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Enforcement Order No. EO 25-03 
Made under section 39 of the 

AGRICULTURAL OPERATION PRACTICES ACT, RSA 2000, c A-7 (AOPA) 
 
 
Date issued: June 16, 2025 
 
Issued by: Tracey Krenn, Inspector 

Compliance and Enforcement Division 
Natural Resources Conservation Board (NRCB), Red Deer Office 

 
Issued to: Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd.  

& Ralph Walker 
 

Basis for Order: Expansion of a confined feeding operation without a permit 
 

I, Tracey Krenn, Inspector appointed by the Natural Resources Conservation Board, issue this 
enforcement order under section 39(1) of the Agricultural Operation Practices Act (AOPA)  
against:  

Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. 
Ralph Walker 

 
on the basis that they expanded a confined feeding operation (CFO) without a permit when 
a permit is required. Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. has a deemed (grandfathered) permit 
PR25001 (Appendix A) with a permitted livestock capacity of 700 (sows) hybrid swine 
farrow to finish operation including buildings and pens. The CFO footprint today includes an 
additional 19 pens, pens P1B – P19B (Appendix B).  
 
The operation is located at SE 2-35-17 W4M, in the County of Stettler, in the Province of 
Alberta, 1.5 km west of the hamlet of Byemoor. The CFO is owned by the corporate entity, 
Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. Ralph Walker makes the operational decisions and manages 
the site along with an onsite manager. 
 
Background and investigation  
On April 11, 2025, Deemed (Grandfathered) Permit PR25001 was issued to Rosanna 
Walker Farm Ltd. for 700 (sows) hybrid swine farrow to finish operation which included 
permitted enclosures and buildings (Appendix A). A Board review of the grandfathering 
determination was not requested. It was identified during the grandfathering investigation 
that the CFO footprint is not the same today as it was in 2002. This extra footprint was 
potentially considered unauthorized construction and would be addressed separate from 
the grandfathering decision. The type and number of livestock has not changed, therefore 
only the expansion of the CFO footprint will be addressed in this Enforcement Order (EO).  
 
The January 1, 2002, CFO footprint, identified in Deemed (Grandfathered) Permit PR25001 
included six pens (P1A through P6A) totaling an area of approximately 12.2 acres, 2 barns, 
and 4 quonsets/open face shelters (F1A through F6A see page 2 of Appendix A). The CFO 

http://www.nrcb.ca/
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portion of the footprint today includes an additional 19 unauthorized pens (Appendix B) 
covering an area of approximately 76.14 acres. 
 
Based on my site inspection on September 19, 2024, my discussion with the site manager 
Greg during that inspection, review of historical aerial imagery from 1999 – 2003 to 2024 
(Appendix C), historical aerial imagery and response submitted by the County of Stettler 
(Appendix D), and the hand drawn map – 2001 submitted by the previous site manager 
Rodney Grams (Appendix E), I conclude that the footprint of the CFO today is not the 
same footprint that existed on January 1, 2002. 
 
In section 4.0 Analysis and Findings, of Decision Report PR25001, I discussed my findings 
that the site displayed characteristics of both a Confined Feeding Operation (CFO) and 
Seasonal Feeding and Bedding Sites (SFBS) on January 1, 2002. In 2011, an NRCB 
Inspector determined that the operation was being managed using rotational grazing and 
that an AOPA permit was not required at that time. Since that date, management of the 
facility has changed. Rotational grazing is no longer utilized, the majority of pens lack 
vegetation, and pens are used to house, feed, and grow swine year-round.  Pens also 
include waterers, self-feeders and permanent infrastructure (e.g. fencing). The manure and 
bedding are stockpiled until being hauled out and spread on neighbouring farmland. These 
characteristics are consistent with those of a CFO and facilities adjacent a CFO, as 
identified in Operational Policy 2015-2 Distinguishing Between Confined Feeding 
Operations and Seasonal Feeding And Bedding Sites (For Cattle Operations) (CFO/SFBS 
Policy). 
 
