-20
2-20
3-20
4-20
5-20
6-20
7-20
8-20
9-20
10-20
11-20
12-20
13-20
E1-20
E2-20
E3-20

Resolution Name
Ropin’ the Web
Weed and Pest Surveillance and Monitoring Technology Grant
Clubroot Pathotype Testing
Education Campaign for Cleanliness of Equipment for Industry Sectors
AFSC Assist in Preventing the Spread of Regulated Crop Pests
Beehive Depredation
Agricultural Related Lease Dispositions
Emergency Livestock Removal
Mandatory Agriculture Education in the Classroom
Reinstate a Shelterbelt Program
Compensation to Producers on Denied Land Access to Hunters
Proposed Amendments to Part XV of the Federal Health of Animals Regulations
Canadian Product and Canadian Made
Review of Business Risk Management Programs
Initiate Agri-Recovery Framework
Agri-Invest and Agri-Stability Changes

Grade

Comments

Item 5 e)

Recommendation to
Agricultural Service Board

REPORT NAME
2021 Provincial & NW Region Agricultural Service Board Conferences Update

RECOMMENDATION
That the Agricultural Service Board receive the 2021 Provincial & NW Region Agricultural
Service Board conferences September 8, 2020 update as information and further, that the board
advise administration with preference(s) for delivery of the virtual conferences:
• at home
• in the office
• in council chambers
• a combination of the above

IMPLICATIONS
Reason: Delivery of the upcoming Provincial and NW Region Agricultural Service Board
Conferences will be held virtually.
Authority (MGA/Bylaw/Policy): Agricultural Service Board Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta
2000 and Bylaw 31-08 Agricultural Service Board
Funding Required:

N/A

Funding Source:

N/A

BACKGROUND
•

Due to the Government of Alberta restrictions on indoor gatherings, the conferences will
be delivered virtually and are scheduled as follows:
o

2020 Northwest Region Agricultural Service Board Conference:
October 29, 2020 – 10:00am

o

2021 Provincial ASB Conference: January 18-21, 2021

•

As of September 8, 2020, the agendas have not been released. This information will be
circulated to board members once it is available.

•

Administration will work with IT to organize the method of delivery of the virtual
conference as requested by members of the Agricultural Service Board.

ATTACHMENTS
1. NW Region ASB Conference Invitation
Submitted by: Brendan deMilliano, Agricultural Services Foreman
Reviewed by: Aaron Van Beers, Manager of Agricultural Services
Date: September 8, 2020

2020 Northwest Region
Agricultural Service Board Conference
___________________________________

October 29, 2020
Via Online Meeting @ 10:00 AM
___________________________________

Resolutions to be submitted to
russ.jassman@mdlsr.ca
up to and including September 30, 2020
___________________________________

Agenda, Registration Form and link to
online meeting to follow in September
___________________________________
For further information, contact:
Peggy Laing, Administrative Assistant at 780-681-3929.

Item 5 f)

Recommendation to
Agricultural Service Board

REPORT NAME
Proposed 2021 Agricultural Service Board Meeting Schedule

RECOMMENDATION
That with reference to the Agricultural Service Board meetings for the 2021 calendar year, the
Agricultural Service Board approves the following schedule of meetings to commence at 9:00
a.m. in the Leduc County Council Chambers:
•
•
•
•

Monday, January 25, 2021
Monday, March 8, 2021
Monday, April 12, 2021
Monday, June 14, 2021

•
•
•

Monday, September 13, 2021
Monday, November 8, 2021
Monday, December 13, 2021

Or at the call of the Chair.

IMPLICATIONS
Reason: Regular meeting of the Agricultural Service Board
Authority (MGA/Bylaw/Policy): Province of Alberta Agricultural Service Board Act, Section
2 and Section 3; Leduc County Bylaw 31-08
Funding Required:
N/A
Funding Source:
N/A

BACKGROUND
•

•

Since 2009, Agricultural Service Board meetings have been scheduled, generally, for seven
dates annually commencing at 9 am on the second Monday of designated months. These
dates provide meeting opportunities to deliver timely reports on Agricultural Services
programs and to hear direction from the board.
The proposed dates coincide with the Public Works Committee afternoon meetings for
board/committee members’ convenience for all dates excluding Monday, January 25, 2021.

ATTACHMENTS
None

Submitted by: Brendan deMilliano, Agricultural Services Foreman
Reviewed by: Aaron Van Beers, Manager of Agricultural Services
Date: September 8, 2020

Item 7 a)

Item 7 b)
Lucinda Melnikel
Subject:

FW: 2020 BMO Farm Family Award

From: Northlands Agriculture >
Subject: 2020 BMO Farm Family Award
Thank you for nominating a deserving family from your municipality for the 2020 BMO Farm Family Award.
The awards banquet was scheduled to take place during Farmfair International this November. Unfortunately, due to
the ongoing COVID 19 pandemic and event gathering restrictions, Northlands was forced to make the difficult decision
to cancel the 2020 event.
BMO & Northlands have been in discussions on how to best recognize the hard work and dedication of this year’s
recipients outside of the traditional event program. It was decided that the best course of action was to postpone any
recognition event until 2021. We will continue to monitor the situation and update you as soon as we know the date of
the rescheduled event.
We have also notified all of the 2020 recipients and will continue to keep them updated as more information becomes
available.
Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.
Regards
Kimberly

Kimberly Sekura-Zagar
Agriculture Coordinator
Agriculture
northlands.com
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Item 7 c)

Notifications
COVID-19: Alberta is in Stage 2 of relaunch. Continue acting safely to prevent the spread while
supporting Alberta businesses. Find out how.

Home → Business and economy → Agriculture → Agri-food and local food → Food
safety → Meat inspection → On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence

On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence
Albertans can apply for a licence to operate as an On-Farm Slaughter Operation under the Meat Inspection Act
and Meat Inspection Regulation.

Overview
The On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence enables an individual to conduct on-farm slaughter and processing
activities on their property.
This licence will enable a livestock producer to sell a live animal to a customer and the customer can have the
animal slaughtered and processed on the farm. The producer, a mobile butcher or any other individual can
slaughter an animal if it is done humanely and safely.
The licensed operator can slaughter and process meat as a part of an uninspected slaughter operation as per
section 11(d) of the Meat Inspection Regulation.
This licence also enables an individual to provide a location for others to conduct on-farm slaughter and
processing activities such as for 4H slaughters and for religious celebrations.
The meat from the animal is uninspected and is for the consumption of the customer and the customer’s
immediate household only. The meat is not for sale or further distribution.

Related legislative requirements
Meat Inspection Act
Meat Inspection Regulation
Animal Protection Act
Disposal of Dead Animals Regulation
Premises Identification Number Program
Guidance on Specified Risk Material
https://www.alberta.ca/on-farm-slaughter-operation-licence.aspx
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Humane Transport and Animal Welfare
Canadian Cattle Identification Agency (CCIA)
Livestock Identification Services

Licensee responsibilities
Licence holders are responsible for reviewing and following applicable legislation and other licensing
requirements as identified on the application form.
Licence holders are responsible for adequately labelling product with the :
Name of slaughter operation
Slaughter date (including day, month and year)
Licence holders are responsible for providing potable water.
Licence holders may choose to slaughter under their licence, or may authorize any person (including a
mobile butcher) to slaughter under their licence. The licence holder shall ensure that the animal(s) are
slaughtered humanely and safely. Every carcass must be kept in a safe and sanitary manner and at a
temperature that ensures that meat will be free of spoilage and contamination.
Zoning restrictions limit slaughter in some areas such as municipalities, on the premises of a licensed meat
facility, or on the premises of a licensed mobile butcher facility. The licence holder is responsible for
ensuring compliance with bylaws in their municipality.
Licence holders are required to submit quarterly reports within 2 weeks of the end of each quarter.

Eligibility
You can apply for an Alberta On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence if you:
operate in Alberta
are at least 18 years of age

Cost
5-year licence fee: $100
Licences are valid 5 years from the date of issue.

How to apply
Step 1. Review licensing requirements outlined in the application
Step 2. Fill out application
Download the PDF fillable application form to your computer, or print the application, then fill in the requested
information:
Application for an On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence (PDF, 3.1 MB)
Note: In order for your application to be processed, the form must be complete.
https://www.alberta.ca/on-farm-slaughter-operation-licence.aspx
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Trouble opening or completing PDF forms?
Fillable forms do not open properly on some mobile devices and web browsers. To fill in and save this form:
1. Click on the PDF link to save it on your computer.
2. Launch Adobe Reader.
3. Open the PDF from within Adobe Reader. You can now fill and save your form.

Step 3. Send in application and payment
Online
Submit application
Email your completed application form by clicking on the “Submit by Email” button at the bottom of the form.
Pay the fee
When applying online, you can use your credit card with Alberta Agriculture and Forestry's online payment
system:
Pay fees online
When filling out the payment form, enter the following:
Under 'Program area', select: ‘Agriculture General’
Under 'Service you are paying for', enter: ‘On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence'
By mail
Submit application and fee
If not applying online, you can mail in your application form and your cheque or money order.
Cheques or money orders should be payable to the Government of Alberta and mailed with your application
form to the address below:
Attention: Licensing
Meat and Dairy Inspection Section
Agriculture and Forestry
Suite 100, J.G. O’Donoghue Building
7000 113 Street
Edmonton, Alberta T6H 5T6
Do not send cash.

Step 4. After you apply
https://www.alberta.ca/on-farm-slaughter-operation-licence.aspx
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After your application has been reviewed and processed, your licence will be sent to you by email or post.
Processing your application may take 2 to 4 weeks.

