
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
BRAZEAU COUNTY 

 
AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD  

MEETING 
 

January 19, 2022 
 



BRAZEAU COUNTY 
  AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD MEETING 

AGENDA 

DATE:  January 19, 2022 
TIME:  1:00 pm  
LOCATION: County Administration Building, EOC Room  
 

Call to Order 
 

Present 
 

Pg. 2 
 

1.  Additions/Deletions to and Adoption of the Agenda 
 

All 

Pg. 3-9 2.  Adoption of the December 15, 2021 ASB meeting minutes 
 

All 

 3.  Business Arising  
 

All 

 
 
 

4.  Delegations 
2:00 pm – Public Input Session 

 

 
Pg. 10 
Pg. 11 
 

5.  Agriculture Reports for November/December 2021 
a) Manager of Agricultural Services 
b) Assistant Agricultural Fieldman Report 
c) Members 

 

 
Dawnia McCann 
Amber Kynoch 
All  
 

 
Pg. 12 
Pg. 13-44 

6.  Old Business 
a) Rural Health Initiative 
b) ASB Resolutions 
c) Herbicide Rebate Update  
d)  

 

 
Amber Kynoch 
Dawnia McCann 
 

 
Pg. 45 

7.  New Business 
a) Hemp Working Group  
b)   
c)  

 

 
Melissa Keeley 
 

 
Pg. 46 
 
Pg. 47 
Pg. 48-49 
 
Pg. 50 
 
Pg. 51 
 

8.  Correspondence/Items for Discussion 
a) Kneehill County’s response to Synthetic Fertilizer 

Emissions Letter 
b) Kneehill County’s response to ASB Funding Letter 
c) Honourable Nate Horner’s response to ASB 

Funding 
d) County of Warner No. 5 response to Synthetic 

Fertilizer emissions  
e) 2022 Revised ASB Meeting Schedule 

 

All 

 9.  Adjournment All 
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MINUTES OF THE AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARD MEETING HELD AT THE BRAZEAU COUNTY 
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, EOC MEETING ROOM, IN DRAYTON VALLEY, ALBERTA ON 
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 15, 2021. 
 
CALL TO ORDER D. Ekstrom, Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 9:02 a.m.       

 
PRESENT  Dallas Ekstrom, Councillor & Chairperson 

Randy Swap, Councillor & Vice-Chairperson 
Mike Mueller, Member at Large 
Liz Seutter-Rosell, Member at Large  
Jeff Bundt, Member at Large 
Dawnia McCann, Manager of Agricultural Services 
Amber Kynoch, Assistant Ag Fieldman 
Nancy Chambers, Agricultural Technician / Recording Secretary 
 

ABSENT  Anthony Heinrich, Councillor  
Shawn McKerry, Interim CAO 

 
GUESTS  none 
 
INTRODUCTIONS Members and Administration introduced themselves. 
 
ADOPTION  
OF AGENDA  Additions/Deletions to and Adoption of Agenda 

140/21 Moved by R. Swap to adopt the agenda as amended: 
 Add:  8c) Recycling Plastics 
  8d) Plan of Action for 2022 
  8e) SWOT Analysis 
 Rename: 8a) 2022 ASB Conference and Resolutions 

A. Heinrich joined the meeting at 9:05 a.m. via Go To Meeting. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  

 
ADOPTION OF    
MINUTES  Adoption of Minutes 

141/21 Moved by J. Bundt to adopt the minutes of the Agricultural 
Service Board meeting of November 8, 2021 as amended: 
 Page 6 – should be Alberta Farm and Animal Care 

(AFAC) rather than AFSC 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  
 

BUSINESS ARISING Acts 
D. Ekstrom asked if each member would take an Act to review and familiarize 
and report back to ASB in January or February in the members report. D. 
McCann offered that if there are any questions to please reach out to her. As 
the Ag Fieldman, she is already familiar with the Acts.  
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Agricultural Service Board Act – R. Swap 
Animal Health Act – L. Seutter-Rosell 
Agricultural Pests Act – J. Bundt 
Weed Control Act – M. Mueller 
Soil Conservation Act – M. Mueller 
Agricultural Operation Practices Act – D. Ekstrom 
 
A. Heinrich declined, as he felt Administration is very well versed with all the 
Acts as part of their duties. 

 
AGRICULTURE   
REPORTS  Manager of Agricultural Services Report November/December 2021 

D. McCann provided a verbal review of the Acting Manager of Agricultural 
Services report. The board welcomed D. McCann back from her leave. 
  
Assistant Agricultural Fieldman Report November/December 2021 
A. Kynoch provided a verbal review of the Assistant Agricultural Fieldman 
report. Some forage samples have been submitted for nitrate testing. Toxic 
levels of zinc have were found in a producer’s soil samples, which has affected 
crop production. D. McCann has been in contact with Dick Puurveen with the 
University of Alberta for further assistance. 
  
Member Reports 
Member at Large J. Bundt reported on:  

 Cold 
 Feeder calves have not moved in the last month.  Price of cull cows 

are also relatively low.  Backlog of cattle in every feed yard in Western 
Canada.   

 American cattle producers banded together to start a producer-
owned slaughter facility. 

 
Member at Large M. Mueller reported on:  

 Cold weather 
 Cat work, sold one 
 Article on climate change, labour shortages and the pandemic 

 
Councillor A. Heinrich reported on:  

 Cattle are being fed 
 

Member at Large L. Seutter-Rosell reported on: 
 Cold 
 Keeping eye on grain prices and demand 
 Numbers they haven’t seen before 
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Councillor R. Swap reported on:   
 Cold 
 Horses are good – still wintering in pasture 

 
Councillor D. Ekstrom reported on:  

 Met yesterday with the Assistant Deputy Minister John Conrad for the 
ASB Chairpersons Town Hall Meeting 

 93 participants 
 Concerned about: AB economic recovery, fostering a working 

relationship federally and provincially with ASB’s  
 Regional Liaison program – keep using and communicating 
 Continue to work on resolutions 
 Small cost for ag plastic bag recycling will be passed on to the farmer. 
 Reviewed concerns he heard while campaigning 

 
M. Mueller noted that a beacon on top of a vehicle that is hauling large 
equipment can help slow people down. J. Bundt asked if the County can 
supply a portable beacon with the larger rental equipment. Members 
discussed spaying and neutering of dogs and cats, noting that prices will vary 
at each clinic.   
 
L. Seutter-Rosell agreed that agricultural corridors signage is needed.  Time 
spent with Weed Inspectors would be beneficial. More focus on livestock and 
herd health is important through education programming. D. McCann spoke 
about a matrix developed by Northern Sunrise County about their weed 
inspection program.  She would like to bring that back to the ASB to get a 
better defined process for our program. Promotion of the ASB can be assisted 
by board members and Councilors. ASB members can serve as mentors, as 
opposed to having producers paying for these services. 
 
R. Swap reported that several residents want the rebate left in place. The cost 
for the County to hire custom spraying is high if enforcement was initiated. 
 