On May 12, 2025, I drove to the site. Cattle were grazing the southern portion of the site 
just north of Hwy 589. To the north of where the cattle were grazing, I could see several of 
the pens, previously identified as pens P1B – P19B which were being utilized for the 
confining and feeding of hybrid swine. These pens were mainly dirt, with straw piles 
scattered throughout, with no or very little vegetation, and permanent fencing. I then 
attended the northeast side of the site, off Range Road 171. These pens, also previously 
identified as some of the pens P1B – P19B, were also being used to confine feed hybrid 
swine. These pens were mainly dirt, with no vegetation, straw piles scattered throughout, 
with permanent fencing. 
 
On May 30, 2025, NRCB Compliance Manager Kevin Seward, Senior Inspector Fraser 
Grant and myself, met virtually via Zoom (organized and recorded by James Webb), with 
Ralph Walker (operator), James Webb (production manager), Rodney Grams (previous site 
manager), Thomas Bugg (Advisor/Counsel to Ralph Walker) and Gordon Grant (Legal 
Counsel for Ralph Walker – left meeting due to technical difficulties). The meeting was 
arranged to advise the owner/operator of the pending EO for the unauthorized construction 
of pens P1B – P19B, as previously communicated to the owner/operator in the conclusion 
section (section 7.0) of Decision Report PR25001. Ralph Walker left the meeting shortly 
after it started stating he was frustrated with the process. The meeting and discussion 
continued between NRCB staff, James Webb, Rodney Grams and Thomas Bugg.  
 
 
 
 

https://www.nrcb.ca/confined-feeding-operations/cfo-search
http://www.nrcb.ca/public/download/files/97509
http://www.nrcb.ca/public/download/files/97509
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CFO permit required 
AOPA’s permit requirements are intended to reduce the potential for groundwater contamination 
and surface water runoff, and to lessen the nuisance impacts of CFOs on neighbours. Without 
complying with permit requirements, the regulatory objects in AOPA may be compromised. 
 
The Agricultural Operation Practices Act (“AOPA”) at section 14(1) prohibits a person from 
commencing construction, expansion or modification of a manure storage facility or manure 
collection area for which an authorization is required pursuant to the regulations. 
 
“Confined feeding operation” is defined in AOPA as: 

fenced or enclosed land or buildings where livestock are confined for the purpose of 
growing, sustaining, finishing or breeding by means other than grazing and any 
other building or structure directly related to that purpose but does not include 
residences, livestock seasonal feeding and bedding sites, equestrian stables, 
auction markets, race tracks or exhibition grounds; 

 
“Seasonal feeding and bedding site” is defined in AOPA as “an over‑wintering site where 
livestock are fed and sheltered”.  
 
The NRCB’s Operational Policy 2015-2 Distinguishing Between CFOs and SFBS (for cattle 
operations) provides guidance on differentiating between the two types of operation. As 
described above this operation currently displays several characteristics of a CFO, and 
therefore is determined to be operating as a CFO. In addition, the additional unauthorized pens 
(P1B – P19B), do not meet all the factors in Table 1 of the CFO/SFBS Policy, for a facility 
adjacent to a CFO, and therefore are currently considered to be an expansion of a CFO. 
 
“Expansion” is defined in AOPA’s Part 2 Matters Regulation “with respect to a manure 
storage facility or manure collection area, means the construction of additional facilities to 
store manure, composting materials or compost”.   
Based on my observations, my conversations with Ralph Walker, Greg, and Rodney Grams, 
and my site inspections of September 19, 2024, and May 12, 2025, I conclude that Rosanna 
Walker Farm Ltd. and Ralph Walker, have contravened section 14(1) of AOPA for the reason 
that they have expanded and are operating a CFO without a permit, when a permit is required. 
 