Reporting requirements
Reporting schedule
On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence holders must submit a report within 2 weeks of the end of each of these
quarters:
Quarter 1: January to March
Quarter 2: April to June
Quarter 3: July to September
Quarter 4: October to December
Quarterly reporting enables Agriculture and Forestry to monitor designated slaughter limits per producer or
customer consumption. Adhering to slaughter limits is the responsibility of the producer or customer.
The On-Farm Slaughter Operation Licence reporting form will be posted soon.
Animal slaughter limits per customer or producer per 12-month period:
Six (6) bovine or other large red meat animal (for example: bison, elk, yak, ostrich)
Twelve (12) swine
Twelve (12) ovine
Twelve (12) caprine
150 poultry or other small animal (for example: quail, rabbit)

Submit report
Email
Send your completed PDF report form by clicking on the “Submit by Email” button at the bottom of the form.
Mail
If you are not sending your report forms by email, mail your printed reports to the mailing address that appears
above on this page.

Contact
If you have any questions, email: af.foodsafety@gov.ab.ca.

Related
Livestock mortality management
https://www.alberta.ca/on-farm-slaughter-operation-licence.aspx
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Livestock traceability
Biosecurity and livestock

© 2020 Government of Alberta
Home

https://www.alberta.ca/on-farm-slaughter-operation-licence.aspx
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Supporting the future of agriculture
Scholarship opportunities
Agricultural Service Board Bursary
The Leduc County Agricultural Service Board encourages
future careers in agriculture through five bursary awards of
$1000 each to support students in an agricultural-related
post secondary program.
The Agricultural Service Board bursaries are available to
Leduc County residents or to children of county residents.
Application forms are available on our website or from the
Agricultural Services office at 780-955-4593.
Applications must be received before November 30, 2020.

For more information, please call 780-955-4593
www.leduc-county.com/scholarships

Agricultural Service Board
Bursary Application

Agricultural Services
101-1101 5 St., Nisku, AB T9E 2X3
p: 780-955-4593 f: 780-979-0032
ag@leduc-county.com

Guidelines for Eligibility
•
•
•
•

Enrollment in an agricultural-related post-secondary program for the current academic year.
Applicant must be a Leduc County resident or a child of a current resident.
Please include an essay, approximately 500 words in length, describing your future aspirations and how your
education will support those goals.
Deadline for applications is November 30.

Applicant Information
Applicant name
Mailing address
Phone

Email

Legal land location
Education Information
High school attended
Post-secondary institution
Post-secondary program
Community Involvement Information
Please list community organizations, clubs, and projects that you have been part of in the last five years
1. Organization/club/projects
How long?
Involvement
Contact name
Contact phone/email
2. Organization/club/projects

How long?

Involvement
Contact name
Contact phone/email

AG 01-2020

Page 1 of 2

3. Other achievements or special interests/hobbies

Declaration
I declare the foregoing information is correct to the best of my knowledge. I have included:
1. Completed, signed application form
2. Essay
3. Proof of post-secondary program acceptance (copy of acceptance letter or course registration).

Signature of Applicant

Date of Application

All applications will be reviewed at the first scheduled Agricultural Service Board meeting following the November 30
deadline. Verification of applicant eligibility will be made, at the Board’s sole discretion with respect to the eligibility
guidelines. All applicants will be contacted once selection has been finalized.
NOTE: If applicant is successful, social insurance number and birth date information will be requested for completion
of T4-A forms, as required by Revenue Canada.
Your personal information is collected by Leduc County under the authority of section 33(c) of the Alberta Freedom of Information and Protection of
Privacy Act. It will be used for the purposes for which it is collected. Questions concerning the collection and use of this information can be directed
to the Leduc County’s FOIP coordinator at FOIP@leduc-county.com.

AG 01-2020
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Office Report
By Brenda Kossowan, Business Manager

Special thanks to our summer technician, Olivia Handel , who
has been doing the lion’s share of sampling for our
contribution to the province-wide Soil Health Benchmarking
Project. Spearheaded by the Chinook Agricultural Research
Association’s soil health lab at Oyen, the project will look at
the impact of various management practices on various types
of soils in various areas of the province.
We have a tendency to get a bit clinical when we look at a
forage crop or a pasture. In her journeys, Olivia has taken
along her love for photography and captured some nice
images along the way. She has truly captured the colours of
July in the image chosen for the cover of this month’s edition
of The Blade. Olivia shares more of the insight she has gained
during these past few weeks in a report on Page 7. It is my
hope that our industry will gain a new scientist as she
continues in her studies at the University of Alberta.
Of course, an image showing a
healthy stand of sainfoin—in
Alberta
at
least—almost
instantly brings to mind the
work performed by Lethbridge
researcher Surya Acharya,
Chair of the Alberta Forage
Industry Network. AFIN was
approved and offered start-up
funding earlier this year to take
control of the General Store
web page that was previously
operated by Alberta Agriculture and Forestry. Amber Kenyon
of Busby is now in charge of the site, renamed “Farming the
Web,” and officially launched on July 31.
The marketplace is broken into six categories: Feed and
minerals, livestock and working animals, land for rent or
lease, farm equipment, services and contracting, and other.
The site includes a chat function and an opportunity to
connect with a real human being if you’re having problems.
Visit www.farmingtheweb.com for a look at this awesome
project.
Congratulations to everyone at AFIN who was involved in
taking on this massive task. Work continues on creating a
similar replacement for Ropin’ The Web, Alberta Agriculture
and Forestry’s highly informative website, including the
interactive tools that had been developed along with it. That’s
a work in progress and we will keep you apprised of
developments as they occur.
Our series on Water Systems continues this issue with a
discussion of the various types of solids that can effect water
quality. We are grateful to the Beef Cattle Research Council
for granting permission to publish this and other articles that
are pertinent to livestock and forage producers. Visit
beefresearch.ca for an abundance of information, including
research projects, webinars and conferences.
While pointing to other websites, it is probably pertinent to
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discuss our own site, which is currently
experiencing some age-related issues. We
are aware of these problems and have asked
former summer staff Erin Willsie to tackle
them. She has been somewhat hampered by
an obsolete template that can no longer be
updated. We hope to find a solution very
soon.
Thanks also go to Alan Hall at Agricultural
Research Council of Alberta for his continuing contributions
to The Blade. This edition, Alan talks about the thousands of
orphaned wells that have yet to be properly abandoned. Alan
and I took part in a conference call with the Orphan Well
Association and learned the difference in those two terms. An
orphan well is one whose operators have gone bankrupt or
otherwise disappeared without sealing off and reclaiming the
site. An abandoned well, on the other hand, refers to a site that
has been properly shut down and reclaimed to provincial
standards. Please have a look at Alan’s article to see the
implications and opportunities for producers and landowners
as OWA begins dealing with a rapid increase in the number of
wells that have been orphaned in response to heavy losses in
Alberta’s oilpatch.
This edition also includes a University of Arkansas
researcher’s overview on nitrogen movement in forage stands
and the management decisions that can affect the amount of
nitrogen available to forages.
As part of her work when it’s too wet to take samples, Olivia
has tabulated your comments and suggestions from
membership forms and event evaluations. We will use your
suggestions in setting up workshops webinars to help share
more information with you. There is no schedule yet, but we
hope to start offering various sessions this fall, including the
showcase that was postponed because of restrictions related to
the covid-19 pandemic.
In closing, I would like to invite you to share your favourite
photos with me for publication in The Blade. Images to be
considered for publication should be well composed and in
focus and offered at a high resolution that will not get noisy or
blurry in print. Thanks in advance! Stay safe and be well.
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Nitrogen Movement in Forage Stands: It’s not what you think
By John Jennings, professor and extension forage specialist, University of Arkansas Division of Agriculture

Reprinted with permission, from the April/May 2020
edition of Hay & Forage Grower.
Legumes have been used as pasture and hay crops throughout
history. They are high-quality forages that improve livestock
weight gain, reduce fescue endophyte problems, extend the
grazing season, and reduce nitrogen fertilizer inputs due to
nitrogen (N) fixation. The unique association of legumes with
rhizobia bacteria to fix N is an often promoted but also
widely misunderstood process.
The total amount of N fixed depends on the legume species
and the population in the field. The reported amount of N
fixed from full stands by different legume species varies
widely. For example, N fixed by hairy vetch ranges from 50
to 150 pounds per acre and for alfalfa the reported range is
128 to 250 pounds per acre (Table 1). Annual legumes such
as crimson or arrow leaf clover fix N at a higher rate than
perennial legumes, but longer growing seasons allow
perennial legumes to fix a higher total amount of N.

