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NRCB gatural Resouécesd
‘onservation Boar

Request for Board Review (RFR) of an

Approval Officer CFO Application Decision

Instructions

1. Eligibility. Only those parties listed as “directly affected” in the approval officer’s CFO
application decision, or those parties requesting reconsideration of their status (see
section #3), are eligible to request a Board review (RFR).

2. Jurisdiction. The Board’s jurisdiction in Alberta to review a decision by an approval
officer is set out in sections 20(5), 22(4), and 23(3) of the Agricultural Operation Practices
Act (AOPA).

3. Deadline. The NRCB must receive an RFR by the deadline specified in the approval
officer’s decision cover letter. The AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation does not
allow consideration of time extension requests or late submissions.

4. Public Documents. RFRs and attachments are public documents.

Submission. Submit this form and any attachments by email to Laura Friend, Manager of

Board Reviews at laura friend@nrch.ca. Contact her at 403-297-8269 for assistance.
onfi | » Jpey 1 (CFO) Applicati Detail:
NRCB Application No. [ A AHO0 2
Name of Owner/Operator or Operation B ev-nadette Mc Uab
Type of application (if known) [0 Approval [ Registration [ Authorization
Location (legal land description) 3SW 25-9- a&b- WYHM |
Municipality M D .0 \— \M| Hou) CV‘EEK Mo Zé, |

Ytdtus vecia

| hereby request a Board review of the approval officer’s decision:
(You must check one)

'V(I am the owner/operator (directly affected party)

[ I represent the owner/operator

[J 1 represent the municipality (directly affected party)

_|I 1'am listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision

[J 1 am not listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision and

therefore | am requesting my status be reconsidered (see section #3)
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4. Reqguest for a Board Review (RFR)

All parties or their representative must complete this section. If you need more space,
include an attachment.

e Approval officers must ensure that a CFO application meets the Alberta legislative
requirements before they approve it. Conversely, approval officers must deny an
application if the requirements are not met. (Sections 20 and 22 of the Agricultural
Operation Practices Act (AOPA)).

¢ If you believe the approval officer failed to adequately address an issue (or issues), state
the issue(s) and provide your reasoning below.

e The issue(s) must have been in front of the approval officer at the time they made the
CFO application decision; the Board will not consider any new issues.

¢ Include how the decision affects you, such as any damage or bias you believe would occur
to you because of the approval officer’s decision.

My grounds for requesting a Board review of the approval officer’s decision are:

H See pages Aowevw\um ;4 <!~é pa369
atHached .
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Name

Street/Box Address

Town/City/Postal Code

Legal Land Description

Telephone Number

Email Address

Date

Name

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Page 5 of 5
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WILLOW CREEK WATERSHED 1871-11-001 3

AQUIFER MAPPING AND GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT PLANNING STUDY MARCH, 2012
TWPS 008 TO 016, RGES 25W4 TO 05WS5, SOUTHERN ALBERTA PAGE 3
SUBMITTED TO OLDMAN WATERSHED COUNCIL

As is common for some areas in Alberta, groundwater flow is not well understood in the Willow
Creek watershed. Although there have been past initiatives to map groundwater resources,
mapping is incomplete. In an effort to address this, Alberta Environment and Water (AEW) and
Alberta Geological Survey (AGS) are mapping high priority areas that are undergoing rapid
growth, such as the Edmonton-Calgary Corridor (AGS, 2011). Their primary objective is to map
the groundwater resources of the entire province (GOA, 2010a).

Numerous factors such as climate, population growth, agricultural practices, industrial activities
and surface water basin closures to further allocation are placing pressure on groundwater
quantity and quality in the South Saskatchewan Region (Figure 1). Within this region, areas
with high population density have been identified as vulnerable to groundwater overuse.
Long-term monitoring is required to demonstrate whether water levels are declining and overuse
is indicated.

The Willow Creek watershed has been identified by the OWC as an area of groundwater
vulnerability within the South Saskatchewan Region (Figure 2). Because there is a lack of
groundwater information in this area there is a need to compile, evaluate and present existing
information about groundwater resources followed by looking at ways to fill the knowledge gap
in order to manage the resource wisely.
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Matrix Solutions Inc. (Matrix) was retained by McNab & Co. Ltd. (the McNabs) to determine the
adequacy of a groundwater supply well located in 04-25-009-26 W4M, north of Fort MacLeod along

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Highway 811 (Figure 1). The water supply wellis a flowing artesian well located on McNabs’ cattle

ranch in the Willow Creek valley, approximately 400 m northeast of the creek (Figure 2).