Under Section 39(1) of AOPA, if in the opinion of the Natural Resources Conservation Board, a 
person is contravening or has contravened AOPA or its regulations, the Board may issue an 
enforcement order … 

(b)    directing the person to create a plan to ensure compliance with this Act, the 
regulations and the approval, registration, authorization, variance or cancellation; 

(c)    directing the person to stop engaging in anything that is described in the 
enforcement order, subject to any terms or conditions set out in the order; 

(f)    specifying the measures that must be taken in order to effect compliance with the 
approval, registration, authorization, variance, cancellation, this Act or the regulations. 

 
The Board has delegated me, as an Inspector, the authority to form opinions and issue 
enforcement orders under section 39. 
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An Enforcement Order is being issued because: 
 

(a) Ralph Walker, the operator, has made it clear on several occasions he is not in 
agreement with AOPA, its regulations and the NRCB’s determination of unauthorized 
construction; and 
 

(b) By issuing an enforcement order, instead of a compliance directive, this will provide 
Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. and Ralph Walker the opportunity to request a review of the 
NRCB’s decision.  

 
ORDERS: 
To mitigate any possible risks to the environment and potential nuisances to any affected 
neighbours, Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. and Ralph Walker shall take all necessary and 
appropriate measures to comply with AOPA and its regulations. In particular, Rosanna Walker 
Farm Ltd. and Ralph Walker shall comply with one of the following two options: 
 

1. By July 15, 2025, provide a plan to the NRCB which describes in detail how pens P1B – 
P19B (Appendix B) will be managed to return these pens to a rotational grazing system. 
The detailed plan shall: 

a. identify how vegetation will successfully re-establish (seeded) and be maintained 
during the growing seasons,  

b. the type of crop or vegetation that will be used in returning the pens to a 
vegetated state, 

c. include an animal rotation strategy that is based on vegetation grow stage or 
timelines to ensure adequate vegetation is established and maintained in the 
pens as animals are moved in and out during the growing season, 

d. include an animal rotation strategy utilized during the non-growing season (over- 
winter), 

e. timelines for the establishment of the vegetation and the commencement of 
rotational grazing system both initially and going forward, and 
be approved in writing by the NRCB prior to implementation; or 
 

2. By January 15, 2026, remove all livestock and manure from pens P1B – P19B 
(Appendix B), and not repopulate pens P1B – P19B for the confining and feeding of 
livestock, unless an NRCB permit has been issued for use of those pens as a CFO. 

 
Any of the deadline dates contained above may be extended in writing, but only by the 
NRCB, at the sole discretion of the NRCB. 
 
Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. and Ralph Walker shall allow the NRCB access at any reasonable 
hour, with or without advance notice, to the CFO land and structures for the purpose of 
assessing compliance with the orders contained in this enforcement order. 
 
All actions required above shall be in compliance with AOPA and its implementing regulations 
and shall not violate any other law. These requirements, including any deadlines, remain in 
effect until otherwise directed by the NRCB in writing. 
 
The NRCB posts all enforcement orders on the NRCB public website. 
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CONSEQUENCES OF NOT COMPLYING WITH THIS ORDER 
If any person to whom this enforcement order is directed fails to comply with any part of this 
enforcement order, the Natural Resources Conservation Board may apply to the Court of King’s 
Bench for an Order of the Court directing those persons to comply with the enforcement order, 
under section 42 of the Agricultural Operation Practices Act. 
 
When an enforcement order is issued to more than one person, all persons named in the Order 
are jointly responsible for carrying out the terms of the Order, under section 43 of the 
Agricultural Operation Practices Act. 
 
NOTE: Under section 39(3), if a person to whom this enforcement order is directed complies 
with the Order, no prosecution may be commenced under the Agricultural Operation Practices 
Act for the offence with respect to the facts that gave rise to this enforcement order. 
 