Because of the high potential amount of N available from
fixation, legumes are promoted as a source of free N
fertilizer.
Work
done
in
Arkansas
showed
that in fescue-clover
stands, forage yield
was similar across
several fertilizer N
rates (Table 2).
Results like this and
similar studies have
led to the commonly
mistaken belief that
legumes fix nitrogen
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and release it into the soil for use by companion grasses in
the mixture. However, legumes do not freely share N with
grasses because doing so would create more competition that
would threaten the survival of the legume plant.
An expensive process
Symbiotic N fixation allows legumes to grow in an Ndeficient environment. Nitrogen fixation is a biologically
expensive process for both the legume plant and the rhizobia
bacteria responsible for N fixation. The bacteria infect the
legume roots, which causes the root to form a nodule where
the rhizobia live and do their work.
The rhizobia bacteria fix N from air that’s in the soil and the
legume gains benefit from the fixed N. In turn, the legume
provides carbohydrates and sugars from photosynthesis to the
rhizobia. Each organism gains necessary nutrients from the
association. Nitrogen fixation directly promotes legume
growth without the need for N fertilization. Enhanced grass
growth is only an indirect effect of N fixation.
Plants use N from various sources including
snow or rain, which can contribute 5 to 10
pounds of N per acre annually; soil organic
matter (OM), which can contribute 10 to 30
pounds of N per acre annually for each
percentage unit of OM in the soil; fertilizer or
animal manure, which varies by application rate;
and N fixed by legumes.
When N is applied through animal manure or
fertilizer, N fixation shuts down because
legumes will use free N from other sources just
as grasses do. However, grasses are more competitive for N
than legumes. Legumes generally have horizontally oriented
leaves, whereas grasses are more vertically oriented. As
grasses grow taller resulting from added N, they shade the
legume plants. Heavy shade also reduces N fixation rates.
So, adding N does not have a direct negative impact on the
legume plant, but the net effect is greater competition from
the grasses, which crowds the legumes from the sward. A
study from Arkansas showed the percent clover in a
bermudagrass-clover sod dropped by half for each additional
increment of N fertilizer used (Table 3, next page).
Most is in the top growth
It is important to note that the root nodules are the factory,
but not the N warehouse. Research done in Texas by Gerald
Evers showed that up to 90 per cent of the N is in the top
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It’s Different in Hay Fields (continued from previous page)
growth of annual legumes. In perennial legumes, about 70 per
cent to 80 per cent of the N is in the plant’s top growth.
Legume top growth typically contains about 2.5 per cent to 4
per cent N, which equals about 50 to 80 pounds of N per ton
of forage dry matter (DM).
Work done in Virginia showed that a 53 per cent stand of red
clover or 59 per cent
stand of alfalfa grown
with tall fescue fixed
enough N for a total DM
yield of 4.7 and 5.8 tons
per acre, respectively.
Top growth of the
legumes contained 2.8
per cent to 2.9 per cent N.
Three
modes
of
transfer
If the fixed N is in the plant top growth and is not freely
shared with companion grasses in the stand, how does it reach
grasses and other plants in the sward?
There are three primary mechanisms for N transfer. The
smallest of these three pathways is through root-to-root
contact and mycorrhiza fungi associations. The other two
primary pathways are by plant-animal cycling through grazing
and by plant decay. By far, the largest transfer pathway is
cycling the plant material through grazing animals, mostly
aboveground, but also by belowground herbivores.
Only a small proportional amount of the N is retained in the
grazing animal’s body. Up to 80 per cent to 90 per cent of the
ingested N is excreted in the urine and feces. About 50 per
cent of the N in the urine is lost through volatilization.
Clearly, the system is somewhat leaky and not all the fixed N
is captured in the soil. Further, use of the excreted N by
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grasses is dependent on distribution of the excreta across the
pasture. Researchers have shown that only about 14 per cent
to 22 per cent of the pasture area is covered by this transfer
annually.
Grazing management and stocking rate influence distribution.
More manure and urine tend to be concentrated near water and
shade at low stocking rates and in continuous grazing systems.
More of the N is distributed across the pasture at high stocking
rates and in rotational systems.
It’s different in hayfields
In hay systems, most of the N-containing top growth is
removed so a secondary transfer mechanism comes into play.
The second largest pathway of N transfer after grazing is
through plant decomposition. As plants are grazed or
harvested for hay, roots die back resulting in sloughed
nodules. Normal plant maturation and damage also results in
dead crowns, leaves, and stems. These plant parts must decay
by action of bacteria and fungi to release N over time.
This pathway can be a significant N source in warm-season
grass systems where a grass such as bermudagrass is overseeded with annual legumes. As the annual legume matures
and dies in late spring, the plant residue breaks down,
releasing N for use by
the warm-season grass
during summer.
A Texas study showed
that a combination of
winter annual clovers
over-seeded
in
bermudagrass yielded as
much
DM
as
bermudagrass fertilized
with the equivalent of
113 to 142 pounds per
acre of N.
Nitrogen fixation takes time
There is a lag time after planting for nodulation and N fixation
to begin. This period is about three weeks after plant
emergence. Nitrogen fixation is lowest during the
establishment year for perennials and reaches over 90 per cent
by the second or third year.
An Arkansas study showed that the percent clover or alfalfa
increased over four years when these legumes were
interseeded into bermudagrass pastures. Calf body weight gain
per acre tended to improve as legume percentage grew over
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Replacing Synthetic N in Bermudagrass Pastures (continued from previous page)
the course of the four-year study, especially for alfalfa, but
gains were generally lower in nonlegume treatments where N
fertilizer was applied. Interestingly, calf gains per acre
dropped drastically during a severe drought year for the N
fertilizer treatments but stayed more stable across years in the
legume-grass treatments (Figures 1 and 2).
Legumes are important forages and reduce the need for N
inputs. Knowing how N cycling works in forage systems is
critical to making effective use of these forages. An important
concept to understand is this: Growing forage from N fixation
is a process, whereas growing forage from N fertilization is a
one-time event.
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Getting the Dirt on Soil Sampling
By Olivia Handel, Summer Technician

My time collecting soil samples thus far has better than I
would have expected. Coming into this job, I thought I would
simply just be taking soil out of the ground, packing it in a
bag, and moving on to the next site; which in a way is true,
but I have been learning so much just by visiting different
farms and getting such different results everywhere I go. No
site is the same and I love that! I constantly find myself
questioning the data I get and wondering how the results
correlate to how the land is being managed.
I've genuinely become intrigued and curious about all things
soil, which I never thought I would say after taking my soils
class at the university. I have a new-found appreciation for
soil, and can’t wait to learn more about it in the fall.
Soil aside, I love how
physical this job is too. Who
knew walking through hay
fields could be such a
workout! Although my
wrists and forearms might
have taken a beating at the
beginning of the season
when I didn’t think it would
be hard to pound a core into
the ground, I am definitely
stronger now and more
willing to sample the most
clay-y and rocky soil.
However, a rainy day here
or there gives my body a
chance to recover, and I am
thankful for that as well.
This job has also been a
great
introduction
in
learning how to self-manage and being responsible for getting
everything lined up in a timely manner. It has forced me to get
comfortable and confident with calling strangers out of the
blue, which is such a valuable skill.
Also, I have only ever had field partners, so I was a little
nervous to be out by myself, but it turns out I have the best
field partners you could ask for: Cows and dogs. Although
their work ethic is sub-par, and either involves knocking over
all my equipment or bringing me gophers, I do enjoy the
company.
Overall, I would say this has been a wonderful and valuable
experience. My confidence for data collection, selfmanagement, and field work has gone up and I would
recommend this position to anyone in my program.

This project is again helping me grow my
confidence with calling strangers and taking
time out of their day.
It has also been interesting to learn about
her project, as it is something I could see
myself researching in the future, and I will
be able to take away some valuable information from her
finished project.
Admin Work
Aside from tracking all my hours, kilometers, and expenses, I
have also helped Brenda out with some administrative work.
This has involved processing GWFA memberships and
compiling
the
membership
information to create visual
results that will hopefully help
GWFA in the future.
The only thing I do not enjoy
about admin work is the
technology involved. The laptop I
was given takes a very long time
to load things, and it is hard to get
work done.

Olivia Handel photos

ARECA Rangeland Carbon Project
ARECA has become my rainy day project. I have been in
contact with Devon a few times about what she wants from
the interviews, and learning exactly what type of information
she needs.
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Inside ARECA: What to do with 10,000 orphaned wells
By Alan Hall, Executive Director, Agricultural Research and Extension Council of Alberta
Orphan wells, unfortunately are becoming all to
common.
The tough times in the oil and gas business has seen
all too many companies cease their operations.
In talking with the Orphan Well Association (OWA),
the not-for-profit company charged with the
responsibility for reclaiming orphan wells, they
define an orphan well as an oil, gas or methane well
who’s owner has gone bankrupt or otherwise is no
longer in business.
OWA is thinking that they may be cleaning up over
10,000 orphan wells over the next three to five years. The
volume of wells in this situation will hinge on what other well
owning companies cease operations in the coming months and
years. OWA has the funding in place to handle this volume.
Their revenues are a combination of levies that companies pay
on all wells, and recently announced support from federal and
provincial governments. OWA is quickly ramping up their
operations to take on up to 3,000 orphan well reclamations
each year for the next few years.
Typically, the process is that OWA gets in touch with the
landowner who has an orphan well on their property. The
discussion is around what needs to be done to permanently
seal the well, remove the well head if it is still there, remove
or neutralize any contaminants, and reclaim the well site and
access roads to the condition the landowner wants them in.
This can take anywhere from a year to three or four years,
depending on the unique situation of the individual orphan
well. There may be bankruptcy proceedings on going,
resolving salvage and ownership of any equipment, time
needed to complete removal or neutralization of contaminants,
etc all add time to the process.
In other situations, things may be pretty straight forward and
the reclamations move along like a hot knife through butter.
OWA is a small company that relies on numerous contractors
throughout the province to do the reclamation work. If you as
the landowner would like to be involved with your equipment
in handling some of the contracting like landscaping, earth
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moving, seeding down, etc., OWA will provide you
that opportunity.
Not to muddy the waters, but the vast majority of
wells that are at the end of their productive life, are
owned by companies still in business. OWA has
nothing to do with these situations. They are handled
by the Alberta Energy Regulator working with the
well owners. There will be a lot of reclamation work
going on with these wells, too.
The bottom line is, reclamation of expired wells is
ramping up big time. Orphan wells are a significant
part of this. Associations like Grey Wooded Forage
Association and ARECA have been in discussions with OWA
on how forage and applied research associations around the
province can help OWA with getting information into the
hands of farmers, ranchers and landowners who will be
involved.
Over the coming months, as this clean up initiative takes
shape, keep an eye out for some detailed information coming
your way. Associations will be working closely with OWA to
get good detail out to all farmers, ranchers and landowners
affected.
There will be articles written and distributed through our
newsletters, websites, town hall meetings, webinars, general
media, etc. These should start showing up on your doorstep
starting this fall, and continue on for as long as useful to you
over the coming months and years.
You may see an article more than once, but we think that is
better than not seeing it at all.
More to come, and may your summer and fall go well.
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Green Acreages and ALUS Project Profile: Jim and Gail Wiseman
By Ken Lewis, Conservation Coordinator, Red Deer County