142/21  Moved by M. Mueller to receive the Agriculture Reports for 

information.   
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  
 

DELEGATIONS  Public Input Session 
D. Ekstrom opened the Public Input Session at 10:09 a.m.  Les Huber spoke 
about the chemical rebate.  Chemical purchased the year prior was not 
eligible due to the receipt not being from the current year. However, there 
were extensions the other way and late applications were accepted. Farm 
taxes are very reasonable in this County so residents should be able to afford 
to spray. Everyone needs to be accountable. He is against the rebate because 
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only 36 people applied for the rebate. Farmers have to be responsible and 
not depend on the government to do things for them.  
 
Members discussed that Administration may make exceptions for chemical 
purchased the previous years, as long as it wasn’t previously claimed. 
 
Mr. Huber submitted a letter to the board outlining his concerns about the 
herbicide rebate program and who the money is going to, advertising, 
flexibility during wet seasons, decision making, and the addition of a 
statement on the application agreeing to make information public.  
  
Allan Taylor spoke about feed analysis showing a lack of protein and also 
spoke about vet clinics. 
 
Public Input Session was closed at 10:24 a.m. 
 

D. Ekstrom called for a break at 10:24 a.m. and the meeting resumed at 10:36 a.m. 
 
OLD BUSINESS AG-3 Herbicide Rebate Program Policy 

D. McCann discussed the October 6, 2021 ASB meeting motion 116/21 and 
the November 16, 2021 Council meeting motion 960/21-11-16. 
 

D. Ekstrom stepped down from the chair and R. Swap assumed the chair. 
 
143/21  Moved by D. Ekstrom to rescind motion 116/21 from the 

October 6, 2021 ASB meeting. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

D. Ekstrom resumed the chair. 
 
Members discussed the AG-3 Policy. A rebate budget of $75,000 was 
approved in the 2022 interim operating budget. Members discussed the 
application deadline of September 30 and the maximum cap. According to 
the policy, if there are still funds remaining after the deadline has passed, the 
ASB has the authority to distribute remaining funds to applicants who 
reached the cap. Members discussed the importance of getting the proper 
information out to the public to ensure residents are aware of the program. 
A page in the County newsletter would help to explain the program to 
residents. 
 
The board discussed reporting on acres sprayed rather than individual users. 
 

L. Seutter-Rosell left the meeting at 11:17 a.m. and returned at 11:19 a.m. 
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144/21 Moved by M. Mueller to recommend to Council to remove the 
cap from the AG-3 policy. 

IN FAVOUR: 
M. Mueller 
D. Ekstrom 
L. Seutter-Rosell 
R. Swap 
OPPOSED: 
J. Bundt 
A. Heinrich 
CARRIED 
 

R. Swap left the meeting at 11:41 a.m. and returned at 11:43 a.m. 
 
Members discussed weed notices and enforcement taken place in the past 
few years. Members discussed that compliance deadlines for action to take 
place are at the discretion of the Ag Fieldman. The Weed Control Policy AG-8 
will be brought to a future ASB meeting to review the process. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 2022 ASB Conference and Resolutions 
 D. McCann advised of the 2022 annual ASB Provincial Conference to be held 

in Edmonton from January 25 to 27, 2022 at the Westin Hotel.  D. McCann 
handed out copies of the ASB Provincial Conference agenda to the members.  
Hotel rooms have been booked for each member.  

 
By January 7, 2022, let D. McCann know if you are attending the ASB 
Provincial Conference.   

 
In the agenda are the 2022 resolutions that will go to the ASB Conference and 
D. McCann asked that members review and the resolutions will be discussed 
at the January 19, 2022 meeting.  Two members of Brazeau ASB will vote on 
the resolutions at the conference. 

 
M. Keely joined the meeting at 11:55 a.m. 

 
Hemp Working Group 

 M. Keeley provided a report on the 2021 Canadian Hemp Trade Alliance 
Virtual Conference that she attended virtually in November.  More research 
on hemp as livestock feed is needed.  The importance of speaking with the 
end buyer is key for hemp producers before they start production. 

 
 D. McCann suggested that an ASB resolution to the federal government to 

de-regulate industrial hemp would be helpful for the agricultural industry. 
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M. Keely asked if the ASB members could help promote the hemp industry by 
providing names and contact information of potential producers who may be 
interested in growing hemp.  She can then reach out to them. A recent 
newsletter article helped with awareness of the hemp industry.  A workshop 
or speaker session could assist further. 
 
Members discussed additional promotion for corn varieties, brassicas, and 
other crops. Plastic net wrap made from hemp was also discussed. 

 
145/21 Moved by A. Heinrich to receive the hemp report for 

information. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

 
M. Keely left the meeting at 12:10 p.m. 
 

Recycling Plastics 
M. Mueller advised the bags used for collecting recyclable jugs now costs $15. 
This is due to DEF containers not being accepted by the recycler and they have 
to sort them out from the rest of the jugs.  
 

D. Ekstrom called for a break at 12:14 a.m. and the meeting resumed at 12:28 a.m. 
 

Plan of Action for 2022 
Members discussed what the board wants to accomplish this year.   
 
D. Ekstrom - hemp resolutions, DEF recycling jugs, resolution 5-19, class 1 
drivers, veterinarian/rancher relationship, slaughter plants, fertilizer costs, 
escalating farm fuel costs, promotion of Brazeau County, and the Western 
Economic Corridor. 
 
M. Mueller – update weed control policy, promotion for corn and brassicas, 
education for new farmers. 
 
J. Bundt – standardizing vet/producer fees, and on-farm slaughters. 
 
A. Heinrich – public awareness, educational programming, ag mental health, 
and public interactions. 
 
R. Swap – communication to the public regarding weeds, geothermal 
concept, local kill plant, weed program awareness, review Acts, education for 
the public on what the ASB does. 
 
L. Seutter-Rosell – new ways to promote, vet/producer relationships, relaxing 
the direct to consumer model for food producers. 
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D. Ekstrom encouraged members to prioritize and collaborate, and bring 
thoughts back to a future meeting. M. Mueller added that articles or 
interviews with the local newspaper and/or radio station would be good 
ideas. D. Ekstrom requested that the ASB have opportunity to meet with the 
summer staff for their perspective on programming. 
 
SWOT Analysis 
D. Ekstrom reviewed the ag SWOT analysis identified in Council orientation. 
 
Members discussed the importance of a livestock emergency plan, but also 
noted that people just step up when needed.  A contact list is a good start.  
Social media is a strong form for communication in emergencies. Members 
suggested contacting Parkland County or other Counties with existing plans. 
 
146/21 Moved by A. Heinrich to direct Administration to see what 

neighbouring municipalities have for livestock emergency 
plans and inquire about the possibilities of mutual services.  

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

CORRESPONDENCE  
/ ITEMS FOR  
INFORMATION Municipal District of Willow Creek – Synthetic Fertilizer Emissions 
 
D. Ekstrom stepped down from the chair and R. Swap assumed the chair. 

 
147/21 Moved by D. Ekstrom to receive the letter for information.  

 CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY   
 

2022 ASB Meeting Schedule 
D. Ekstrom suggested a time change for the meetings in the winter months 
in order to accommodate morning chores.   
 
148/21 Moved by A. Heinrich to change the January, February, and 

March ASB meetings to start at 1:00 p.m. with Public Input at 
2:00 p.m. 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
ADJOURNMENT         149/21 Moved by A. Heinrich to adjourn at 1:19 p.m.  
 CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY   
 
 
 
 
  __________________________  __________________________ 
   ASB CHAIRPERSON     AG FIELDMAN   
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MEMORANDUM 

MANAGER OF AGRICULTURAL SERVICES REPORT 
 JANUARY 2022 

BRAZEAU COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SERVICES BOARD 

 
Administration 

 ASB Conference registration; 

 Responding to information requests; 

 ASB Conference AAAF planning committee meeting; 

 ASB motion to remove cap from rebate policy to Council; 

 Public sector purchasing webinar; 

 Livestock emergency preparedness research; 

 2022 membership renewals; 

 Senior management team meeting. 
 
Pest Management 

 N/A 
 

Soil Conservation 

 Planning and Development referral sheets. 
 

Roadside Vegetation 

 Planning for hiring. 
 

Weed Management 

 Planning for hiring. 
 

Crop and Forage  

 N/A 
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MEMORANDUM 

ASSISTANT AGRICULTURAL FIELDMAN REPORT 
JANUARY - 2022 

BRAZEAU COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SERVICES BOARD 

Administration 

 Day to day operations; 

 Responding to inquiries; 

 Creating POs; 

 Meetings; 

 Research; 

 Mapping; 
 
Soil Conservation 

 Soil samples. 
 

Crop and Forage  

 Seed Samples. 
 
Rental Equipment  

 First rental of the year going out. 
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Rural Health Initiative 

PHYSICAL AND
MENTAL HEALTH

ASSESSMENTS

DISCUSSION ON
RESULTS

CUSTOMIZED ACTION
PLAN BASED ON YOUR

RESULTS 

YOU GET
 

 

 

 

 

The Rural Health Initiative is coming to Brazeau County!

We are looking for individuals and couples to participate.

This assessment covers:

At the County Office
7401 Township Road 494 

Drayton Valley, AB

YOUR
INVOLVEMENT 

3 sessions over 3 years

1 hour sessions 
(2 hours for a couple)

B R A Z E A U  C O U N T Y
A G R I C U L T U R A L  D E P A R T M E N T  

Information Source:
https://www.brazeau.ab.ca/living-here/agriculture

brought to you by: 

F A R M  S A F E T Y  C E N T R E

WORKSHOP
DETAILS

Link to register:

https://www.abfarmsafety.com/wor

kshop_bookings/booking-5/

 

June 23, 2021
No charge for participation 

Take a picture of me to
register

FOR MORE
INFORMATION 

Please contact the Agricultural

Department or the Alberta Farm

Safety Centre :

780-542-7777   
Farm Safety Centre:

Brazeau County:

403-752-4585

Blood Pressure 
Cholesterol 

BMI
Muscle Mass
Bone Density

 
 

Mental Health
Diabetic Risk
Blood Sugar

Metabolic Age
Visceral Fat

  

Basal Metabolism
Body Water Percentage

Oxygen Saturation 
Eyesight 

Triglyceride Levels

P
age 12 
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RESOLUTION 1-22 
 

VEGETATION MANAGEMENT ON ALBERTA PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS 
 

 
WHEREAS:  Invasive plants cause significant changes to ecosystems which 

may result in economic harm to agricultural and recreation 
industries; 

      
WHEREAS: Highway corridors facilitate the spread of invasive plants both 

locally and internationally; 
      

WHEREAS: The Alberta Transportation is responsible for weed control within 
the rights of way of the 31,000 kilometers of provincial highways in 
the province, as per the Weed Control Act; 

      
WHEREAS: Alberta Transportation has not adequately maintained control of 

noxious and prohibited noxious weeds within provincial highway 
rights of way in recent years; 

 
WHEREAS: This lack of control is affecting neighboring landowners, as these 

invasive weeds are spreading into their fields; 
 
WHEREAS:  Due to this lack of control, landowners adjacent to provincial 

highways are faced with increased costs to their vegetation control 
programs; 

 
WHEREAS: Allowing noxious and invasive plant growth including brush along 

highways increases the risk to public safety by reducing visibility 
along road shoulders where wildlife is crossing or grazing; 

 
WHEREAS: The most cost-effective strategy against invasive species is 

preventing them from establishing rather than relying on eliminating 
them after an infestation has begun; 

 
WHEREAS:  In 2017, Alberta Transportation developed a three-year provincial 

vegetation management plan, which included a plan to manage 
noxious weeds in highway rights of way; 

 
WHEREAS: Alberta Transportation must allocate sufficient funds and capacity 

to meet its weed control requirements along provincial highways; 
 
WHEREAS:  Continued advocacy efforts have been ongoing with the ASB 

Provincial Committee and the Ministry has agreed to focus on 
improving communication and relationships to put the limited 
dollars available to their best use.  
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THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
BOARDS REQUEST that Alberta Transportation increase funding for summer 
maintenance programs for its vegetation management (weed control and mowing) along 
provincial highways;                     
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
BOARDS REQUEST that Alberta Transportation enhances their current vegetation 
management strategy at a minimum to the level of the 2017 Provincial Integrated 
Vegetation Management Plan to manage noxious weeds, prohibited noxious weeds, 
and any unsafe vegetation on the full rights of way of all primary and secondary 
provincial highways; 
      
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
BOARDS REQUEST that Alberta Transportation continue to allow the option to enter 
into service agreements with municipalities for the purposes of vegetation management 
and/or weed control within their respective municipalities.  
 
 
SPONSORED BY:  County of Two Hills / Leduc County 
MOVED BY: _______________________      
SECONDED BY:   _______________________    
CARRIED:     _______________________   
DEFEATED:   _______________________     
STATUS:   Provincial 
DEPARTMENT:   Alberta Transportation 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 14 



BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Member Background 
This is not a new issue, municipalities across the province have been dealing with these issues 
since the province privatized Alberta Transportation services in the mid 1990’s. There has been 
less and less vegetation management along provincial highways every year. 
 
Reductions in provincial funding in recent years have severely impacted vegetation 
management along provincial highways. This has resulted in changes stating that maintenance 
along provincial highways will be one shoulder cut of mowing per year, with no full width mowing 
and no scheduled weed spraying. Although late fall mowing ensures that vegetation height is 
managed going into the winter season, it does not control noxious or prohibited noxious weeds 
at that stage of growth, especially if the mowing is only a single shoulder pass of a wide right-of-
way.  
 
Adjacent landowners are frustrated with the weeds in the Provincial Right-of-Ways because the 
weeds are propagating onto their lands causing financial burden and the overgrowth is 
impacting the safety of travelling motorists and migratory wildlife along Alberta highways. 
 
