
Ag Centre, 100, 5401- 1 Ave South 
Lethbridge, Alberta T1J 4V6 

403-381-5166
www.nrcb.ca

sent by email May 2 , 2025  

Jacobus Bart Poot 
Box 50 
Bloomsbury AB T0G 0G0 

Re: Deemed (Grandfathered) Permit PB24002 
Jacobus (Bart) and Sarah Poot 
SW 23-61-04-W5 

This letter sets out the NRCB’s assessment of the permitted status and livestock capacity of the 
confined feeding operation (CFO) at this site. 

The owner or operator of the CFO at SW 23-61-04-W5 holds a deemed (grandfathered) permit 
under the Agricultural Operation Practices Act (AOPA). This deemed permit: 

a) allows the CFO to confine feed 2,800 swine feeder hogs; and
b) recognizes the following facilities as part of the permit:

1. North barn
2. Middle barn
3. South barn
4. Liquid manure storage by north barn (EMS)
5. Liquid manure storage by south barn (EMS)

Background 
The site is located in Barrhead County, approximately 9 kilometres southwest of the hamlet of 
Neerlandia AB. The CFO is owned and operated by Jacobus (Bart) and Sarah Poot. 

On May 6, 2024, the NRCB received a Grandfathering Determination Request from Bart and 
Sarah Poot (Appendix B). 

Mr. Poot’s father Jacobus Poot, and his family acquired the farm in 1996. The farm was an 
existing farrow to finish swine operation. 

On August 12, 1997, Barrhead County issued development permit No. 54-97 to Jacobus Poot 
and Jacqueline Poot-Kamstra authorizing the construction of a new 88’ x 206’ barn to 
accommodate 2,000 new feeder hogs to the existing 800 feeder hog operation on SW 23-61-4-
W5 (Appendix A). 

The south barn (26.8m x 62.8m), which permit 54-97 was issued for, was constructed in 1998 
and is currently in use. They are currently custom feeding 2,000 feeder/ finisher pigs in that 
barn. It was converted from a wet feed system to a dry feed system in 2018. Liquid manure 
storage is just south of the barn. This was confirmed by Inspector Cathyrn Thompson during her 
site inspection on February 28, 2025. 
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The north barn (which pre-dated permit 54-97) originally had a flat floor with a central gutter. In 
2001/2002, the north barn was completely rebuilt. The new barn was built on the same footprint 
but replaced the gutter with a pit at the north end. In 2018 the barn started to be used as a shop, 
due to market conditions, but with the intention that it could be converted back to a swine barn 
again if markets conditions permitted. The infrastructure relating to the pits and plumbing was 
not touched and operator says it can be converted back to a barn easily. Inspector Cathryn 
Thompson confirmed that the barn, along with the pit and plumbing, is still in its original state 
and could be converted back to house swine with minimal work. 
 
The middle barn (9.1m x 36.5m), constructed pre-1996, was originally a sow barn, which the 
Poots converted to a starter nursery where weaners stayed for a month before moving to the 
north barn to be finished. It is currently used in conjunction with the Poot’s cow/ calf herd. It has 
three pits, two of which are filled in and one is still open. It is currently being used as a calving 
barn for their cow/calf herd. Mr. Poot does not plan to use it for swine in the future due to the ef-
fort required to convert it back. This barn is considered abandoned and it will not be part of the 
grandfathered deemed permit. 
 
The EMS by the north barn at the time of purchase was in bad condition and was rebuilt with a 
new clay liner in 1996-1997. The EMS by the south barn was constructed at the same time as 
the south barn. Inspector Thompson inspected both EMS lagoons and confirmed they are intact 
and in good condition.  
 
There is a freshwater pond to the east of the south barn, built between 2015-2018. 
After reviewing imagery from Google Earth Pro (Appendix C), air photos acquired from the 
County of Barrhead (Appendix D), discussions with Mr. Poot and Inspector Cathryn Thompson, I 
believe the original footprint from January 1, 2002, is unchanged. The condition of the site is 
acknowledged in the letter from the NRCB dated October 1, 2002 (Appendix E) and shows no 
issues or concerns about the site in October 2002. 
 
The NRCB has formalized grandfathering decisions by adopting processes set out in section 11 
of the Administrative Procedures Regulations under AOPA and through the Operational Policy 
2023-01: Grandfathering (Deemed Permit). These documents provide the framework to 
establish the facts and the scope of the grandfathering determination process. 
 
Status of deemed permit today 

A. Abandonment  
While a grandfathering determination is limited to a point in time – January 1, 2002 – the NRCB 
also takes this opportunity to assess the validity or status of a deemed permit, today. 
If a facility or CFO were abandoned, that might invalidate its deemed permit today.  
 
