
#1 - REQUEST FOR REVIEW: LA19032/Corner’s Pride Farms Ltd.   

Filed By: Murray Charles and Carmen Mack 

Deadline for RFRs: November 19, 2020 

Date RFR received: November 18, 2020 

Status of party as per Decision Summary: 
 

Directly Affected 

 

 













5. CONTACT INFORMATION
{AU PARTIES MUST COMPLETE TiilS SECTION) 

Contact information of the person requesting the review: 

Name: l-1u.R.RA'-/ CHAR.LE'S AN1::::. C1t1<..rri1:tJ NACK. 

Address in Alberta: 

Legal Land Description: 

TD!<. .;)Nb 

SW - b, - 7- c9D - w'-f

Phone Number: Fax Number. ________ _ 

E-Mail Address:

7 
. 

, 

Signature: �- Date: Nov /8 o>c:80 

Please note that all sections of the form must be completed in order for your request to be considered. 
Also, it you do not meet the timeline identified, your request will not be considered. Form must be 

signed and dated before being submitted for Board consideration 

If you are, or will be, represented by another party, please provide their contact 
information (Note: If you are represented by legal counsel, correspondence from the 
Board will be directed to your counsel) 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone Number: Fax Number: 

E-Mail Address:

When you have completed your request, ·please send it, with any 
supporting documents to: 

1, 

11. 
II 

I! 

Laura Friend, Manager, Board Reviews 
Natural Resources Conservation Board 
19th Floor Centennial Place 
250 - S1h Street SW 
Calgary, AB T2P 0R4 

Phone: 

Email: 

403-297 -8269

laura.friend@nrcb.ca 

Please note, Requests for Board Review are considered public documents. Your submitted 
request will be provided to all directly affected parties and will also be made available to 

members of the public upon request. 

For more assistance, please call Laura Friend, Manager, Board Reviews at 403-297-8269. 
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Corner's Pride Farms Ltd. Part 1 application was received by the NRCB August 01, 2019. They 

then asked for 2 extensions on its application and received them, for an extension that pushed 

the Part 1 application past the 1-year deadline. As per the AOPA act, there are no conditions or 

situations that may allow the application to extent past 1 year. This is clearly stated, and has 

been ignored by the NRCB, as the extension was granted to August 10, 2020. As well, the NRCB 

coaches any applicant for a confined feeding operation in the best method to have proposals 

granted; we would like similar treatment and guidance available to us that oppose the 

application. Please explain what we can look forward to from the NRCB in this respect. 

As stated earlier in this letter, we recognize the Applicant has met the minimum basic 

standards as laid out in the NRCB and CFO requirements, but the obvious and unaddressed 

concerns have not been addressed in the least. We feel that, as the citizens of this area, our 

voices have not been heard in the appeal process as is our legal right, and again demand a full 

stop to any ongoing procedures with this approved application, and further demand its decision 

to be reversed. We as the residents of this affected area have no ill-will to the Applicant; 

however, it does not take a Philadelphia lawyer to figure out there are many other, better areas 

where this feedlot could be located, to benefit all concerned parties. 

Another point we feel that has not been addressed fully is that the CFO parent 

company is located in B.C. The economic benefit is very minimal to Alberta, Lethbridge County 

and County of Warner; in fact, there will be further costs spread to the citizens of these 

Counties due to inadequate infrastructure to support such a project. All revenues will be going 

to another province. Carina Weisbach states (Appendix C, pt. 2., D) this is "outside the scope of 

my considerations and I will not further address the issue". This in fact is well within the exact 

topic of the concerns the affected parties have due to further economic hardships we will 

suffer. The affected parties have the right to bring this up to be addressed in our oppositions of 

this development. Therefore, Ms. Weisbach should be considering this to be among one of the 

many reasons in denying this application. The applicant will be considered another taxpayer in 

Leth bridge County, but with them being here it will impact all of us in the County of Warner as 

we will be paying for their destruction of roads by increasing our taxes, and degrading quality of 

life. 

In conclusion, this approval needs to be reversed. There are far more negative impacts 

that will be felt in this community than any possible gain. Negative factors including but not 

limited to: Uncontrolled Runoff, Contamination of ground and well waters, Smell, Dust, Noise, 

Flies/Pests, Property devaluation, negative economic impact, increased health issues with an 

inability to enjoy the outdoors resulting in poor quality of family life. As stated earlier, there 

are many factors that need to be considered besides an application that meets the basic 

requirements of the NRCB. With this in mind, it is clear this application needs to be denied. 

Murray Charles Carmen Mack 

� 
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