Expense: 
Landowners are spending large sums of money on weed control, but are also seeing their 
results diminish because of a lack of responsibility by the province, regarding the Alberta Weed 
Act. The Alberta Weed Act was introduced in 1907 to ensure landowners practice good 
husbandry and stewardship of our lands. As fellow landowners, the province, by not proactively 
controlling weeds is insinuating we should wait until a weed notice is issued (as referred to in 
the response by Alberta Transportation) before conducting any weed control. We have noticed 
the amount of time taken to respond to a weed infestation has increased - leading to larger 
infestations. It affects our ratepayers/landowners and the county, as both must increase their 
budgets for weed control. 
 
Potential transfer of weeds provincially, nationally and internationally: 
The weed issue in our county has local, provincial, national, and possibly international impacts 
as hay, grain, and other commodities are transported via our highway network daily. Any vehicle 
that stops on the side of the highway could potentially transfer weed seeds anywhere. The 
impact is two-fold: an increased weed control budget (whether it’s spraying, or mowing, or hand 
removal) and dockage to grains and forages sold into the market place. The added increased 
costs affect the overall net profits at the farm level. 
 
Mowing of right-of-ways can be an effective method of control of some noxious and prohibited 
noxious weeds, if mowing occurs prior to seed set. However, if mowing does not occur 
throughout the right-of-way, those weeds growing outside of the mowing path will be able to 
complete their life cycle, creating a larger issue in subsequent years. If full right-of-way mowing 
cannot occur in a timely fashion annually, additional control measures must be utilized to ensure 
control.  
 
Spraying of weeds will only occur if local municipalities identify areas of concern and issue a 
notice under the Weed Control Act to Alberta Transportation. This is an inefficient use of 
resources both on the municipal and provincial end. The best control of noxious and prohibited 
noxious weeds comes from prevention or early detection and control of an infestation. 
Furthermore, multiple control measures over consecutive years is the most effective and 
efficient way to control weeds. Reactive control is considerably more expensive if weeds are not 
controlled annually.  
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Safety: 
In addition to not controlling weeds in highway ditches, the province has reduced its mowing 
program along our highway ditches. Mowing, also a method of controlling weeds, used to be 
conducted twice per year along our highways – along the shoulder, and every four to five years 
as prescribed from shoulder to fence-line. 
 
This year we were initially informed that the province did not budget for any ditch mowing. After 
raising concerns to Alberta Transportation, we were informed we would get one mow this 
season, of only one pass along the shoulder of the highway. Not only does this impact control of 
the weeds along our highways, we have a grave concern for the safety of the public travelling 
these highways. The visibility of wildlife crossing the highways is hindered by the tall weeds and 
grass. 
We have received several calls and visits from county residents who have noticed increased 
wildlife and bird strike along our two- and three-digit highways. They are worried for their own 
safety as well as the safety of local wildlife impacted by motorist’s inability to spot wildlife and 
have proper warning time in which to react to wildlife crossing. Furthermore, this has a financial 
impact from the aspect of automobile insurance rates and premiums. 
 
Province ignoring its own Act: 
Under the Weed Control Act, landowners have a responsibility to “control a noxious weed that is 
on the land the person owns or occupies” as well as “destroy a prohibited noxious weed that is 
on land the person owns or occupies.” As owner of provincial highways, the Province of Alberta, 
through the Ministry of Transportation, has a responsibility to control weeds throughout their 
right-of-ways.  
 
The best control of weeds comes from prevention, not reaction. The province is not abiding by 
its own legislation intended to control the spread of noxious and prohibited noxious weeds. By 
not controlling the ditches, municipalities are put in the uncomfortable position of having to issue 
weed notice to the province. We cannot expect landowners to control weeds on their land while 
the province ignores weeds in their right-of-way’s. 
 
History & Legislation: 
Alberta highway shoulders were mowed twice per season. Approximately every four years, a 
manager would prescribe additional shoulder to fence-line mowing. In 2015, Alberta 
Transportation stopped mowing along all highways. Alberta Transportation proactive weed 
control plans changed in 2014. Alberta Transportation stopped spraying weeds proactively, and 
would only spray if they were issued a weed notice. 
 
The Alberta Weed Control Act was proclaimed in Province of Alberta in 1907. It is reviewed and 
proclaimed every four or six years. It was last reviewed and proclaimed in 2016. 
 
The Alberta Weed Control Act aims to regulate noxious weeds, prohibited noxious weeds, and 
weed seeds through various control measures, such as inspection and enforcement, together 
with provisions for recovery of expenses in cases of non-compliance. Additionally, it mandates 
the licensing of seed cleaning plants and mechanisms. An excerpt is included: 
 
Part 1: 
Noxious weeds — control 
2 A person shall control a noxious weed that is on land the person owns or occupies. 
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Prohibited noxious weeds — destroy 
3 A person shall destroy a prohibited noxious weed that is on land the person owns or occupies. 
Spread of weeds prohibited 
4(1) Subject to the regulations, a person shall not use or move anything that, if used or moved, 
might spread a noxious weed or prohibited noxious weed. 
 
Other Stakeholders 
Alberta Invasive Plants Council - This group of individuals and organizations work hard to 
educate, the public on invasive species (plants, and organisms) not only in our province, but 
also those that can potentially be introduced in our province. This group tries very hard to stop 
the spread of invasive species. 
 
Association of Alberta Agricultural Fieldmen - This is a group of about 160 members from 
across the province, these men and women work hard every day to try and reduce or eradicate 
the invasive species in their respective Counties or MD’s. We are bound by the Alberta Weed 
Act in our own jurisdiction to both keep Right of Ways clean, but also educate and enforce weed 
concerns to local producers. 
 
Agricultural Services Board - There are 69 municipalities that have an Agricultural Services 
Board, this board and its members create and uphold strategic plans that include proactive 
measures to reduce invasive populations in their jurisdiction. We work hard every year to 
improve our stewardship on the lands around us. 
 
Alberta Transportation - Alberta Transportation has a very high invested interest as they are in 
control of the highways, these roads must be kept safe for all travelers. Letting unwanted 
vegetation stay on the shoulders of the roads, growing tall allows for very unsafe driving 
conditions, as wildlife can emerge with little notice, as well as, travelers when stopping on the 
sides of the roads can unknowingly transfer invasive species. 
 
Alberta Agriculture and Forestry – The Alberta Weed Act is an act that has been around 
since1907. This is an act that was created by Alberta Agriculture and Forestry. If the expectation 
is to educate and enforce this act upon the public, they must abide themselves. 
 
CP and CN rail lines - The rail lines cross over provincial highways all over the province, when 
the two crosses, there is a chance of transferring weeds further on, even out of province. 
 