What do you get when you combine a passion for nature
with a home in one of Central Alberta’s most beautiful
spots?
You get a piece of paradise, cared for by Jim and Gail
Wiseman over the last few decades.
Jim and Gail have done an amazing amount of work
enhancing the environment on their place east of
Delburne.
In 2020, with funding support from Red Deer County’s
Green Acreages Program and ALUS Program, they
planted native trees, shrubs, and flowering plants.
This is helping them create habitat for beneficial insects,
native pollinators, songbirds, waterfowl, birds of prey,
and so much more.
I had the pleasure of visiting their place in July of 2020.
As a result of their work and stewardship, the place was
absolutely teeming with life.
To find out how you can participate in the County’s
ALUS Program (on agricultural land) or Green
Acreages Program (on acreages), please contact me
anytime at 403-342-8653 or klewis@rdcounty.ca

Counterclockwise from the top:
1. Jim and Gail Wiseman at one of their wetlands.
2. The amazing biodiversity you see around this
little wetland has all come naturally, thanks to the
management choices that the Wisemans have made
the last 20 years.
3. Rock gardens filled with flowering plants,
including native species, are excellent habitat for
our native pollinating insects like bumblebees.
4. In 2020 Jim and Gail planted new eco-buffers
consisting of native trees and shrubs to further
enhance ecosystem services production on their
property.
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Water Systems For Beef Cattle
This is the second installment from an online information page published by the Beef Cattle Research Council and reprinted here with permission. The article
is being published as a series in The Blade. It can be viewed in its entirety at beefresearch.ca

Water Quality and Potential Issues
As a key nutrient required by cattle, water of suitable quality
must be provided consistently to meet drinking needs. While
cattle can be maintained on lower quality water sources, their
health and performance can be negatively affected.
Conducting baseline water tests to determine important
parameters of water quality will assist producers in identifying
whether a water source is suitable.
While cattle can often tolerate or adapt to certain factors that
reduce water quality, periodic testing of the water will assist
with identifying the factors and indicate levels that may be
problematic. Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) measured in
milligrams/litre (mg/L) or parts per million (ppm) is the main
indicator of water quality and is a measure of the total
concentration of dissolved inorganic salts in water. Factors that
can impact TDS and compromise water quality include
excessive mineral levels, high or low pH levels, sulphates,
nitrates, salinity, algae and bacteria. Weather events, such as
excessive rainfall and flooding, or periods of drought can
impact water quality. Evaporation of water can exacerbate
these factors and create issues with increased bacteria, algae,
or concentrated TDS levels which can impact cattle health,
weight gain and immune function.
Alkalinity - is usually expressed as pH, with readings of 7.0
being neutral, levels below that classified as acidic and levels
above that classified as alkaline. Alkalinity measures water’s
ability to neutralize an acid. Water pH in a range of 6.0 - 8.5 is
acceptable for cattle. While water pH below 5.5 can cause
acidosis, reducing feed intake and performance, most water
used by livestock is mildly alkaline. When water pH becomes
highly alkaline, nearing pH of 10, physiological and digestive
upset can occur3.
Algae - Stagnant, slow moving bodies of water, high in
nutrients, particularly phosphorous or nitrogen, are more prone
to increased growth of algae. It is important to control nutrient
accumulations in water by providing off-site watering systems
that limit direct livestock access to the water source, aeration
to keep the water moving, and reducing run-off into water
bodies. Regular monitoring of water sources is essential.
Blue-Green Algae (Cyanobacteria) – Blue-green algae is not
an algae but rather a bacteria called cyanobacteria. Certain
types of this bacteria can produce toxins that can cause liver
damage, gastroenteritis, loss of coordination and sometimes
death in livestock. With large amounts of consumed toxin,
paralysis and respiratory failure occurs rapidly, within
minutes, as the cattle suffocate4. Proper identification is key
before treatment as it is often mistaken for duck weed, which
is a beneficial aquatic plant. Heavy blooms appear to be solid
green across the water; some species look like pea soup or
grass clippings. The bacteria lives within the water column so
it flows with the water when letting water run through your
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hands. Watershed management helps minimize cyanobacteria.
Prevent nutrient inputs such as phosphorus, nitrogen, animal
waste, fertilizers, soil particles, and silt. Each of these acts as a
fertilizer for algae and aquatic plants. Preventing direct access
to water sources through the use of remote livestock watering
systems can reduce problems. Treatment options include dyes,
aeration, or a variety of registered copper sulphate products.
After treatment, access for livestock should be restricted for 12
-14 days, as the toxin is released in higher amounts when the
bacteria dies.
Nitrates - can be converted into nitrites by bacteria in the
rumen. Nitrate toxicity from water is not common; however
the combination of nitrates in feed together with those in water
can create nitrites which diffuse into the blood stream causing
respiratory distress and even death. When nitrate levels climb
above 100 mg/L and are combined with feed containing
nitrates, cattle may be at risk4. Run-off from farmed fields
may create additional risk of accumulation in water bodies.
When high nitrate feed and water are consumed in combination,
toxic levels can be reached resulting in death three to five hours
after consumption.

Salinity - is the concentration of dissolved salts, such as
calcium, magnesium and sodium chloride. It refers to the
mineral content of water. The salinity of a water source can
change over time. Salinity can increase with evaporation
during hot, summer months. Young animals and lactating
cows are at greater risk of harm from salinity. Cattle can adapt
to certain concentrations of salinity over time; however abrupt
exposure to high salinity water sources can be problematic.
Cattle will generally avoid drinking water that is too salty, but
if it is the only water source available, they will eventually
become too thirsty and over-consume, which can lead to
death.
Sulphates - are common in groundwater on the Prairies and
have also been found in spring-fed dugouts and surface
sources that drained from saline soils. Sulphates can affect
trace mineral metabolism, causing a deficiency of copper, zinc,
iron and manganese. These deficiencies can lead to depressed
growth rate, infertility, skin integrity and poor immune
response. Sulphates can cause diarrhea when levels reach 500
ppm, and at higher levels, can cause animals to reduce their
water consumption. At levels of 500 to 1000 ppm (parts per
million), trace mineral deficiencies can be induced which may
reduce growth and fertility. At sulphate levels over 2000 ppm,
cattle may develop polioencephalomalacia (PEM) which is
characterized by blindness, difficulty walking and seizures.
Note that research is currently underway to further refine
sulphate recommendations and better understand the
production impacts of varying levels of sulphates.
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The Four Rs: Regenerate, Rejuvenate, Renew, Restore
By Brenda Kossowan, Business Manager
Let’s add a fifth “R” to that statement: Riparian. If water is the
stuff of life, then rivers are the leaves and branches that feed
it. It follows, then, that environmental sustainability includes
finding effective means of keeping those branches healthy.
Cows and Fish was created a number of years ago by a number of people who recognized the impact grazing cattle were
having in riparian areas—those strips of forest and field that
lie along riverbanks and lakeshores. Pollution, erosion and
destruction of habitat vital to native species in and along waterways were held up as the results of letting livestock have
free access to the water’s edge.
In the year’s since its inception, Cows and Fish has worked
with and alongside various other agencies, including rural municipalities, to encourage management systems that contribute to healthier riparian areas, with a goal of improving water
quality for all species.
Staff from GWFA, Cows and Fish, Lacombe County and
Clearwater County joined a handful of guests late in August to
visit a site where producer Ward Nelson has fenced off the
river’s edge, using a solar-powered pump to supply river water for his cattle.
Our cover photo shows a view of the Medicine from his pasture. Please turn to page 11 for more photos from the pasture
tour and a comparison photo showing a pasture where cattle
have found a gap in the fence and made their way down the
bank to drink from the creek.
This month’s focus on riparian health continues with a twopage spread showing some of the progress ALUS programs
have been making in three of the six counties GWFA serves.
A project of the Weston family and managed in Alberta by
participating municipalities, the Alternative Land Use Services program helps secure long-term funding to aid producers in restoring natural spaces to improve biodiversity and
water quality. From their national website: We support simple
solutions to the biggest environmental crises of this generation
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Founding member Ken Ziegler was presented with a jacket and
cap to recognize his contributions to the GWFA Board of Directors over most of the last 36 years. In the photo, from left to right,
are Ken, Director Jess Hudson, Chair Dallas Jenson, Summer
Staff Olivia Handel, Agricultural Field Specialist Greg Paranich
and Director Lee Eddy/Brenda Kossowan Photo.
-biodiversity loss, blue-green algae, extreme flooding and
more-with practica, on-farm projects that literally improve the
Earth, one acre at a time.”
I would like to close by thanking McDonald’s Canada for
their efforts to keep it real. As of September 1, McDonald’s
Canada restaurants are committed to serving 100-per-cent Canadian beef. Additionally, they have quietly closed their experiment with plant-based burgers. CBC published a story
earlier this month stating that trials in Southwestern Ontario
had wrapped with no immediate plans to put Beyond Meat
sandwiched on the company’s regular menu.
Watch our Facebook and web pages for the video when I first
step across that threshold.
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Two Programs, Two Showcases: ALUS and Green Acreages
By Ken Lewis, Conservation Coordinator, Red Deer County

