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1. PARTY STATUS
(IF YOU ARE NAMED A DIRECTLY AFFECTED PARTY IN THE APPROVAL OFFICER’S DECISION, YOU DO NOT NEED TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION)

Party status (“directly affected” or “not directly affected”) is determined pursuant to the
provisions of the Agricultural Operation Practices Act (AOPA) and its regulations. Upon receipt
of an application, the Approval Officer must notify any affected parties. Affected parties include
municipalities and owners or occupants of land as determined in accordance with the
regulations. To obtain directly affected status, the owner or occupant notified in the above 
process must provide a written submission to the Approval Officer during the stage at which the
Approval Officer considers the application. The Approval Officer will then determine who the
directly affected parties are and include this determination in the Decision Summary. 

Under its governing legislation, the Board can only consider requests for review submitted by
directly affected parties. If you are not listed as directly affected in the Approval Officer’s 
decision, you must request that the Board reconsider your status (please note that under the
provisions of AOPA, the Board cannot reconsider the status of a party who has not previously 
made a submission to the Approval Officer during the application process).

In order to request your status be reconsidered, you must explain why your interests are directly
affected by the decision of the Board. Please list these reasons below: 

My grounds for requesting directly affected status are as follows:
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2. GROUNDS FOR REQUESTING A REVIEW
(ALL PARTIES MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION)

In order to approve an application, NRCB Approval Officers must ensure the requirements of 
AOPA have been met. Your grounds for requesting a Board review should identify any
requirements or specific issues that you believe the Approval Officer failed to adequately 
address in the Decision.

My grounds for requesting a review of the Approval Officer’s decision are as follows:

Double H Feeders Ltd. currently operates two broiler operations in the immediate vicinity of the Town of
Coalhurst.

The first operation is in closer proximity to town limits, located in an area designated "Potential Grouped
Country Residential" within the current Lethbridge County-Town of Coalhurst IDP originally enacted in
2014. These barns are aging, and becoming obsolete and inefficient when compared with current broiler
barn design.

The second site, where we are proposing to consolidate this production, is in an area designated
"Primarily Agricultural" within that same IDP. The current barns here are of more modern design, and we
are proposing to consolidate operations here, by adding facilities to replace the production in the first
operation. This consolidation would locate our operation further from the Town of Coalhurst, remove that
production from a more densely developed area, and make our operation more efficient.

We have been in contact with the Council of the Town of Coalhurst, and they support this proposal. We
have also been in contact with Ms. Hilary Janzen, a senior planner with Lethbridge County, and she
indicated support for this project.

The decision delivered by Carina Weisbach indicated that our proposal met all AOPA requirements for
approval, but she was required to deny the application because of the current MDP.

This proposal would consolidate broiler production in a more appropriate location. It would enable us to
remove our operation from an area planned for Grouped Country Residential development. It would
make our operation more efficient, and enable us to continue production with barns built to accommodate
modern practices and standards of efficiency.

This is why we are requesting a Board review of the Approval Officer's decision.
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. CONTACT INFORMATION
(ALL PARTIES MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION)

In order to support your reasons for requesting a review, please explain how you believe you
would be affected by the Approval Officer’s decision.

I believe that, as a result of the Approval Officer’s decision, the following prejudice or
damage will result: 

The decision delivered by the Approval Officer prevents us from consolidating our broiler production on a
site which is more appropriate to that use.







[Submitted March 31, 2021]

To the Council of the Town of Coalhurst, 

Double H Feeders Ltd currently operates 2 broiler operations in the immediate vicinity of the Town of 

Coalhurst. We are asking for your support to move the production further from town limits. 

The West site is located with primary access on Rge Rd 22-3.  These are two storey barns with the 

capacity to house 50,000 birds.  They run on an 8-week cycle, producing 6.5 flocks per year.  There are 

over 100 trucks accessing this site annually to deliver feed and ship birds. This quarter section (NW 

22-9-22) has been subdivided into at least 10 parcels. The barns are located roughly 1200 ft from Town 
Limits and currently reside in the zone designated Potential Grouped Country Residential in the 
Intermunicipal Development Plan (IDP) published by the Town of Coalhurst and Lethbridge County in 
December 2014.

The East site is located on Twp Rd 9-4.  These are 3 single storey barns. Two barns were built as hog 

barns, and then converted to broiler chicken production in 2000, with a third barn being completed in 

2002. These barns have a capacity to house 58,000 birds. This quarter section (NE 22-9-22) has no 

subdivisions out of it, and the barns are located over ¾ mile from Town Limits, residing in the zone 

designated Primarily Agricultural. 

The West site is located close to town limits, and the barn design is obsolete.  We are proposing to shut 

down production at the West site, and then build replacement barns at the East site, consolidating the 

production to a total 120,000 bird capacity. This project would pro-actively move our broiler production 

out of the area designated Potential Grouped Country Residential, and into the area designated Primarily 

Agricultural, where this production is more appropriate. 

We are asking for the Town of Coalhurst’s support in this initiative because it benefits all parties.  

Coalhurst has grown significantly, and the East site is 1200 ft from Town Limits.  Primary access is via Rge 

Rd 22-3 which has increasingly been used as an alternative access road to Coalhurst and is not ideal for 

truck traffic. It is located on a quarter section which has been subdivided into at least 10 parcels, and 

which the IDP has designated as Potential Grouped Country Residential. 

The East site is located on Twp Rd 9-4, close to Hwy 25. The site is designated Primarily Agriculture, and 

the quarter section has no subdivisions out of it.  Total production of 120,000 birds would be 

consolidated to a single site, moving the barns further away from Coalhurst, and removing the 

associated truck traffic from Rge Rd 22-3.  All production and manure handling is performed according to 

NRCB regulations. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.  If you have any questions, please feel free to contact 

me. 

Scott Van’t Land

scott@vantland.ca 

mailto:scott@vantland.ca
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View of West Barns from corner of Coalhurst Town limits. 
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View of East barns from corner of Twp Rd 9-4 and Hwy 25
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