(Original signed) 
Tracey Krenn 
Inspector, Compliance and Enforcement Division 
Natural Resources Conservation Board 
 
Cc: County of Stettler 

 
 
 
 

APPENDICES: 
 
A. Deemed (GF) Permit PR25001 
B. Unauthorized Pens (P1B – P19B) 
C. Historical Aerial Imagery 
D. County of Stettler Response 26 Mar 25 
E. Hand Drawn Map GRAMS 13 Mar 25 
 
SERVICE OF ORDER: 
 
Delivered to:  
 
Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. 

Delivered to:  
 
Ralph Walker 

Method of Delivery:  
 
via Email rosiew@hotmail.com 

Method of Delivery:  
 
via Email 

Date of Delivery:  Date of Delivery:  
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INFORMATION: RIGHT TO REQUEST A REVIEW OF THIS ENFORCEMENT ORDER 
 
Under section 41 of AOPA, you may request that the NRCB’s board members (the “Board”) 
“review and confirm, vary, amend or rescind’’ this enforcement order. The Board has discretion 
whether to hold a review or not. 
 
Please note that, under section 41(2), this enforcement order takes effect at the time prescribed 
in the order. This enforcement order will remain in effect unless the Board suspends the 
operation of this enforcement order. 
 
Under section 13 of the AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation, AR 106/2017, your 
request, must include: 

a) a clear and concise statement of the facts relevant to your request 
b) the grounds on which your request is made 
c) a brief explanation of the harm that has resulted or will result from the enforcement 

order addressed in your request 
d) a brief description of the remedy you seek; and 
e) the name, address in Alberta and telephone number, and the fax number and email 

address, if any, of you or your representative (if you have one). 
 
If you want the enforcement order suspended until the Board’s review is completed, you must 
also be clear about this in your written request for review and provide your reasons for asking 
for a suspension of this enforcement order. 
 
Under section 15(2) of the AOPA Administrative Procedures Regulation, a request for a review 
of the enforcement order must be filed with the Board within 10 working days of the date you 
received the enforcement order or by any later date specified in the order. 
 
Because this enforcement order does not extend the 10 working day deadline in section 15(2) of 
the Regulation, the deadline for you to file a request for review by the Board is 4:30 p.m. on 
June 30, 2025.  
 
If you wish to have the Board review this order, please submit a written request to Laura Friend, 
Manager, Board Reviews by email at laura.friend@nrcb.ca. If you have any questions about 
requesting a review or about the review process, please call Ms. Friend at 403-297-8269. 
 
 

mailto:laura.friend@nrcb.ca


Deemed Approval PR25001 
SE 02-35-17-W4M 

Total permitted animal capacity for this site: 
700 (sow) hybrid swine farrow to finish 

Deemed (Grandfathered) Permit 
PR25001 is recognized as a deemed permit under section 18.1 of the Agricultural Operation 
Practices Act (AOPA) and is held currently by: 

Name: Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. 
Address or LLD: SE 02-35-17-W4M 
Contact person: Ralph Walker 

This document does not mean that the confined feeding operation (CFO) is constructed or 
operating (currently or historically) as required by AOPA, its regulations, or all permit conditions. 

The NRCB conducted an investigation to determine the capacity of a confined feeding operation 
that was in place on January 1, 2002. In consideration of a decision report dated April 11, 2025, 
the NRCB determined that the CFO held a deemed approval under section 18.1 of AOPA, and 
that the deemed permit was still valid as of April 11, 2025. See grandfathering Decision Report 
PR25001 on the NRCB website. 

Permitted livestock capacity 
• 700 (sows) hybrid swine farrow to finish

Permitted enclosures and buildings (Appendix A): 
• Pens P1A – P6A
• Facilities F1A – F6A (Note: F1A was removed sometime between 2013 & 2015)

In recognizing this deemed permit PR25001, the NRCB does not make any guarantees or 
representations as to the extent to which this CFO conforms to the technical requirements of a 
permit issued by the NRCB under AOPA. 