Farmers, ranchers and acreage owners in Red Deer County are leaders when it comes to looking after their land.
With financial support like the County’s ALUS Program (for farmers and ranchers) and the Green Acreages Program (for
acreage owners), people all over the County are doing on-the-ground projects to produce increased ecosystem services and
make the environment better for all.Here are a few pictures from an ALUS project (Ken and Jill Wagers) and a Green Acreages
project (Mike and Andrea Wiseman).
To find out how you can get funding (typically seven per cent of costs, but sometimes higher), please contact me. I can be
reached any time at 403-505-9038 or klewis@rdcounty.ca

In the top two images, Mike and Andrea
Wiseman have done multiple Green Acreages
Projects on their place, including planting
native flowering plants and creating habitat
that benefits our native pollinator insects like
bumblebees.
To the left, Ken and Jill Wagers have put in
well over a mile of fencing along creeks
through their place. With it, they have created
a unique riparian pasture. They’ve also got
this portable alternative livestock waterer that
they can use to draw cattle away from the
creek.
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Wetaskiwin-Leduc ALUS: Habitat Structures
ALUS participants can enhance their projects by adding habitat structures like nest
boxes. This spring we teamed up with Leduc County Parks and Recreation on a
virtual Mountain Bluebird nest box building project.
Families pre-registered and picked up box kits. They built the boxes on their own or
followed along on a Zoom webinar.
Families brought boxes to the ALUS participant’s farm for installation by
appointment. Although the boxes are meant for Mountain Bluebirds, other native
cavity nesters like tree swallows may be attracted.
This spring another participant added five
nest boxes to his wetland fence and tree
swallows made nests in them all.
An appreciation of nature and farming often
go hand and hand. One ALUS participant
said: “I love to have wildlife around me and
I'm sure there's many others that do also.”
Enhancing their projects with habitat
structures is another way ALUS participants
provide nature’s benefits to all.
If you live in Wetaskiwin or Leduc County
and are interested in their ALUS program,
call the Coordinator at 780-387-6182 or
email kbarkwell@county10.ca
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Water Systems For Beef Cattle
This is the third installment from an online information page published by the Beef Cattle Research Council and reprinted here with permission. The article is
being published as a series in The Blade. It can be viewed in its entirety at beefresearch.ca

Water Systems and Sources

calves who drank directly out of the dugout. Yearlings gained
23% more when drinking clean water, rather than drinking
from a pond6. For more information, see the BCRC blog post
on how to calculate the time needed for a good water system
to pay for itself.
Benefits of well-designed water systems that provide a quality
water source include:
• increased weight gain
• improved herd health and reproductive performance
• safer watering sites
• increased longevity of water source
• enhanced wildlife habitat
• environmental benefits, including improved riparian health
and reduced erosion
• improved pasture utilization

Cattle can negatively impact natural water sources when
free access is permitted. Reduce and manage access to
wetlands to preserve riparian areas. Cattle can destabilize the
bank, accelerate erosion, damage vegetation and the nests of
grassland birds, and reduce water quality. When cattle have
direct access to water sources, they will defecate in and
around the edges of the water body. This can introduce
pathogens as well as nutrients that contribute to excess algae
growth, which can produce fatal toxins. Cattle who linger in
water sources may experience higher rates of foot rot5.
Allowing access can also reduce the lifespan of the dugout
through the degradation and erosion that can occur. Where
possible, fence cattle out of water sources.

Improving Pasture Utilization with offsite Watering Systems

Water systems can be designed that utilize either ground water
or natural sources. Water can then be pumped to a bowl or
trough, through pipelines, to nose or other pumps, or to
reservoirs. They can be powered by electricity, solar energy,
windmills, gravity, gas or diesel engines, and even cattle, in
the case of nose pumps.
Seasonal changes in weather will impact water sources and
systems. While cattle are able to water from sources such as
dugouts, lakes and sloughs during summer months, access to
these sources is more difficult during winter months.
Chopping frozen dugouts or lakes to water cattle requires
more labour, creates challenges for cattle accessing the water,
and has the additional risk of animals breaking through the ice
and drowning. Water sources need to provide safe access, with
solid footing to ensure cattle consume adequate amounts.

When implementing a stock water system, make sure
that the system has ample storage capacity and that it
is checked regularly. Consider a back-up water supply
in case of a system malfunction to ensure that
livestock have a steady supply of water.
Fencing off water sources and pumping to a trough
improves water quality and reduces water losses. Clean,
pumped water can improve herd health, weight gain and
backfat. Water consumption and forage intake are closely
related; when cows drink more water, they spend more time
grazing, and produce more milk for their calves.
Research from two separate studies in 2002 and 2005 found
that calves who drank clean water from a trough gained up to
9% more weight, an average of 18 pounds each, than the

Access to a reliable, quality water source can be a limiting
factor in pasture utilization. When using pastures and water
sources that are not in close proximity to electricity, other
power sources, such as wind, solar, and animal can be used
effectively to operate the system. These remote/off-site water
systems and alternate power sources afford producers greater
flexibility with grazing management and pasture utilization.
This can also extend grazing into fall and winter, reduce
overgrazing of certain areas, improve manure distribution,
reduce direct access to ponds and dugouts to keep water
sources fresh, and reduce risk of injury to animals. Strategic
placement of these water systems improves utilization of
pasture and reduces impact on riparian areas7.

Designing a Water System

Conducting an inventory of existing resources and
determining how the needs and objectives for the new
water system align with those resources, will help when
designing the system best suited for each operation.
Consider the following factors:
• grazing management system
• herd size and animal type (yearlings, cow/calf, bulls, dry
cows)
• site characteristics and availability of water sources
• season of use
• proximity to electricity or alternate power source
(continued on next page)
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Water Systems For Beef Cattle (continued)
• cost to install, maintain and operate
• labour and time to check the system
• desired flexibility - portable system, trough, water tanker,

shallow pipelines
Individual grazing management systems will impact water
system design and development. Continuous, simple rotational
and intensive or mob grazing systems may each require
different water sources and systems. When water is supplied
to paddocks of ten acres or less, cattle tend to drink
individually. When water sources are centralized in a larger
pasture, cattle tend to move as a herd and drink as a herd.
Ensure adequate flow or capacity to accommodate the entire
group in under twenty minutes to avoid excessive competition
among animals8. In those instances, younger or weaker
animals may not have a chance to drink enough before the
herd moves off to graze again.
Grazing management systems that include mob grazing and
electric fencing may use a portable water system, shallow
pipeline or water truck and trough. In systems where cattle are
in small paddocks or pastures, and are drinking individually or
in small groups, large troughs are not usually required as long
as water flow can be maintained while the animals drink.
Rotational grazing systems can incorporate water systems
such as shallow pipelines or fenced dugouts that pump to a
larger trough, as the cattle will generally drink as a herd.

Continuous grazing systems require water sources that can
accommodate the entire herd at once, and ideally, water
sources should be located so cattle can access without
travelling over 240 metres (800 feet)9 to avoid overgrazing in
areas close to water or under grazing in areas located further
away from water sources.
Site characteristics and availability of water sources will
influence the type of water system. Conduct an inventory of
the site to match appropriate water systems that will function
well within the area. Consider the desired time of grazing for
the pasture as that will also influence the system selected.
While dugouts can be effectively fenced out and pumped into
troughs from spring to fall, winter systems require components
that can remain frost- and trouble-free during extended cold
periods.
Power sources are a key consideration when designing a water
system. While electricity is often considered to be the most
reliable power source, the cost to run power to systems can be
prohibitive; therefore many alternate power sources are now
available to operate off-site water systems. Costs to install,
operate and maintain the water system must also be
considered. Wind is a relatively inexpensive power source.
Solar is a bit more expensive, with the batteries to store extra
power contributing to the overall cost. Reliability is important,
as systems need to be checked and maintained to ensure a
consistent supply of water to livestock.

In these photos, 1,000 pairs of cattle and bulls are mob grazing at TeeTwo Ranch near Kelliher, Sask. and drink from a
customized water truck with tanks. The truck holds 38,000 litres (10,000 gallons) and the three tanks hold about 1,800
litres (500 gallons).
Portable water troughs provide flexibility in various grazing management systems. Rotational grazing can be enhanced by
using remote, portable systems. Recent research demonstrated that when given a choice, eight out of 10 cows will drink
from a trough rather than a dugout or river. Duane Thompson Photos.
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Grey Wooded Forage Association

The Orphan Well Association and Your Land
Publishers’s note: The following article has been submitted by the Alberta-based Orphan Well Association through an
agreement with members of the Agricultural Research and Extension Council of Alberta, including Grey Wooded Forage
Association. Anticipating an exponential increase in the number of orphaned wells in the coming month, ARECA members will assist OWA’s efforts to connect with producers and landowners.
Do you have orphan oil and gas infrastructure on your land
and are wondering what happens next?
The Orphan Well Association (OWA) is responsible to decommission and reclaim the site. The OWA operates under the
legal authority of the Alberta Energy Regulator (AER) and is a
not-for-profit, industry-funded organization that works to decommission and reclaim the wells, facilities, and pipelines left
behind by defunct oil and gas companies.

website (http://www.orphanwell.ca/about/orphan-inventory/).
If you have not received a letter and cannot find the well listed
on the OWA website, landowners are encouraged to contact
the AER to determine who is responsible for the site. The
AER may be contacted at 1 855 297 8311 or LiabilityManagement@aer.ca.
Not all inactive sites are considered orphan under provincial
regulations.