Past Advocacy Efforts 
Previous resolutions have been passed by the Provincial ASB Conference that have addressed 
weed control within Alberta Transportation: in 2008, 2010, 2016 and 2017. In addition, a 
resolution was brought to the Alberta Association of Municipal Districts & Counties (AAMD&C), 
currently know as the Rural Municipalities of Alberta (RMA) in 2016.  
 
Provincial Agricultural Services Board Conference 
2006: 
Resolution #10 - Weed Control Along Primary and Secondary Highways 
A resolution was passed that requested “the Provincial Government allocate sufficient funds to 
control the weeds and undesirable vegetation along their primary and secondary highways 
within the province”. 
 
At that time Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation indicated that they placed a “high priority 
on weed control within all highway rights-of-way”. The department also stated that in 1999 a 
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process was initiated “to involve the Fieldmen more directly in the weed control programs by 
allowing them, in urgent situations, to order work directly from highway maintenance contractors 
or to undertake weed control using their own forces. This process has been quite successful on 
a provincial basis”. 
 
2008: 
Resolution #15 - Weed Control of Alberta Infrastructure and Transportation Roadways 
Agricultural Services Boards across Alberta are/were interested in providing weed control in 
their municipality, the local Agricultural Services Boards are willing and ready to help control the 
highways, in the most effective, and efficient way possible. Weed Control within all highway right 
of-way’s is a priority for government. The department has contractual obligations to have weed 
control work done by the highway maintenance contractors. Staff from Alberta Infrastructure and 
Transportation (INFTRA) and Alberta Agriculture and Food work closely with Agricultural 
Fieldmen and highway maintenance contractors to determine the weed spraying and mowing 
requirements along each roadway within their jurisdiction. Also, Agricultural Fieldmen identify 
problematic locations that need special attention and ensure they are addressed 
 
2010: 
Resolution #4 - Alberta Transportation Roadside Weed Control 
A resolution was passed that requested “Alberta Transportation review their current weed 
control program to ensure the effectiveness of the program and give consideration to an 
increase in the current width of ditch that is sprayed as well as implementing a monitoring and 
assessment program to ensure that severe populations are dealt with proactively not reactively.” 
 
2017:  
Resolution #5- Vegetation Management on Alberta Provincial Highways  
Enforcement of the Weeds Act along highways in the province continues to be limited by 
provincial budget constraints. The proactive approach planned by the Ministry of Transportation 
has been put on hold and ASBs are not likely to see a blanket plan like the Integrated 
Vegetation Management Plan agreed on for 2017 to 2019.  
 
In the response letter to the 2017 resolution, Alberta Transportation replied that the ministry was 
developing a “comprehensive and mutually agreeable vegetation management control plan” that 
was intended to address vegetation management over a multiple year approach. This was to 
include: 
 
Chemical vegetation control:  
• All class highways: one full right-of-way spray every four years.  
• All class highways: one percent of total hectares reactive spraying for prohibited noxious 

weeds annually and/or localized noxious weed concerns. Mowing may be completed instead 
of spraying if appropriate.  

 
Mowing:  
• Class 1A highway: one full-width right-of-way cut and one shoulder cut annually.  
• Class 1B highways: one full-width right-of-way cut every four years and one shoulder cut 

annually.  
• Class 2 and 3 highways: one full-with right-of-way cut every four years and one shoulder cut 

annually.  
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Although this plan was initiated, a full four-year cycle was not completed as provincial budget 
cuts reduced funding. Vegetation management reverted to minimal action (one shoulder pass of 
mowing along most provincial highways).  
 
On September 1, 2020 the ASB Provincial Committee met with Deputy Minister Rae-Ann 
Lajeunesse and Assistant Deputy Minister Tom Loo from the Ministry of Transportation to 
discuss the conclusion of the 2017-2019 Integrated Vegetation Management plan, and the 
possibility of creating another 3 year plan. The DM was very positive with a willingness to 
improve communications and coordinate management approaches at the local level. Regional 
and District Operational staff were encouraged to attend regional ASB conferences to answer 
questions and facilitate relationship. 
 
In May 2021, the ASBPC met with Darren Davidson, Regional Director and Rob Huston, 
Operations Manager with Alberta Transportation to discuss plans for the upcoming field season. 
Here are a few things to keep in mind as weeds start popping up along Alberta’s highways this 
summer: 

● Contractors require a work order from the AT District or Regional office before they can 
do any vegetation related work on the highways. Vegetation control is not part of their 
regular contract. 

● There are limited funds currently so the blanket approach taken in the last Integrated 
Vegetation Management Plan is not possible. Instead work orders for vegetation control 
will be issued for public safety concerns first, and weed concerns as funds allow. 

● Any weed notices issued by municipal staff should be sent directly to the appropriate 
District or Regional Alberta Transportation office for the fastest response. Notices sent 
directly to the minister have a longer process for being addressed. 

Currently, some municipalities have agreements in place to conduct reactive weed control along 
provincial highways. This is done in circumstances where the Maintenance Contractor is unable 
to perform the weed control in a timely manner and permits the municipality to perform the 
control on their behalf. The municipality identifies the weed issue and then is permitted to 
conduct the control. Although not the most efficient or effective control method, this type of 
agreement does allow for more timely application and control of weeds within the right-of-ways. 
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RESOLUTION 2-22 
 

RESTORATION OF ALBERTA AGRICULTURE, FORESTRY AND RURAL 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REGIONAL NETWORK OF EXPERTS 

 
WHEREAS: Alberta Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Economic Development’s 

provided regionally specialized agricultural professionals employed 
by the province the opportunity to meet and communicate with 
ASBs (and ASBs with them) on locally important agricultural issues;  

WHEREAS: This steady discontinuation of Alberta Agriculture, Forestry and 
Rural Economic Development’s staff presence in Alberta’s rural 
communities has resulted in a gradual but steady decline in the 
Ministry’s service to those communities since the early 1990s; 

 
WHEREAS: Cuts to Alberta Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Economic 

Development staff & services since the 1990s have drastically 
reduced effective, consistent dialogue on provincial agricultural 
policy decisions, leaving local agricultural communities and their 
Agricultural Service Boards with little input on these decisions due 
to the lack of consistent, direct contact with specialized Ministry 
staff; 

 
WHEREAS: These cuts have left Alberta’s local communities and smaller 

agricultural sectors largely unsupported with locally based qualified 
agronomic advice and severed a local communications link with 
Ministry decision makers in Edmonton; 

 
WHEREAS: The more recent elimination of many Alberta Agriculture, Forestry 

and Rural Economic Development’s regional network of experts 
that were available to Alberta’s Agricultural Service Boards has 
reduced both the quality and quantity of agricultural / environmental 
technical and policy information exchange between Alberta’s rural 
communities and the Ministry; 

 
WHEREAS: Alberta’s larger agricultural operators and sector associations 

utilize their economies of scale to justify the costs of contracting 
private consulting services to obtain agro-economic advice, as well 
as enabling them to lobby policy makers; 

 
WHEREAS: Alberta’s smaller farmers, ranchers and industry associations lack 

these economies of scale to hire private consultants which leaves 
them dependent on all levels of government to provide this 
necessary information;  
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WHEREAS: Whereas the Alberta government provided a transition grant to the 
applied research and forage associations to contract specialists let 
go by the ministry to support producers, these measures are not 
long term and do not allow for direct feedback by ASBs to policy 
makers in the Ministry. 