April 11, 2025 

Tracey Krenn 
Inspector 

APPENDIX A: Deemed (GF) Permit PR25001



Deemed Approval PR25001 
SE 02-35-17-W4M 

2 

PR25001 – Appendix A: Depiction of enclosures and building (labelled by T. Krenn)



 

Overview of SE 02-35-17-W4M (Google Earth Pro Aerial Imagery dated June 5, 2024) 

September 19, 2024 - Pen Layout & Names as provided by Greg, Site Manager of Canadian Heritage 
Meats during the site inspection (Photo labelled by T. Krenn, Inspector). 

• Pens existing as of January 1, 2002, are outlined in “yellow” and labelled (P1A – P5A)

• Pens constructed after January 1, 2002, are outlined in “blue” and labelled (P1B – P19B)

Pens uses as provided by Site Manager, Greg during site inspection September 19, 2024: 
Rye Field – Pregnant Moms Ritchie Pen – Moms (3) & Babies (20) 
Farrowing Pen – Farrowing Old SW Pen – Pregnant Moms (17) 
Centre Pen – Breeding Dugout Pen – Moms (20) & Babies (?) 
Corner Pen – Farrowing Chainlink Pen - Boars 
Isolation Pen – Castrated Boars Road Pen – Dry Sows (100) 
New NW Pen – Moms & Babies North Quonset – Male Babies 
New NE Pen – Moms & Babies South Quonset – Female Babies 
West 1 – Pregnant Moms (16) West 2 – Moms (14) & Babies (80) 
West 3 – Pregnant Moms (25) West 4 – Moms (25) & Babies (70) 
Triangle Pen – Empty Teardrop Pen – Empty 

**New NW & NE Pens are also used for over-wintering of the cow-calf herd/spring calving** 

APPENDIX B: Pens (P1B - P19B)



 

Pens 18B – Pregnant Moms (15) Pen 19B – Pregnant Moms (14) 



Location: SE2-35-17-W4M 
Operation: Rosana Walker Farm Ltd. (Canadian Heritage Meats) 

Valtus 1999 - 2003 

APPENDIX C: Historical Aerial Imagery 



Google Earth Pro October 1, 2003 



Google Earth Pro – April 30, 2007 



Valtus 2011 



Valtus 2013 



Valtus 2015 



Google Earth Pro - July 20, 2018 



Google Earth Pro – September 1, 2019 



Valtus 2022 



Google Earth Pro – June 5, 2024 



March 21, 2025

Tracey Krenn, Inspector
303, 4920 51 Street
Red Deer, AB T4N 6K8
tracey.krenn@nrcb.ca
403-318-8199

Dear Ms. Krenn, 

RE: Rosanna Walker Farm Ltd. Grandfathering Determination - PR25001

The County of Stettler writes in response to the notice provided by the NRCB requesting input 
on the operation of a confined feeding operation on the SE 2-35-17-W4M.

Attached to this letter are aerial photographs from 2003 and 2024 showing the expansion of 
the farm over 20 years. As this farm raises wild boar, we have conducted numerous inspections 
over the years under the Agricultural Pests Act, a summary of which is attached. We have also 
included a current pest notice which forms part of active enforcement on wild boar at large and 
pen fencing calculations done as part of the inspections leading to that enforcement.

Lastly, we wish to inform you that the County of Stettler has no record of a permit issued under 
our Land Use Bylaw prior January 1, 2002. At that time, a permit would have been required for 
an “Intensive Livestock Operation”. 

Please accept this letter as application for the County of Stettler to be considered a directly 
affected party. The keeping of wild boar and hybrids thereof requires management under the 
Agricultural Pest Act by the County of Stettler. 