An orphan site before and after reclamation

Photo submitted

How the OWA works
When a well, pipeline, facility or associated site no longer has
a legally or financially responsible party that can be held accountable, it is known as an ‘orphan.’ At this point the orphan
becomes the OWA's responsibility, and work will be undertaken to safely decommission the infrastructure and restore the
land as close to its original state as possible.
To complete this work, the OWA hires experienced contractors with excellent safety records. Throughout the process, the
contractors strictly adhere to Alberta Energy Regulator (AER)
and Alberta Environment and Parks (AEP) regulations and
requirements.
Is it an orphan?
When it comes to which sites are considered orphans, only
those with no responsible party are formally designated as orphans by the AER. Until the AER designates the site as an
orphan, the OWA cannot undertake work on the site.
Within a month of a site being designated as an orphan, landowners will receive a letter from the OWA that will outline
our process and seek your input on the site.
A listing of all orphans in the Province can be found on our
Page 8

Some sites may be operated or owned by a solvent company
or may be under the custody of a court-appointed receiver to
be sold. In other cases, the defunct operator may have working
interest partners (WIPs), which are viable partners that hold
some working interest in the well, pipeline or facility. These
WIPs are then legally responsible for the decommissioning or
reclamation work.
New legislative changes may allow the OWA to work on these
WIP sites, but only in cases where the OWA and the WIP
have signed an agreement.
What does this mean for you as a landowner?
After arranging access on your land, contractors will perform
an inspection of the infrastructure. Once everything is deemed
safe, and equipment is documented and photographed, the
OWA will place signage at the site indicating the location is
now under the care of the OWA.
A company will then be assigned to safely plug the oil and gas
wells, otherwise known as decommissioning (abandonment in
regulatory terms). The wells are plugged, cemented, and the
surface wellhead is cut below ground.
Cutting below ground will allow landowners to safely culti(continued on next page)
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Accelerating Work and Access to Your Land (continued from previous page)
vate over the former well. Crews will also remove any equipment in the area and then purge and decommission any accompanying pipelines.
At this point, your land will be ready for remediation, if required, and reclamation.
Once sites have been examined, crews will work to clean up
any contamination that may be present (remediation). This
may involve using a hoe or small drill rig to determine the
extent of contamination. Any realized contamination is typically excavated and sent to an industrial landfill for disposal
or treated on site. Clean backfill, if required, is sourced with
landowner approval before being brought in.
The reclamation process includes removing any leftover gravel on site, recontouring the site to original drainage patterns,
replacing topsoil and returning the lease and access road to its
previous state. Weeds are also controlled at this stage.
Once work is complete, a reclamation certificate will be obtained from the AER, and the land can again be used as it once
was.
Access to your land
Due to the downturn in the economy in recent years, the OWA
has accelerated work because of the need to reclaim thousands
of upstream orphan oil and gas sites in Alberta. This may
mean that the OWA will need to access your land throughout
the year, regardless of what agricultural stage your land is in.
The OWA appreciates your cooperation in allowing access for
work crews. Wherever possible we will limit our footprint to
the former lease and access road held by the defunct company.
If off-lease work is required, the OWA will compensate landowners for any off-lease access.
Of course, throughout the process, the OWA will be in constant communication with landowners, keeping you up to date
about what is happening. The OWA is committed to developing positive relationships with landowners while minimizing
impact to any agricultural practices.
What the OWA can and cannot do
While the OWA does not take place of the former operator,
the regulations grant the OWA the legal right to access both
public and private land to complete work on a well, facility or
pipeline that has been deemed an orphan.

13, 2016
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Helpful Definitions:

Orphan
When a well, pipeline, facility or associated site no longer has
a legally or financially responsible party that can be held
accountable. This requires formal designation by the AER.
Inactive
A well or site is considered inactive when there has been no
production for one year (six months in the case of a sour
well). An inactive site may be due to economic or technical
reasons.
Decommissioned (Abandoned)
Sometimes referred to as abandonment or decommissioning,
the well is permanently plugged and cut off below ground,
pipelines are purged and cut-off, and any associated surface
equipment removed.
Remediation
The process of cleaning up any contamination left on site.
Contaminants are managed and removed according to AER
and AEP requirements. Contaminated soil may be hauled to a
landfill and then replaced with clean soil, or may be treated
onsite until it meets AEP guidelines.
Reclamation
The process of returning the land to how it looked and was
used before oil and gas development took place. This may
involve recontouring the subsoil, replacing the topsoil, and reestablishing the vegetation.
Any surface lease remains in the name of the defunct operator.
As such, the OWA is unable to compensate landowners/
occupants for unpaid surface lease payments from any defunct
company. Landowners may apply to the Alberta Surface Right
Board (SRB) for the recovery of unpaid surface leases. For
information respecting these payments, please contact the
SRB (toll free at 310-000, then 780 427 2444) or visit their
website at https://surfacerights.alberta.ca/.
The OWA enjoys a long history of working closely and cooperatively with landowners. In rare cases, some landowners
have restricted access in an attempt to secure unpaid lease
payments from the OWA. In these circumstances the OWA
has an obligation to inform the SRB of the situation.
Section 36(8) of the Surface Rights Act gives the SRB the discretion to not grant any payments if the landowner is refusing
access for decommissioning and reclamation.
Landowners can obtain further information regarding the impact of restricting access through the Farmers Advocate Office
at 310-FARM (3276) or visit https://www.alberta.ca/farmersadvocate-office.aspx, or the Pembina Institute at https://
www.pembina.org/pub/landowners-primer-what-you-needknow-about-unreclaimed-oil-and-gas-wells).
Interested in learning more about the OWA? For additional
information please visit www.orphanwell.ca or contact the
OWA at via email at landowner@orphanwell.ca.
9
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Grey Wooded Forage Association
Online Courses Available at Lakeland College
See something that interests you? Contact the Continuing Education program at Lakeland College for details.
Visit lakelandcollege.ca or call 1-800-661-8462

Course Number

QAGR 135

QAGR 136

QAGR 137

QAGR 138

Page 10

Course Name
Extension Program
Planning
Integrated Crop
Management
Winter Feeding & Grazing
Management
Nutrient Management

Tuition

Date

$838.95 (includes GST)

Sep 7 - Dec 18 2020

$786.45 (includes GST)

Nov 9 2020 - Feb 5 2021

$681.45 (includes GST)

Nov 2 - Dec 18 2020

$786.45 (includes GST)

Jan 4 - Apr 16 2021

August 2020
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Gallery: Minding the River’s Edge

GWFA has strengthened its partnership with Cows and Fish in promoting management systems that support healthy creeks and rivers.
On August 25, the two organizations joined Lacombe County in
hosting a pasture walk along the Medicine River, north of Eckville.
The top three photos show participants examining a water system set
up to keep cattle away from the river’s edge and learning how to
assess conditions in an adjoining pasture.
Below, this portion of a 140-acre pasture along the Last Hill Creek,
south of Leslieville, shows signs of erosion where the herd has
found a break in the fence and started navigating the creekbank to
drink. Brenda Kossowan photos
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Have you heard? We've moved! As of May 1, we are no longer
located in Entwistle and have moved up the road to Sangudo.
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The transition to our new spaces was interrupted somewhat by
COVID-19 as the county office was closed to the public during our
move-in and all efforts were being made to limit the number of staff
present in the building. As a result, our staff spent most of this spring
working remotely, or out of the new shop facility (a challenge in itself
as there is not yet power to the building. We are hoping to have some
soon).
The Administration building re-opened to the public on June 22,
allowing to begin settling in to our new offices. Many things are still in
transition at this time, so please continue to be patient with us. We
are still in the process of getting office phones figured out and our
mailing address has not yet changed over.
We are looking forward to continuing to work with everyone from our
new location and appreciate all the patience and understanding you
have given us over the last few months as we navigated the move
and the ever-changing COVID-19 situation.

WCFA
WELCOMES NEW
STAFF MEMBER

On June 15th we welcomed Melissa Howard to the WCFA team!
Melissa will be filling the role of Forage Research Coordinator,
making her responsible for our research trials.
Melissa grew up in the Edmonton area but moved to New
Brunswick to pursue a Bachelor of Science in Environment and
Natural Resources at the University of New Brunswick, graduating
with a specialization in Water Resources Management in 2013.
She went on to complete a Master of Science in Renewable
Resources at the University of Alberta. Her research focused on
the accuracy of erosion prediction and modelling -using rainfall
simulation and large plot natural rainfall observations, from
recreational trails in the Southern Rockies of Alberta.
After a brief stint with Alberta Agriculture and Forestry’s
Bee Team Melissa moved on to controlling and eradicating
invasive and problem vegetation in Alberta’s industrial sector.
Melissa has a never-ending love of research, environmental
sustainability, and environmental education. She is an in-training
member of the Alberta Institute of Agrologists (AIT).
Melissa spends her free time gardening, hiking, exploring
the native flora and fauna of Alberta, winemaking, preserving
foraged foods, enjoying the creative arts, and translating science
and environmental subjects in numerous mediums.

Melissa Howard, BSc., MSc., AIT
Forage Research Coordinator
agronomy@westcentralforage.com
780-542-1797
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2020 WCFA Annual General Meeting
Update
WCFA BOARD OF DIRECTORS & STAFF

As most of you are aware, we had scheduled a lovely "Business
over Breakfast" event for March 28 to serve as our 2020 AGM. This
was to be one of the final events we would host at our Entwistle
location, but the world had other plans. COVID-19 forced us to
cancel this event, as it did so many others throughout the province.
Since then we have been following the situation closely and trying to
figure out if or exactly how we would be able to host our 2020 AGM.
As the situation is still changing, it has been the decision of our
Board of Directors and staff that for the year 2020 we are hitting
'pause' on an AGM. We want to ensure we are keeping everyone,
from our members to our staff, safe during this time.
We will be providing updates and financials in print form to anyone
that wishes to view them for 2019. As usual, we will also be
publishing a 2019 Annual Report detailing project results and
activities. These documents are still being finalized due to the hectic
nature of the last few months but as soon as they are ready we will
be sure to let you know so you may request your copy.
Here's to seeing you all again at our 2021 AGM!