 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED 
THAT ALBERTA'S AGRICULTURAL SERVICES BOARDS REQUEST 
That Alberta’s Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Economic Development support and 
encourage regionally based, Provincial Government staff or contractors, with extensive 
experience in their chosen agricultural field, to be consistently available to meet with 
ASBs as an expert source of the timely, detailed and unbiased information that ASBs 
are now expected to deliver. 
 
SPONSORED BY: Municipal District of Pincher Creek No. 9 
MOVED BY:  _______________________      
SECONDED BY:   _______________________    
CARRIED:      _______________________   
DEFEATED:   _______________________     
STATUS:      Provincial 
DEPARTMENT:      Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Economic Development  
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BACKGROUND 
 
Background: Restoration of Alberta Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Economic 
Development ‘Key Contact’ Network 
 
The background for this resolution is quite eloquently expressed in two articles posted on 
the website of Farming Smarter, an applied research charity association based out of 
Lethbridge. The first article was posted on the Farming Smarter website on January 15th, 
2021 by Kristi Cox, and is excerpted below. Some sections are bolded for emphasis. 

 
[Alberta Agriculture & Forestry] has existed in some form since the inception of the 
Province in 1905. 
 
While Alberta Agriculture & Forestry changed over time to meet the evolving 
needs of producers, it   remained   a   critical piece   of   the   success   of   
agriculture   in    the province. Various programs, initiatives, offices and 
individuals ensured producers had all the tools they needed to get the most 
productivity out of the land. 
 
John Knapp, former Deputy Minister of Agriculture, started out as a District Agriculturist 
(DA) in 1977. 
 
At the time, Alberta Agriculture had a large physical presence on the rural 
landscape. There were 65 district offices across the province hosting about 100 
DAs, 60 District Home Economists (DHEs) and about 80 specialists who 
supported those out of six regional offices. 
 
“The District Agriculturist’s role was to understand the needs of his or her rural 
community. (DAs would) sit down with individual farmers and talk about 
technology changes, breeding changes, livestock, fertilizer placement, 
herbicide use and all the different technologies. It really began to help us 
produce more per acre.” 
 
Having the DAs and DHEs based out of those district offices had a large impact 
on their efficacy. “They understood their community and they understood what 
individual issues were on their minds,” said Knapp. 
 
Knapp explained that DAs shared knowledge in three key ways: Farmers would come to 
their offices with questions, farmers requested on-farm visits, and DAs organized 
independent, expert speakers who answered questions that came from area 
producers. 
 
“DHEs worked with farm families, aiding with home design, family foods and nutrition, or 
clothing and textiles,” said Knapp. “All things that were part of farm families at that point. 
They listened, made cold calls and brought in speakers.” Sometimes they went together 
on farm visits. The DHE would be farm family focused, and the DA focused on the 

Page 22 



business and technology side. It was a unique partnership that addressed the 
needs of the entire farm family when information wasn’t easy for the general public to 
access. 
 
Having knowledgeable DAs [and DHEs] enabled quick, effective resolutions to 
problems. 
 
John Kolk of Kolk Farms Conrich Ltd grew up on a farm and now runs a specialty crop 
and irrigation farm with his family. In the 1970’s Kolk’s dad purchased a piece of land 
one spring with about 50 acres of salinity. The DA helped him determine the best 
process to remediate the land from start to finish. By that fall, they had permits in 
place and implemented the plan. “Three to four years later, it was producing crops 
like the rest of the land,” said Kolk. “You don’t forget those things.” 
 
Alberta Agriculture also offers crop insurance funded through the federal and provincial 
governments. This is amalgamated with a lending program under the Alberta Financial 
Services Corporation. 
 
“Those programs also sat in the district office,” said Knapp.” You could go to talk to your 
DHE about home design, you could talk to the DA about a beef ration for the winter, you 
could talk to the loans officer about expanding your farm and you could talk to your crop 
insurance officer about crop insurance for the next year.” With these services all in one 
place it was truly one stop shopping for farmers. As technology progressed through the 
80’s the DAs frequently referred farmers to more specialized individuals.  
 
When Kolk sought to expand into an alternative income source for his farm in the early 
1980’s, he was considering getting sheep, and accessed Alberta Agriculture’s services. 
“We knew nothing about sheep, so we went to see the sheep specialist,” said Kolk. This 
sheep specialist happened to be (then) DA John Knapp. Knapp told Kolk what was    
working for other sheep producers, advised on breeds and warned of potential pitfalls. 
They spent about six hours together over two meetings. Considering Knapp’s 
experience and advice, Kolk determined the best route forward to pursue sheep 
production on his farm. 
 
“There was a level of trust in the information that was provided that gave me 
confidence.” 
 
“If someone wanted to talk about dairy rations, you’d contact the dairy specialist,” said 
Knapp. “If someone wanted to talk about seed varieties for the coming spring, you’d 
transfer them to the crop specialist. By the early 90’s it was clear that we needed to 
convert our service into specialists on the front line.” 
 
At this point, DAs evolved again from the role of referral agents to specialists 
themselves in areas like beef, crop, engineering, and agriculture economics. Just a 
decade later in the early 2000s, with information more readily available to producers, 
there was yet another shift. “At that stage, the department decided to take on more of a 
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train the trainer role,” said Knapp. “They retained many of the specialists, they still had 
large numbers doing research and supporting the specialists, but they began to move 
away from front line extension.” 
 
A call center took on the role of front-line extension, at its height fielding about 50,000 
calls a year. 
 
While the DAs, DHEs and their evolved forms were key to farm success in Alberta, 
other components of Alberta Agriculture had significant impact as well. 
 
In most provinces, research was undertaken   by   a   combination   of   the   federal   
government   and universities, but Alberta Agriculture took on a lot of research 
themselves. “Good things came out of that,” said Knapp. “For example: the barley 
varieties developed out of Lacombe; beef genomics work where we’re breeding more 
efficient cows; much more efficient poultry rations; some great work on peas, breeding 
for fungal resistance; and Alberta Ag was part of developing that great modern plant 
called canola out of what used to be rape seed.” 
 
Knapp points out that there are niches the private sector can never fill. 
 
“The private sector can’t make public policy,” Knapp said. “They can certainly 
have input into public policy, but the government is always going to need 
analysts and people to develop policy options for the minister and cabinet to look 
at.” 
 
While Alberta Agriculture has evolved over the years, Kolk thinks it is still relevant today. 
“Alberta Ag has been good on the whole sustainability file,” said Kolk. “Whether 
that’s water efficiency, irrigation   efficiency, reduced tillage, reduced chemicals, or the 
four Rs of fertilizer- that sort of stuff is where there was a public need, a public good, 
and no natural seller.” 
 