Sincerely,

Greggory Jackson
Director of Operations
Interim Agricultural Fieldman

Enclosures

County of Stettler No. 6
Box 1270

6602 – 44 Avenue
Stettler, Alberta   T0C 2L0

T:403.742.4441  F: 403.742.1277
www.stettlercounty.ca
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1 8.13 ac

2 2.79 ac

3 7.41 ac

4 2.08 ac

5 2.67 ac

6 3.29 ac

7 1.28 ac

8 16.36 ac

9 4.67 ac

10 1.46 ac

11 1.75 ac

12 0.47 ac

13 0.01 ac

14 0.07 ac

15 0.27 ac

16 1.90 ac

17 1.83 ac

18 1.98 ac

19 1.93 ac

20 1.09 ac
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22 0.99 ac
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24 3.04 ac
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26 2.57 ac

27 0.74 ac

28 4.79 ac

29 1.98 ac

30 3.88 ac

31 1.71 ac

32 6.03 ac

33 3.09 ac

TOTAL: 99 ac
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25 3.04 ac

26 2.57 ac

27 0.74 ac

28 4.79 ac

29 1.98 ac

30 3.88 ac

31 1.71 ac

32 6.03 ac

33 3.09 ac

TOTATT L: 99 ac







Date Inspector Correspondence Approx # Boar Shortcomings Next Action Deadline Notes 

8/5/2014 Grady Owen Inspection Report 800 - 850

failure of minimum containment standard, electical 
shortcomings, fencing mesh size too large, non 
buried fence, inadequate height, post spacing too 
large, young wild boar noted outside of fence. 

stake the bottom of all fencing 
containing farmed wild boar 1 m into 
the ground and add stakes spaced no 
more than 1.5 m apart 1-Oct-14 -

8/14/2018 Karl Vidal Inspection Report 2000
in front pen, no secondary fence, boar need to be 
moved - - -

12/17/2019 Stephan Desilets

Inspection Report and Risk 
Assesment of Hybrid Wild 
Boar Farm 1250

size too large, electirical shortcomings, fence not 
buried, no double fencing, signs of young boar 
outside of fence. - -

Risk Assesment - 75% adult males is pure 
wild boar, 50% adult females is pure 
strain wild boar

11/23/2022 Stephan Desilets Inspection Report 1400 - 1500

fence height too short (<1.5m), fence not buried, 
electrical shortcomings, fencing mesh size too large, 
signs of young boar outside of fence.

Need smaller mesh fencing, work on 
secondary containment. -

Boars and Sows shipped to California, and 
Manitoba

4/28/2023 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report -

fence height too short (<1.5m), fence not buried, 
electrical shortcomings, fencing mesh size too large, 
signs of young boar outside of fence.

Due to lack of buried fence, suggested 
secondary fencing. Energize electric 
fence. Need smaller mesh fencing to 
contain piglets Fall -

8/21/2023 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report 2500
inner fence height too short (<1.5m), electrical 
shortcomings. 

Double fence aroud all pens. 
Complete electric fence on inside of 
all pens and ensure minimum of 
4000v. Fall -

11/23/2023 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report 1156 insufficent volage on electric fence. - - -

11/24/2023 Hannah McKenzie Compliance Letter -

Failure to meet minimum containment standards 
(insufficent voltage on electric fence). Escaped wild 
boar (April 20, August 3, August 18, 2023) (6 boar 
total). 

Complete electric fence on inside of 
all pens and ensure minimum of 
4000v. 30-Nov-23

11/30/2023 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report -

Containment is in compliance with the exception of 
pens along the East side of property (no double 
fencing). - - -

2/28/2024 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report -

Temporary panels have been placed in biodeck pens 
as an effort for secondary fencing, these panels do 
not meet minimim containment standards. No 
mesh fencing and lots of gaps along bottom and 
sides, no electric wire. Observed tracks indicating 
boar escape.  Rye pen also had insufficent height 
and electric fencing, evidience of boar escape. - - -

3/5/2024 Hannah McKenzie Compliance Letter -

Temporary fencing on the biodecks will be 
permitted until the ground thaws but large gaps in 
the mesh and panels are unsatisfactory. 

mesh fencing needs to be added to 
limit the risk of wild boar escape. 3/7/2023

letter will serve as a written warning and 
a copy will be placed in your 
administrative file.