MEET OUR SUMMER STAFF

Jayden and Alex joined us in May as our Field Technicians for the 2020 season. These ladies were
wonderful additions and great assets to our team. We will miss them as they begin to leave us to
continue pursuing their educations and future careers. We want to wish them all the best in their
future endeveours and thank them for all their hard work in the plots this summer.

Alex Hodgson
Alex was raised on her family farm near Alberta Beach. She has a
passion for the outdoors and is thrilled to be joining the WCFA
team for another season! She enjoys living out in the country,
experiencing all nature has to offer. Summer is her favourite
season as she likes to go swimming, paddle boarding and
kayaking in the lake. Alex just finished her first year
studying Elementary Education in Quebec. She loves travelling
and involving herself in new opportunities to grow and learn.

Jayden Calvert
Jayden is beyond excited to be a part of the team at West-Central
Forage Association for summer 2020! She is a first‐generation
beef producer and all‐round horsewoman from Drayton Valley,
AB. Jayden strongly respects our western heritage and has a
passion for Agriculture! She recently completed her third year of a
Bachelor of Science in Agriculture at the University of Alberta,
majoring in Animal Science. At University she is an active
member of the U of A Agriculture Club, the Livestock Judging
Club, and the Ceres Alberta Women's Fraternity. Jayden was
a 4‐H member in the Drayton Valley district for 11 years in both the horse and beef projects and
completed a term as a 4-H Alberta Ambassador for the Northwest Region. She loves horses and has
had the opportunity to train and compete in a variety of disciplines. Jayden proudly represented the
sport of rodeo and one of her favourite Alberta towns as Miss Rodeo Sundre 2018. She hopes to run
for the prestigious title of Miss Rodeo Canada someday soon. Jayden also enjoys exhibiting the
purebred and Speckle Park influenced cattle that are raised on the MT Bar Ranch at shows around
western Canada. She is looking forward to the opportunity to learn and grow with WCFA this
summer!
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MANAGING SOIL HEALTH
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https://extension.psu.edu/managing-soil-health-concepts-and-practices

Throughout decades, farmers have suffered with the trial and error of maintaining healthy soil. To
understand the importance of managing soil health, here are some concepts and practices to absorb:
Reduce Tillage and Soil Traffic
Excessive tillage is harmful to soil health in many ways.Tillage can disrupt soil,exposing vital
properties that are needed for the health and growth of the soil.This also reduces the soil coverage
provided by crop residues, leaving soil more exposed to erosion.
Increase Organic Matter Inputs
To maintain or increase soil organic matter levels, inputs of organic matter must meet or exceed
the losses of organic matter from decomposition.Soil organic matter can be monitored over time if
you request an organic matter analysis when submitting soil fertility samples to a soil testing lab.
Make sure that your organic matter comparisons over time are based on data from the same lab or
labs that use the same procedure, as results can differ between analysis methods.
Use Cover Crops
Cover crops contribute many benefits to soil health. They keep the soil covered during the winter
and other periods of time when crops aren't growing,reducing the risk of erosion.Cover crops with
taproots can create macropores and alleviate compaction. Fibrous-rooted cover crops can promote
aggregation and stabilize the soil. Legume cover crops can add nitrogen to the soil through
nitrogen fixation.
Reduce Pesticide Use
Beneficial insects that contribute to biological control can be harmed by insecticides. Farmscaping
is a great alternative to this method. This concept includes the use of insectary plants, hedgerows,
cover crops, and water reservoirs to attract and support populations of beneficial organisms like
bats, spiders, and birds that feed on these pests.Farmscaping can be used as a filter strip to
prevent water runoff and soil erosion.
Rotate Crops
Crop rotating will break up pest and disease life cycles, improving crop health.Rotations can also
help control the spread of weeds. Growing diverse crops in return will make pests not have a
chance to build their population over time.
Manage Nutrients
Using diverse nutrient sources can help maintain soil health. Manure and compost add organic
matter as well as plentiful nutrients. But, using only compost or manure can result in a high level of
phosphorus in the soil. Alternatively, you should use modest manure or compost additions to meet
phosphorus needs with some nitrogen from legume cover or forage crops in a crop rotation to help
balance both chemical levels.

Stewardship Alliance for
Conservation Agriculture
PROJECT HIGHLIGHT
ALBERTA SOIL HEALTH BENCHMARK MONITORING
JESSICA WATSON, CONSERVATION AG PROGRAM COORDINATOR

Understanding soil health can give producers access to a valuable tool for strategic decision making
on farm. A benchmark database is important in order to better understand soil health limitations and
apply appropriate management strategies. Chemical characteristics are well documented for soils in
Alberta, but physical and biological components are not.
Several applied research associations across the province are working with Chinook Applied
Research Association (CARA) and their Soil Health Lab to document soil health indicators at over
200 locations per year throughout the province. These results will be included in a benchmark
inventory, allowing for a base of information from all points across the province. Sites will be
sampled again three years following the initial sampling.
Participating producers will be coached in in understanding soil health and interpreting the results for
their location. The benchmarks will allow producers to evaluate their management practices in
respect to soil health.
Parameters being analyzed include:
Wet Aggregation Stability
Compaction
Water Infiltration
Bulk Density
Texture
Active Carbon
Organic Matter
C:N Ratio
Microbial Respiration
Bacteria
Fungi
Protozoa
Nematode
pH
EC
N,P,K
Micro Nutrients
Examples of information from a Soil Health Report
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EES AND BLOOMS

JAYDEN CALVERT, SUMMER FIELD TECHNICIAN

The farmland of Southern Alberta is home to some peculiar sights that could
serve as a mystery to those of us that are used to the rolling hills and dense
woodlands of the West-Central region of the province. Numerous acres of
vigorous cropping systems paint the prairies only to be interrupted by roads,
farmhouses, irrigation pivots and bee huts. Bee huts are spaced around a
field to provide shelter for essential pollinators. The huts may be plastic,
wooden or tin and are coloured attractively. Screens with tube-like punctures
A leaf cutter bee hut
occupy the space within the huts.
Alfalfa leafcutter bees or Megachile rotundata are the only bees capable of pollinating alfalfa flowers
without tripping the keel which usually results in other species of bees becoming trapped inside the
flower. Alfalfa leafcutter bees are much more efficient and manageable than domesticated
honeybees. 150 alfalfa leafcutters bees can pollinate the same number of acres as about 3000
honeybees. As a bonus, leafcutter bees are not as irritable and will only sting when they are
squeezed. Its easy to understand what all the buzz is about!
Alfalfa leafcutter bees are solitary, and each female builds her own nest from tiny pieces of plant
leaves. The females collect alfalfa pollen and nectar to use as provision for the larvae that hatch
from eggs in their nests in late summer. The larvae develop fully by late summer and then stay
dormant until the spring. Male bees live short lives, during which they are responsible for fertilizing
eggs and they pollinate plants as they feed themselves. Leafcutter bees usually reproduce 1.5 to two
times the number of bees released into a field over the season. A producer can sell the additional
bees that they will not be keeping for the following year off the farm.
Alfalfa leafcutter bees are of significant value to alfalfa seed producers in Alberta, Saskatchewan
and Manitoba. There is a $20 million market for alfalfa seed and bees in Saskatchewan alone.
Leafcutter bees are beneficial for also pollinating other crops like hybrid canola. Be kind to
bees and they will do wonders for your canola and legumes!

Summer 2020 Projects Update
WCFA STAFF

SMALL PLOT RESEARCH TRIALS
National Industrial Hemp Variety
Evaluation Trial
This is WCFA's third year as a co-operator in
this trial lead by the Canadian Hemp Trade
Alliance. We are evaluating seven grain
varieties and six dual-purpose type varieties
for vigour, lodging, grain and fibre yield, grain
and fibre quality, and non-narcotic
cannabinoids.

As with the hemp trial these have
experienced difficulties with the excessive
moisture received at the site, but the recent
heat does seem to be helping them recover.

Seeding was conducted on June 5 at the
Brazeau County Research Site, near Drayton
Valley. Following seeding the area received
significant amounts of moisture and there was
standing water in the field. The excessive
moisture has also led to significant weed
pressure, and despite the Field Technician's
best hand-weeding efforts, it doesn't yet
appear they have won the battle. At this point
the plants seem stressed, but we're hopeful
the heat we have had lately will help them
along.

The second site of triticale, barley and oats,
as well as the pulse mixtures were not
seeded due to the very wet conditions at the
Yellowhead County Research Site.

Regional Silage Variety Trial
Once again WCFA is co-operating with a
number of organizations across the province
on the Regional Silage Variety Trials.
The 2020 RST was to include two sites of
triticale, barley and oats. Alternative crops,
winter/spring cereal mixtures and pulse
mixtures were to round out the trial.
Unfortunately, due to the wet weather not all
of the treatments were seeded.
10 varieties of triticale, 14 barley varieties and
10 oat varieties, along with 12 winter/spring
cereal mixes were seeded at the Brazeau
County Research site on June 11.
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10 alternative crops including chicory,
plaintain, millets, kale, radish, brassica,
sorghum sudan grass, phacelia and turnip
were seeded at the Yellowhead County
Research Site, near Wildwood, on July 29.

All varieties that were seeded will be
evaluated for quality and yield once they
reach appropriate maturity. We anticipate
that we will begin data collection on this trial
shortly, and we will be sure to share the
result once they are available.
Perennial Forage Trial
In co-operation with a number of our sister
organizations across the province, WCFA is
participating in the Perennial Forage
Evaluation Trials. This project aims to
provide farmers and ranchers with
performance information on mixes of a
number of perennial grass and legume
varieties. Regional establishment,
persistence, dry matter yield and nutritional
quality information will be assessed.
14 varieties of perennial grasses (in pure
stands), 16 varieties of alfalfa (in pure
stands), 2 varieties of sainfoin, 2 varieties
of cicer milkvetch, along with 14 different
grass/legume mixes will be evaluated over
the next few years.