Kolk      finds      Alberta      Agriculture      important      for      information      exchange      
and      distribution through conferences like the Irrigation Update and the Agronomy 
Update. 
 
He also thinks they are key in surveillance with issues like pests and challenges like 
clubroot and fusarium. 
 
Recently, when Kolk was investigating subsurface irrigation, one of the first things he 
did was to sit down with the people at Alberta Ag’s irrigation sector. When he wanted to 
streamline weekly moisture soil checks, he worked with Alberta Ag first for guidance 
with moisture sensors. Then, they consulted with Dr. Appels at Lethbridge College. 
 
“It takes a village,” said Kolk. “It was critical to talk to people that I had a lot of 
trust in because they had expertise and they weren’t trying to sell me anything. 
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They were there to say, ‘This is what we’ve learned, and this is what you should 
be careful of.’” 
 
“If your agronomist is also working for an input supplier, he’s not your 
agronomist,” said Kolk. “Alberta Ag has been, and I hope in the future will 
continue to be, that respected source of information from a neutral party.” 
 
On February 26, 2021, Ken Coles, Executive Director of Farming Smarter, lamented the 
current state of provincially funded agricultural research, extension, and connection with 
rural Alberta that seems to be a feature of current provincial agriculture policy. A portion 
of his letter is excerpted below, with some sections bolded for emphasis. 

 
Our community may face a farmer-led research fallacy in its new way of supporting 
agriculture research. 
 
In 2020, a new government made dramatic changes to Alberta Agriculture…I wish 
farmers and ranchers showed Bill 6 passion about the recent changes to Alberta 
agriculture research as it will create gaps in history. 
 
This time, the agriculture industry asked for the change. They wanted to see 
reinvestment into research after losing ACIDF (Agriculture Crop Industry Development 
Fund). After a series of consultations, what came out didn’t replace the grant; it created 
something entirely different. 
 
The government created RDAR (Results Driven Agricultural Research).   They touted it 
as a one stop funding agency that would empower farmers to decide how to spend 
public investment in research and extension. An interesting idea with some good 
promise, but not without challenge. RDAR’s 33 members represent everything from 
goats and eggs to peas and bees. It also has an expanded advisory committee of over 
50 organizations including all the applied research and forage associations. Team 
FarmRite (a group of seven ag research organizations and three agricultural colleges) is 
a voting member. RDAR ran a call for proposals this fall and is set to announce its first 
round of results driven research funding to the industry. 
 
But this government completed the gutting of Alberta Agriculture’s research and 
extension work, cuts to agriculture service boards, cuts to applied research 
associations and a transfer of agriculture research assets to post-secondary 
institutions. 
 
In addition to this, the Canadian Agriculture Partnership program is mostly frozen. 
(RDAR is supposed to take over two programs — Accelerating the Advancement of 
Agricultural Innovation and Adapting Innovative Solutions in Agriculture — that funded 
$12 million in research annually). 
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While many Albertans understand and appreciate government fiscal 
responsibility, there is an undeniably large decrease in investment, a loss of 
public focused human resources and, most importantly, a detached relationship 
between producers and government. 
 
Early in the consultations, the Alberta government noted that it was the only province 
doing its own research. It looked to the Saskatchewan model that supports post-
secondary institutions. So, it appears the guiding direction supports transferring some 
Alberta government scientists to universities and colleges and, in some instances, 2 to- 
3-year access agreements for land and facilities. 
 
While it may seem like a good thing that these resources remain in agriculture, I 
have serious concerns regarding their long-term stability. First, these transfers 
come with Alberta Agriculture funding for two to three years. When the funds run 
out, post-secondary institutions will compete, mainly through RDAR, to maintain 
support for scientists, infrastructure, and projects. All while the institutions face 
significant budget cuts. To make things even more precarious, everyone will 
compete for drastically diminished funding and that’s when the bubble bursts. I 
must admit I’m very concerned for the future of publicly funded research and 
innovation development. 
 
As for extension and knowledge transfer, I believe it will soon disappear 
completely. 
 
 
The historical perspectives expressed in these two Farming Smarter articles, which 
describe the devolution of Alberta Agriculture & Forestry’s funding commitment and 
presence in independent agricultural research and technology transfer to local agricultural 
communities, certainly echoes our experience in the Municipal District of Pincher Creek. 
 
When the District Alberta Agriculture offices began to close in the early 1990s, our 
Agricultural Service Board, like many other ASB’s around the province, attempted to fill 
some of the void left by the elimination of the Das, DHEs, and other provincial support 
staff. To some extent, we had success, but the already existing demands of enforcing 
provincial legislation for weeds, agricultural pests, soil erosion, and practical programs to 
support them including vegetation control programs stretched municipal capacities to the 
limit. In many cases, support to farmers that had been provided by the district offices and 
the provincial staff simply disappeared altogether. 
 
Other consequences of the disappearance of Alberta Agriculture & Forestry from rural 
Alberta are outlined in the resolution. 
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RESOLUTION 3-22 

CELEBRATE CANADA AGRICULTURE DAY IN ALBERTA SCHOOLS (FEB 22, 
2022) 

WHEREAS: Education about agriculture is limited within the current school 
curriculum; 

WHEREAS: The Classroom Agricultural Program is only able to spend one hour 
with grade 4 students but was cancelled due to Covid-19; 

WHEREAS:  Consumer interest of how agriculture production is achieved, and 
food is produced is increasing; 

WHEREAS:  Less than 2% of the population have a direct role in primary 
agriculture production, people have a less direct experience with 
growing their own food or participating in the agriculture industry; 

WHEREAS:  There is an increasing amount of incorrect or incomplete 
information about agriculture and the agri-food industry; 

WHEREAS:  Consumer purchases can be influenced by the amount and quality 
of agriculture and agri-food awareness and education they have 
received; 

WHEREAS:  The Ag More Than Ever website has information and resources to 
make this easy for schools to access;   

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED  
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST  
that the Minister of Education, direct all schools to celebrate Canada Agriculture Day at 
the elementary, junior high and high school levels. 
 
SPONSORED BY:  Cypress County 
MOVED BY:   _____________________ 
SECONDED BY:   _____________________ 
CARRIED:    _____________________ 
DEFEATED:  _____________________ 
STATUS:    Provincial   
DEPARTMENT:  Education 
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BACKGROUND 
 
The Classroom Agriculture Program (CAP) is a well-known and highly respected 
education program currently reaching over 20,000 Grade 4 Alberta students annually. 
Since its beginning, CAP has reached more than 570,000 Alberta youth. Due to the 
Covid 19 Pandemic the program was put on hold.  
 
The Irvine School Agriculture Discovery Centre in Cypress County is the first school in 
Alberta to inspire students to consider pursuing the fantastic careers in agriculture. This 
student-led farm will develop critical thinkers with an entrepreneurial spirit. Students will 
raise crops, produce and livestock and learn about the vital role that sustainability plays 
in feeding our future. 
 