3/7/2024 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report -

Mesh fencing needs to be connected to existing 
fence then temporay conainment will be 
acceptable. - -

Road pen does not meet containment 
standards. 

6/10/2024 Hannah McKenzie Information Letter -

Gate Status: May 10, 2023 – closed, August 16, 
2023 – open, August 18, 2023 – open, August 23, 
2023 – open, October 20, 2023 – open, January 8, 
2024 – closed, February 6, 2024 – open, May 8, 
2025 - open, June 10, 2024 – open

It is important to close the main gate, 
encouraged to find a solution to this 
ongoing issue. - -

8/9/2024 Hannah McKenzie Inspection Report 700

Permanent secondary fencing only partially 
completed, no electric fence.Wild boar in pens that 
used to be for cattle, no electric fence and mesh 
fencing is too large, watched piglets breach the 
fence. 

Working with Stettler County to 
determine next actions -

Isolation pen had electric fencing in place 
and met contaiment standards. 

10/10/2024

Farrah Fischer on 
behalf of Quinton 
Beaumont Form 2 Pest Notice - -

1. Keep the main gate to the Lands 
closed and secured at all times except 
when entering or exiting the 
property;  2.Fully comply with the 
Minimum Containment Standards for 
Alberta Wild Boar Farms (September 
16, 2015) on all perimeter fencing to 
prevent Wild Boar from being at 
large. 5/30/2025

Hand delivered notice to both Rosanna 
and Ralph and had a breif discussion 
regarding the notice at 9:58 am. Peace 
Officer Aislinn Reule was there for 
assistance and monitoring. Inspector 
Fischer explained the notice and appeal 
process. Appeal deadline is October 24, 
2024. 

FILES IN APPEAL PACKAGE: Form 2 (Pest Notice), Minimum 
Containment Standards for Alberta Wild Boar Farms (2015), 2024-06-19 
Letter from Hannah Mckenzie (GOA Wild Boar Program Specialist) 
warning to keep gate closed, 2014-08-05 Wild Boar Farm Inspection 
Report (Grady Owen, Senior Investigation Officer, Inspection and 
Investigation Branch), 2024-08-09 Wild Boar Farm Inspection Report 
(Hannah Mckenzie), Alberta Agricultral Pest Act (appeal process 
highlighted) and Regulation. 



Pen ft m ha ac
1 2,977            907               3.29 8.13
2 1,400            427               1.13 2.79
3 2,330            710               3.00 7.41
4 1,585            483               0.84 2.08
5 1,378            420               1.08 2.67
6 1,480            451               1.33 3.29
7 1,099            335               0.52 1.28
8 3,408            1,039            6.62 16.36
9 1,841            561               1.89 4.67

10 1,021            311               0.59 1.46
11 1,286            392               0.71 1.75
12 830               253               0.19 0.47
13 389               119               0.01 0.01
14 296               90                 0.03 0.07
15 290               88                 0.11 0.27
16 1,177            359               0.77 1.90
17 1,070            326               0.74 1.83
18 1,153            351               0.80 1.98
19 1,301            397               0.78 1.93
20 964               294               0.44 1.09
21 765               233               0.29 0.72
22 962               293               0.40 0.99
23 2,306            703               1.98 4.89
24 1,439            439               1.23 3.04
25 1,505            459               1.23 3.04
26 1,696            517               1.04 2.57
27 710               216               0.30 0.74
28 2,040            622               1.94 4.79
29 1,425            434               0.80 1.98
30 1,741            531               1.57 3.88
31 1,273            388               0.69 1.71
32 1,751            534               2.44 6.03
33 2,020            616               1.25 3.09

SUM 46,908         14,298         40                        99                        
Average 1,421            433               1                          3                           

Permeter Fence Length Pen Area



From:  
To: Tracey Krenn
Subject: Rod grams
Date: March 13, 2025 1:28:10 PM

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

Sent from my iPhone. Give me a time I can call you tomorrow

APPENDIX E: Hand Drawn Map GRAMS 13 Mar 25
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