The proposed groundwater diversion is for a maximum of 249 m®/day (20 million imperial
gallons/year or 38 igpm/day) to provide potable water to the adjacent farming community. The
McNabs plan to build a truck filling and a water bottling station near the well. A Notice of
Application for the intended groundwater diversion was previously published by the McNabs.

This investigation consisted of a 2 day pump test and was conducted by Matrix on behalf of McNab
& Co. Ltd. under an anticipated groundwater exploration permit to be issued pursuant to the
provisions of the Water Resources Act, pending receipt from Alberta Environment, Lethbridge,
Alberta, File No. 00079415.

2.0 LOCAL GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

Based on lithologic logs from water well driller's reports, the shallow (upper ~40 m) geology of the
area consists of clastic sediments of Paleocene to Recent age, which fill a preglacial valiey.
Typically, the sedimentary column contains top soil, predominantly clayey till and gravel of
Quaternary age and grey shale (bedrock). The bedrock is the Willow Creek Formation of Late

Cretaceous and Paleocene age. The Willow Creek Formation consists of grey argillaceous
sandstone; clayey, grey, green and pink shales. White calcareous concretions are abundant in the
shales. Grey sandstone is common in the upper part of the bedrock. Generally, the sandstone
beds from the Willow Creek Formation yield less than 6.6 m*/d water of poor quality (Tokarsky,
1974).

The water bearing gravel layer is confined between the grey shale bedrock and the clay till and
offers excellent prospects for water exploitation (Hardy and Associates, 1973). The expected yield
of the gravel is in the range of 655 to 3,275 m*/day (100 to 500 igpm; Tokarsky, 1974). This gravel
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——TELUS McNab Realty Ltd. McNab Realty Ltd. {E

Statement of Concern re: Van Huigenbos Farms Ltd. App LA24002

1 message

McNab Realty Ltd. pi i —
To: kelsey.peddle@nrcb.ca

Tue, May 14, 2024 at 4:32 PM

Dear Ms. Peddle,
Please accept my third letter, opposing the above application.

Today, | want to draw attention to the increased size of the manure pile storage with expansion to 16,500 head of cattle. The size
of the present pile on site is pretty big already! | can hardly imagine how big that pile might actually be with the proposed
expansion. In addition to the increased stench, there is much concern among neighbours and the public, about pollution of the
ground aquifer, artesian layer and waters of Willow Creek. | will quote a text from a study done for us when we drilled our
Commercial well, by Matrix Solutions/Calgary.

"Groundwater infiltrated on the upper flat plains most likely discharges in the creek via the shallow sandy and silty clay till. The
water in the gravel is typically a calcium+solium-bicarbonate type, with a total dissolved solids (TDS) content usually less than
500 mg/L (Tokarsky, 1974)"

Increased Fire Hazard is also a serious concern for many who live close in. The area of Willow Creek is heavily wooded and
difficult for the firefighters to navigate as we have found from experience. In the last few years, there have been horrific wild fires
that caused evacuations and were difficult to bring under control due to 100 km/hour winds fanning the blaze. One of those fires
started in a feedlot. The other, was a downed power pole in the middle of the night. My Son and his family were asleep and
would have lost their lives had not the fire turned in upon itself, meters from their home. Yes, it was very scary for many
neighbours too. This terrifying memory is very recent and for good reason, the people of the area are very concerned about
anything which would increase risk of fire.

Please consider the long-term environmental and economic needs of the residents within this densely populated area, not just
the short-term interests of agribusiness.

Thank you.
Bernadette McNab
recipient of notification letter

owner, NE 23-9-26-W4M & adjacent ranchlands
resident of Fort Macleod

I of 1 5/14/2024, 4:33 PM
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Lion’s Park, Well, NW 24-9-25-4 lies within 2 miles m/I of the subject property. It supplies
campers’ needs in the Park. Also, campers frequently swim in the Willow Creek waters adjacent
to the Bridge, directly downstream from the application for a 16,500 head feed lot. How can
the public be assured that the waters of Willow Creek are safe to swim in, within such close
proximity to a very large CFO?

Lic. L.O. 5715 M.D. of Willow Creek #26 Well, located NW 24-009-26-W4M. This is a non-
profit MUNICIPAL COMMUNITY WELL that has been in existence since 1973 to serve domestic
water to area farmers and residents. Many Families rely on this source. We wish to register
our concern that the volume, pressure and potability of the well could be compromised due to
the feedlot expansion proposal.