2020 will serve as the establishment year for
the trial. Seeding was conducted at the end of
July (21, 28 and 29) at the Yellowhead County
Research Site. Targeted seeding date was
much earlier in the year, but due to weather
conditions we were unable to access the site
with our equipment any earlier.
Emergence counts were conducted at 7, 14
and 21 days post seeding. Plant counts will be
conducted at 70 days post seeding and spring
re-growth will be assessed in the following
years. Dry matter yield, nutrient analysis and
composition of the stand will be assessed in
the following years as well.
SOIL HEALTH PROJECTS
Soil Health Benchmarking
16 sites were sampled in 2019, leaving over
40 sites to be sampled in 2020. Sampling
started in August, once it finally dried up
enough to sample. We are planning to
continue sampling throughout September until
we reach our required number of sites, or until
the weather decides we are done for the year.
For a more detailed explanation of this project
please see page 6.
Soil Revitalization
This was to be the inaugural year of a new
project for us in 2020 at the Yellowhead
County Research Site. The plan was to seed
a few different things in some larger blocks,
with the aim of improving the soil at the site.
Unfortunately, due to wet weather conditions
we were unable to seed any of the treatments
this year, but as they say "there is always next
year."

OTHER PROJECTS
Sire Progeny Project
Year two of data collection is just beginning
to ramp up for this project. We will be busy
this fall collecting DNA samples from the
2020 calf crop for the co-operators that have
not already submitted samples. We will also
be weighing cows and calves at weaning.
Work is just beginning on data analysis from
2019 and we are in the early phases of
planning some exciting extension activities
related to this project.
Rancher Researcher
In participation with a number of
organizations across the province, WCFA is
beginning a new project working with local
producers on the process of implementing a
new technology or practice on farm
and evaluating the process and potential
success of the new innovation.
We are still in the early stages of the project,
and will be conducting informational
interviews with participating producers
shortly.
Soil Moisture in Forage Systems
This project is looking at the use of available
probe technology to monitor soil moisture
conditions, with a focus on forage systems. A
number of soil moisture probes will be
installed at various locations throughout our
area this fall and we will begin looking at how
access to this data can be used in
management decisions over the next few
years.

AFIN Launches Online Marketplace
for "All Things Agriculture"
At their March Annual General Meeting the Alberta Forage Industry Network (AFIN)
announced that they were in the process of creating an online marketplace for Ag producers to
replace Alberta Agriculture’s 'Ropin’ the Web' Classifieds after they had been discontinued.
Funding provided through the Canadian Agricultural Partnership (CAP) Program allowed for AFIN to
create, design and curate the ‘Farming the Web’ site for farmers to buy and sell agricultural related
products and services.
AFIN launched 'Farming the Web' on July 31, 2020 and the
website is now accepting listings. The site is a free marketplace
for 'all things agriculture' and includes six different listing
categories:
Hay, Straw and Other Feeds
Salt and Minerals
Livestock and Working Animals
Land for Rent or Lease
Farm Equipment
Services and Contracting
Other
‘Farming the Web’ allows you to search by category, keyword,
specific details (depending on category) and location. A rating
system is in place that you can use to connect with the most
highly respected sellers. In the works is a chat function that will
work to improve the overall buy and sell experience.
For more information please contact: albertaforages@gmail.com
or call 403-819-1746.

Check out ‘Farming the Web’ at www.farmingtheweb.ca

10

2020 Canada Thistle BioControl Agent Program
As we are all aware, 2020 has been full of unique challenges. Unfortunately, our biological control agent
program for Canada thistle was no exception.
Due to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and border closures, we were unable to deliver stem-gall flies
to our customers this year. We will not be placing an order with our suppliers for stem-mining weevils
this year either.
We do plan to bring in both stem-gall flies and stem-mining weevils in 2021, as long as conditions allow
us to do so. If you would like to be notified when/if we begin accepting orders for next year please
contact Jessica at conservationag@westcentralforage.com to be added to the order notification list.

2020/2021 Extension Program Update
JESSICA WATSON, EXTENSION PROGRAM COORDINATOR

Many of you have reached out to us wondering where we've been and why we've been a little quieter over
the last few months. Much of this had to do with moving our facilities and the fact that we were a crew of
only two for a few months. Some of it, as will be no surprise, had to do with the COVID-19 situation.
In a matter of a few days, all of our planned in-person events were cancelled. This has left us, as it has so
many others, the challenge of adapting our extension programming to fit the new reality. As many of you
may have noticed, we do not have any in-person workshops, seminars or the like scheduled at the moment.
This is not likely to change anytime soon.
We know typically many of you are looking forward to attending our annual plot tour right about now. This
too will look different for 2020. Like so many other events, this will be going online. We are still working on
some of the finer details, but we should have something to share with everyone in the very near future.
We remain committed to providing the great learning opportunities you have come to expect from us, but
we will certainly have to adjust how we deliver them. At the moment, this means we will be moving most
things to a virtual or online format. We understand that this is not ideal for everyone, but we are doing our
best to work within our new reality.
As always, we welcome feedback from you on topics you would like to see covered, speakers you want to
hear from, the best method for delivering information to you and anything else you want to share with us so
we can ensure we are best serving your needs.
If you have any questions or concerns please do not hesitate to contact Jessica at 780-621-8670 or
conservationag@westcentralforage.com.

FEED TESTING: FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
JESSICA WATSON, EXTENSION PROGRAM COORDINATOR

It may seem early for some, as many are still putting up feed across the area, but our phones have
already started ringing with calls regarding feed testing. We thought this might be a good opportunity
to answer some of the more common questions we receive about feed testing.

Do you have ‘feed testers’ available?
Yes. We have probes for sampling bales (hay,straw, wrapped) as well as a longer probe for silage
pits. Members are able to rent these probes free of charge. If you are not a member, we ask that you
purchase a membership before renting a probe. Note: we do not have moisture testers available.
Are you still renting probes during COVID?
Yes. We are still allowing members to rent equipment during COVID. We will be taking extra
precautions to limit the potential spread of the virus.
Do I need to book a probe or can I just stop by on my way to town?
We ask that you please call ahead before coming to get a probe. They are in fairly high demand, so
calling ahead ensures we have one available for you. If there isn’t one available we can put you on a
wait list for a probe. We also ask that you call ahead so we can make arrangements with you to
safely pick up the probe.
How do I take samples for the lab?
We recommend that you rent a probe from us to make taking samples easier. It is also important to
take samples that are representative of the feed you are testing and hand-grab samples often tend
not to be as representative.
Round bales should be sampled from the side (round
end) and for each sample you wish to submit it is
recommended to obtain 15-20 cores. Mix these cores
together and take a sub-sample to submit to the lab.
Samples can be placed in a plastic zip-lock bag (the large
freezer ones about half full is typically enough for lab
analysis). Remove as much air as possible before closing
the bag.Label the sample with your name, date, feed type
and an identifier so you can match your results to the
sample when you receive them

Photo courtesy of beefresearch.ca

For silage you can collect hand samples or use a longer probe (we have one available).Ideally you
want to collect from the upper, middle and lower parts from four quadrants (as long as it is safe to do
so). Mix these samples together and obtain a sub-sample to submit to lab. If silage samples will not
be shipped to the lab right away please freeze them to prevent spoilage before arrival at the lab.
For swath grazing or standing crops, obtain representative samples of the swaths or the whole plant.
Please contact us for more information on these types of samples.
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FEED TESTING: FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
CONTINUED
JESSICA WATSON, EXTENSION PROGRAM COORDINATOR

How much does it cost to have my feed tested?
This will depend on the type of analysis you have done, and what information you wish to have. A
typical feed test will run you about $20 plus the cost of shipping. WCFA members do receive
discounted rates at the lab. For more information on pricing please contact us.
Where do I send my samples?
There are a few different labs that you can send samples to. At WCFA we use A&L Labs in Ontario.
If you bring your samples to us we will look after shipping them for you. We make an effort to ship as
many samples as we can at once, so we can divide shipping costs between multiple producers (in
an effort to keep things affordable).
Does it matter when I bring my samples to you?
New for this year, due to some shipping delays we have been experiencing related to COVID, we
will be shipping samples to the lab every Tuesday. Samples in before 4:00 pm on Monday will go
out Tuesday morning. Samples received after this will go out the following week. However, you may
drop off your samples whenever works for you and we will make sure they are in with the next
shipment.
How long until I receive my results?
Depending on the lab and how busy they are you can typically expect your results in about a week.
Turn-around times do vary throughout the year so this is not a guarantee. We send your results to
you as soon as we receive them.
I have my feed test results: now what?
There are a number of tools you can use to evaluate your feed once you have your results. The Beef
Cattle Research Council website has a tool for evaluating feed results which will evaluate the ability
of a single feed to meet basic nutritional requirements. You may also use a ration balancing
software, such as CowBytes. It is recommended that for more complex ration questions you get
assistance from a professional. We can recommend someone for you or guide you on how to access
the CowBytes software.
When should I feed test?
Ideally, feed should be tested as close to time of feeding (or selling) as possible. Feed quality will
change over time based on storage, etc. Knowing what you have on hand,however, may aid in
decision making for winter feeding (i.e. do you need to purchase some feed to supplement what you
have on hand?)
For more information about feed testing or to book a forage probe please contact:
Jessica
780-621-8670
conservationag@westcentralforage.com
Rachael
780-524-0963
manager@westcentralforage.com