The NRCB’s Operational Policy: 2016-3 Permit Cancellations under AOPA section 29 guides 
how to assess whether an operation or facility is abandoned. The policy also directs the 
approval officer or inspector to consider: 

• the CFO’s current use, if any 
• the CFO’s current condition 
• what, if any, steps are being taken to keep the CFO’s facilities in condition such that they 
could resume being used for livestock management without major upgrades or 
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renovations 
• when the CFO stopped being used, and the owner’s reason for stoppage 
 whether the operation changed ownership during the period of disuse 

• the owner’s reason for ceasing or postponing use and owner’s intent with respect to 
future use of the CFO 
• the value of CFO facilities (independent of their permitted status) and the cost of 
reconstructing them if reconstruction is needed. 

 
From my observations, information obtained during the site inspection by Inspector Cathryn 
Thompson, oral testimony provided by Mr. Poot, aerial imagery, and Alberta Land Titles, I was 
able to assess the status of the site. Because the middle barn has been converted into a calving 
barn for Mr. Poot’s cow/ calf herd, which includes 2 of the 3 manure pits being filled in, I believe 
that it would take considerable effort to bring that barn back into production for the swine 
operation and this single facility will be considered abandoned for this permit. Mr. Poot 
expressed he does not intend to use this middle barn for swine in the future. 
 
However, I conclude that the rest of the CFO has been well maintained, has continued to be 
operational and the owner’s intent has always been to keep the hog CFO in operation, and 
therefore the overall CFO is not considered abandoned. 
 
Following the “Calculator for determining livestock capacity of operations as they existed on 
January 1, 2002” (Agdex 096-81) fact sheet and using the factor of 9 square feet per animal, the 
north barn can house 800 swine feeders, and the south barn can house 2,000 swine feeders. 
The area of 9 square feet/ animal for growers/ roasters (60-230lbs/ animal) was used as it was 
the most representative of the size of animal to be raised. The weight for the feeders/ boars 
category is greater than 400lbs/ animal and not representative of the animals size currently 
being fed at this CFO. There is no category in the Technical Guideline for animals from 230lbs- 
400lbs. 
 
This will give Mr. Poot a total of 2,800 swine feeder hogs on his permit, which is the same 
number as permit 54-97. 
 
B. Disturbed liner 
The Grandfathering (Deemed Permit) Policy states that facilities that are deemed to have an 
AOPA permit retain that deemed status only as long as the essential conditions of those 
facilities remain as they were on January 1, 2002. 
 
As a general rule, if a deemed facility is changed in a way that constitutes “construction” under 
AOPA, including the NRCB’s interpretation, then that facility will lose its deemed status. Further 
explanation of what constitutes “construction” is provided in NRCB Operational Policy 2012-1: 
Unauthorized Construction, and Livestock Pen Floor Repair and Maintenance fact sheet. 
 
In this case, there is no information that any liners or protective layers for the deemed CFO 
facilities were disturbed in a way after January 1, 2002, that would constitute “construction” and 
would invalidate the deemed permit. 
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Findings 
By operation of section 18.1 of AOPA, if on January 1, 2002: 

a) a CFO existed, 
b) with respect to which a municipal development permit was issued, and 
c) that development permit was in effect, 

 
the owner or operator of that CFO is deemed to have been issued a registration under AOPA. 
The deemed livestock capacity is the capacity authorized by the development permit. 
 
The AOPA threshold for a registration permit of a Swine Feeders/Boars livestock type operation 
is 500-3299 feeders. Municipal development permit 54-97 authorized 2,800 feeder hogs. 
 
Based on the information above, I determined that a CFO existed above AOPA thresholds, and 
the owner or operator holds a deemed registration permit.  
 
This CFO was constructed pursuant to a municipal development permit issued before January 
1, 2002. The municipal development permit specifies livestock capacity and type. In this case, a 
grandfathering determination made does not require the field services staff (inspector) to notify 
affected parties, or to issue a full decision report (see 5.2.1 and 7.1 of NRCB Operational Policy 
2023-01: Grandfathering (Deemed Permit)). 
 
I also found that the deemed permit (except for the middle barn) is still valid today. 
 
I have enclosed a copy of the NRCB’s Deemed Permit for this CFO, recognizing the 
grandfathered status, livestock capacity and facilities. Deemed Registration PB24002 also 
carries forward the terms and conditions of Municipal issued Permit 54-97, which remain in 
effect. 
 

NRCB Inspector 
 
cc. County of Barrhead (sent by email) 
Encl. Deemed (Grandfathered) Permit PB24002 
  
 
Appendices: 
 
Appendix A: Permit No. 54-97 County of Barrhead issued August 12, 1997 
Appendix B: PB24002 Grandfathering Determination Request 
Appendix C: Google Earth Pro July 18, 2023 
Appendix D: Aerial Image 2002 from County of Barrhead 
Appendix E: NRCB letter October 1, 2002 
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