WATER QUANTITY AND QUALITY/AIR QUALITY are issues which we will stand up for.

Although, we too manage agricultural holdings and believe in Ag. Pursuits, this expansion is
unsuitable for this location. Air borne Bos d2 allergen, ammonia and hydrogen sulfide
particulates are very serious health concerns to those living within 4 miles. This is a densely
populated area, just outside the Corporate limits of Fort Macleod, and as the Broker of a local
Real Estate Brokerage, engaged in agricultural property listings and sales over the past 50 years,
| can say with no equivocation or hesitation “No client ever had a wish-list, desiring to purchase
a property within 3 miles of a 16,500 head CFO. Never.” The devaluation of ‘close-in’ properties
and consequential drop in market prices SHOULD BE considered, in my humble opinion, because
it is substantial. Nearby property owners should not be subject to this kind of brutality. Both the
M.D. of Willow Creek and the Town of Fort Macleod should expect to see sale prices drop,
causing a corresponding decrease in revenues from property taxes.

Inter-Municipal Boundary Land. | would strongly suggest that both the MD of Willow Creek
No.26 and the Town of Fort Macleod should be registering Statements of Concern regarding this
Application.

FLIES....AND ODOR....do we need to elaborate? If you have ever visited someone who lives
within 1 mile of a CFO, you will understand. If you have not, PLEASE, just ask someone who
does. There will be many days, if not all, that you cannot enjoy a summer BBQ outdoors. | have
seen the exterior wall of a house ‘totally black with house flies’ and we had to enter through the
back door when visiting, as it was simply impossible to enter through the front door. This area is
densely populated and through no fault of theirs, near-by residents find themselves facing this
life-changing circumstance if this application is permitted to pass. Albertans should care about
the well-being of one another. We should be fair in our dealings with those who may be
adversely affected by our ‘wealth growing’ initiatives.

REFERENCES: 1). Pump Test Results, McNab Water Well, 04-25-009-26-W4M, Report Prepared
for McNab & Co. Ltd. by Matrix Solutions Inc. Calgary, Ab.

2) Supplementary Information for Groundwater Diversion Application under the Alberta Water
Act for SW 25-009-26-W4M (AENV File No. 00079415) (Matrix 2385-505)

PLEASE SEE 2 ADDENDUMS ATTACHED forming part of this Statement of Concern.

In closing, | will take the liberty of changing up a quote from Hans Christian Anderson.

“Just living is not enough...one must have sunshine, freedom,” clean water and a little fresh air.

Respectfully: submitted,
== T .
F I Ne/ 14

Bernadette McNab, ph: sl (recipient of NRCB Letter dated April 11, 2024)
| am the Landowner of NE 23-9-26-W4M which has 2 residences and is home to 2 families.

My Resu!ence: L Fort Macleod, Ab. TOL 0Z0 ﬁ
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— TELUS McNab Realty Ltd. McNab Reaity Ltd. {uaneiiiitaiammetn

LA24002 - Van Huigenbos Farms Ltd.

1 message

Sylvia Kaminski <Sylvia.Kaminski@nrcb.ca> Mon, May 6, 2024 at 7:39 AM

To: '
Cc: Sylvia Kaminski <Sylvia. Kaminski@nrcb.ca>

Re: Application LA24002 - Receipt of response
Van Huigenbos Farms Ltd.

SE 21-9-26 W4M

By way of this email, | wish to acknowledge that on May 2, 2024, our office received your response regarding
Application LA24002 for a permit under the Agricultural Operation Practices Act.

We appreciate your feedback, and your response will be reviewed by the approval officer. When a decision has
been made on this application you will be provided with a copy of the decision. The decision will also be posted on
our website at www.nrcb.ca under Recent CFO Decisions.

Please note that the Natural Resources Conservation Board may not be able to respond to individual questions or
concerns that are raised and received. If you require further information or clarification on the application process,
please contact Kelsey Peddle at 587-334-2560 or kelsey peddle@nrcb.ca.

Fact sheets and guides can also be found on our website at www nrcb.ca,
Sylviov G. Kawminski

Sylvia G. Kaminski

Website Coordinator/Field Office Administrator
Natural Resources Conservation Board

100, 5401 1st Avenue South

Lethbridge, Alberta T1J 4V6

Phone: 403-381-5166

Q] TR Sy o) WA T ;
Ilvia kaminski@nrcb ca

website: www nrch ca

This communication, including any attachments, is intended for the recipient to whom it is addressed, and may contain confidential, personal, or privileged
information._ If you are not the intended recipient of thi ication, please contact the sender immediately and do not copy, distribute, or cfi
viafRmelonty Sl A & FEIAAEAN o
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Ni. © l RC Q
NRCB C(H\t;z:vati(s)?\uégasrd
Request for Board Review (RFR) of an
Approval Officer CFO Application Decision

Instructions

1. Eligibility. Only those parties listed as “directly affected” in the approval officer’s CFO
application decision, or those parties requesting reconsideration of their status (see
section #3), are eligible to request a Board review (RFR).

2. lurisdiction. The Board’s jurisdiction in Alberta to review a decision by an approval
officer is set out in sections 20(5), 22(4), and 23(3) of the Agricultural Operation Practices
(AOPA).
3. Deadline. The NRCB must receive an RFR by the deadline specified in the approval
officer’s decision cover letter. The AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation does not
allow consideration of time extension requests or late submissions.

4. Public Documents. RFRs and attachments are public documents.

Submission. Submit this form and any attachments by email to Laura Friend, Manager of

Board Reviews at [aura fricnd@nrch.ca. Contact her at 403-297-8269 for assistance.
NRCB Application No. LA A4oo M
| Name of Owner/Operator or Operation BQWM A @f{f/ Mc ]\)a,b |
Type of application (if known) O Approval [0 Registration [ Authorization
Location (legal Ian; d@;i;n) : NE A3 — G}i b - W LtM B L
Municipality M.D. 03}- Wi llow CreeX Mo 2b)

| hereby request a Board review of the approval officer’s decision:
(You must check one)

1 Q(l am the owner/operator (directly affected party)

} [J Irepresent the owner/operator

‘ (] I represent the municipality (directly affected party)

(] Iam listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision

(J I'am not listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision and

therefore | am requesting my status be reconsidered (see section #3)

Page 1 of5
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https://www.nrcb.ca/public/download/files/245574

All parties or their representative must complete this section. If you need more space,
include an attachment.

o Approval officers must ensure that a CFO application meets the Alberta legislative
requirements before they approve it. Conversely, approval officers must deny an
application if the requirements are not met. (Sections 20 and 22 of the Agricultural
Operation Practices Act (AOPA)).

e If you believe the approval officer failed to adequately address an issue (or issues), state
the issue(s) and provide your reasoning below.

e The issue(s) must have been in front of the approval officer at the time they made the
CFO application decision; the Board will not consider any new issues.

¢ Include how the decision affects you, such as any damage or bias you believe would occur
to you because of the approval officer’s decision.

My grounds for requesting a Board review of the approval officer’s decision are:

See /?deema(um'llél(‘/ O b ngeg)
ottached

Page 3 of 5
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Name

Street/Box Address

Town/City/Postal Code

Legal Land Description

Telephone Number

Email Address

Date

Name

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Page 5 of 5

Sof5

f' Yevna dette McNa b

https://www.nrcb.ca/public/download/files/245574

Fort Ma cleod, A “ToL 0z0

NE a3-9-2b-WYM

;\({Lj ust lLI', 2024

8/14/2024, 10:24 AM



] RFR_Form_-_Approval_Officer Decision July 2023 fillable.pdf

https://www.nrcb.ca/public/download/files/245574

Request for Board Review (RFR) of an
Approval Officer CFO Application Decision

NRCB Natural Resources
Conservation Board

Instructions

1

Eligibility. Only those parties listed as “directly affected” in the approval officer’s CFO
application decision, or those parties requesting reconsideration of their status (see
section #3), are eligible to request a Board review (RFR).

2. Jurisdiction. The Board’s jurisdiction in Alberta to review a decision by an approval
officer is set out in sections 20(5), 22(4), and 23(3) of the Agricultural Cperation Practices
Act (AOPA).

3. Deadline. The NRCB must receive an RFR by the deadline specified in the approval
officer’s decision cover letter. The AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation does not
allow consideration of time extension requests or late submissions.

4. Public Documents. RFRs and attachments are public documents.

Submission. Submit this form and any attachments by email to Laura Friend, Manager of
Board Reviews at [aura friend@nrch ca. Contact her at 403-297-8269 for assistance.
Confined Feeding Operation (CFO) Application Details

NRCB Application No. LA Q400

Name of Owner/Operator or Operation M avyc M C }J &b

Type of application (if known) [0 Approval [0 Registration [ Authorization

' Location (legal land description) L4 85 = G- gl = W 4 M |
i : <
 Municipality M.D. &‘{L Willow CV‘Z@% ”0 2 &

| hereby request a Board review of the approval officer’s decision:
(You must check one)

O
O
O
0

Page1of5

V/I am the owner/operator (directly affected party)

I represent the owner/operator
| represent the municipality (directly affected party)
I am listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision

I am not listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision and
therefore | am requesting my status be reconsidered (see section #3)

I of5
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All parties or their representative must complete this section. If you need more space,
include an attachment.

e Approval officers must ensure that a CFO application meets the Alberta legislative
requirements before they approve it. Conversely, approval officers must deny an
application if the requirements are not met. (Sections 20 and 22 of the Agricultural
Operation Practices Act (AOPA)).

e If you believe the approval officer failed to adequately address an issue (or issues), state
the issue(s) and provide your reasoning below.

e The issue(s) must have been in front of the approval officer at the time they made the
CFO application decision; the Board will not consider any new issues.

e Include how the decision affects you, such as any damage or bias you believe would occur
to you because of the approval officer’s decision.

My grounds for requesting a Board review of the approval officer’s decision are:

See /Arddemdww\ A" (Fages )_é)
attached.

Page 3 of 5
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Name M avyc M(L‘ N&b

Street/Box Address
Town/City/Postal Code j:U Vt Ma('/ ) 6406{ . )A(b ’ 0L 020

Legal Land Description gW C;{g - q = Zé 5 W L/' M :

Telephone Number

Email Address

Date ;A'_U,(ajuzgt 'L}_ 20 }L:}

Name

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Page 5 of 5
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? 1 o
NRCB Cinsiivation board
Request for Board Review (RFR) of an
Approval Officer CFO Application Decision

Instructions

1. Eligibility. Only those parties listed as “directly affected” in the approval officer’s CFO
application decision, or those parties requesting reconsideration of their status (see
section #3), are eligible to request a Board review (RFR).

2. Jurisdiction. The Board’s jurisdiction in Alberta to review a decision by an approval
officer is set out in sections 20(5), 22(4), and 23(3) of the Agricultural Operation Fractices
.t (AOPA).

3. Deadline. The NRCB must receive an RFR by the deadline specified in the approval
officer’s decision cover letter. The AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation does not
allow consideration of time extension requests or late submissions.

4. Public Documents. RFRs and attachments are public documents.

Submission. Submit this form and any attachments by email to Laura Friend, Manager of
Board Reviews at | gura friendanrch.ca. Contact her at 403-297-8269 for assistance.

'NRCB Application No. - L. A A4%00 A
Name of Owner/Operator or Operation jay\e‘t Cu) aPaS 7 ‘
Type of application (if known) O Approval [J Registration [J Authorization

’ Lo_cation (legal land descripfion) A} E 83 =~ Cf -2 - w L,t— M
Municipality M.D. o—}l Willow CreeX. Mo 26

| hereby request a Board review of the approval officer’s decision:
(You must check one)

[J 1am the owner/operator (directly affected party)

L] I represent the owner/operator

[ 1 represent the municipality (directly affected party)

&/ | am listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision

[J I'am not listed as a directly affected party in the approval officer’s decision and

therefore | am requesting my status be reconsidered (see section #3)
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All parties or their representative must complete this section. If you need more space,
include an attachment.

e Approval officers must ensure that a CFO application meets the Alberta legislative
requirements before they approve it. Conversely, approval officers must deny an
application if the requirements are not met. (Sections 20 and 22 of the Agricultural

Operation Practices Act (AOPA)).

¢ If you believe the approval officer failed to adequately address an issue (or issues), state
the issue(s) and provide your reasoning below.

e The issue(s) must have been in front of the approval officer at the time they made the
CFO application decision; the Board will not consider any new issues.

e Include how the decision affects you, such as any damage or bias you believe would occur
to you because of the approval officer’s decision.

My grounds for requesting a Board review of the approval officer’s decision are:

See pages Mdendum "A" O“b)
aHnched .
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Name

Street/Box Address

Town/City/Postal Code

Legal Land Description

Telephone Number

Email Address

Date

Name

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Page 5 of 5
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