In addition to the one hour spent through CAP with students and the new discovery 
centre in Irvine, other agriculture programs and initiatives are necessary to educate 
Alberta students on agriculture. 
 
For generations most Albertans grew up on family farms and had an intimate knowledge 
about how livestock, crops, and other agricultural commodities were raised. Now, most 
Albertans live in urban communities and do not have the same level of understanding. 
Meanwhile, modern agriculture is being severely tested by concerns about how 
livestock, crops, and agricultural produce is being raised, especially regarding 
environmental impacts, animal cruelty, and farm safety. Historically, the general public 
has had a high regard for agriculture and farmers as they put food on the tables of 
Albertans, Canadians, and worldwide. 
 
Agriculture is a vitally important industry in Alberta, and there should be many 
opportunities for students to learn about agriculture. Canada Agriculture Day is one day 
that should be celebrated in schools across the province to educate students on where 
and how the food that they eat, is produced.  
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RESOLUTION 4-22 
 

PROPERLY MANAGING UNGULATE POPULATIONS 
 

WHEREAS: Wildlife ungulate populations, specifically elk, are extremely 
high in many areas in Northern Alberta, particularly on lands 
used for agricultural production; 
 

WHEREAS:  
 

Increased ungulate populations result in significant damage to 
agricultural commodities; 
 

WHEREAS: Accurate ungulate population surveys are not conducted regularly; 
 

WHEREAS: The ungulate issue has been an agricultural problem for many years 
as can be seen from the past resolutions which were carried at the 
ASB Provincial Conference as well as at RMA (formerly AAMD&C);  
 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED 
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST 
that Alberta Environment and Parks address the issue of outdated population data in 
areas which have high rates of wildlife damage insurance claims and restructure 
ungulate population survey frequency to accurately understand population densities in 
relevant Wildlife Management Units (WMUs).  
 
FURTHER THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED 
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST 
that Alberta Environment and Parks use the precise population data to manage ungulate 
populations through increased numbers of hunting tags.  
 
SPONSORED BY: Saddle Hills County 
MOVED BY: _______________________    
SECONDED BY:   _______________________    
CARRIED:   _______________________   
DEFEATED:   _______________________     
STATUS:   Provincial 
DEPARTMENT:   Environment and Parks 
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BACKGROUND  
 
Rising ungulate populations have had an increasingly negative impact on producers of 
agricultural commodities. In 2010, wildlife damage insurance claims  were approximately 
eight hundred and twenty-nine thousand dollars. In 2020, claims were in excess of two 
million dollars. According to the wildlife biologist employed by the Government of Alberta 
who is responsible for managing Peace Region wildlife management units, some areas 
have not been surveyed since 2014. Management decisions are made based on the most 
recent population data available.  
 
Past resolutions on this issue date back to 1999, from both the Provincial ASB Conference 
and RMA (AAMD&C) and include: 
 

Resolution 9-15: Elk Quota Hunt 

WHEREAS:  Many Eastern Slopes and Peace Region Municipalities are having 
difficulties with problem elk populations; 

WHEREAS:  Many Peace Region Municipalities have submitted many 
resolutions in this regard for these same problems; 

WHEREAS:  Minimal and modest increases have been made to Eastern Slopes 
and Peace Region Wild Life Management Units (WMU’s) harvest 
limits; 

WHEREAS:  These increases in tag allocations have not resulted in alleviating or 
mitigating economic losses sustained by producers; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 
BOARDS REQUEST 
 that the Minister of Environment and Sustainable Resources implement an Elk Quota 
Hunt, based upon the principles of the former Chronic Wasting Disease Quota Hunt 
and/or other ways the ministry can develop to alleviate this problem. 
 

Status: Provincial 

Response 

Alberta Environment and Sustainable Resource Development 

Environment and Sustainable Resource Development is implementing new elk hunting 
seasons in wildlife management units 162 and 163 in southeastern Alberta. These 
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additional seasons will occur in areas where there are currently low elk numbers in 
order to maintain low populations and reduce range expansion. 

Our department is increasing the number of antlerless elk hunting seasons for Canadian 
Forces Base Suffield and creating new hunting seasons for antlered elk. These seasons 
are in support of lowering elk populations in and around the base in response to 
landowner concerns. We are also implementing late-season antlerless elk hunting 
seasons in wildlife management units 302, 303, 304, 305, 306, 308 and 310 in 
southwestern Alberta. These seasons will extend into January and are being 
implemented in response to landowner concerns over agricultural depredation. 

Department staff conducted elk population surveys in many wildlife management units 
throughout the province, including the Peace River area. Updated population estimates 
will be used to make changes to the number of issued hunting permits for the upcoming 
2015 hunting season. 

In addition, Environment and Sustainable Resource Development is amending the 
procedure for landowners to provide greater flexibility in obtaining antlerless elk 
landowner licences. Landowners who are unsuccessful in either the antlerless or 
antlered elk special licence draws will be allowed to apply for an antlerless elk 
landowner licence. 

Resolution 12-20F 
Expansion of Elk Hunting for Management in Agriculture Production Areas 

Date: 
  
November 1, 2020 
Expiry Date: 
  
December 1, 2023 
Active Status: 
  
Active 
Sponsors: 
  
Leduc County 
District: 
  
3 - Pembina River 
Year: 
  
2020 
Convention: 
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Fall 
Category: 
  
Environment 
Status: 
  
Intent Not Met 
Vote Results: 
  
Carried 
Preamble: 
  
WHEREAS:  Alberta’s elk populations are increasing rapidly due to current 

wildlife management policies; and 

WHEREAS:  Increased elk populations within primarily agricultural areas has 
impacted agricultural producers through damage to hay land, 
pasture, silage crops and other crops; and 

WHEREAS: The introduction of an antlerless elk season in many of Alberta’s 
wildlife management units was intended to assist in elk population 
control; 

Operative Clause: 
  
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED 
that the Rural Municipalities of Alberta (RMA) request that the Government of Alberta 
increase the number of antlerless elk draw seasons to a minimum of two per wildlife 
management unit (WMU) located within agricultural areas; and 
 
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED 
that RMA request that the Government of Alberta increase the number of antlerless elk 
tags allocated within WMUs that are located within agricultural areas to compensate for 
poor hunter harvest success. 
 
Member Background: 
  
Wildlife Management Unit (WMU) 334 is comprised of portions of Leduc County, 
Brazeau County, and Yellowhead County. The eastern portion of this WMU is primarily 
agricultural land with a high proportion of livestock operations, who rely on hay land 
and silage crops (such as corn) to provide winter feed for their cattle herds.  Over the 
past three years, several herds of non-migrating elk have become established within 
WMU 334.  Sightings of at least two separate herds of eighty elk and two herds of forty 
are common within the area. These elk have been damaging both standing and 
stockpiled forages that are intended for cattle feed. 

Elk in the area have become especially damaging to corn crops that are intended as 
winter grazing for the cattle. While there are techniques for preventing and mitigating 
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ungulate damage, such as deterrent, intercept feed and permanent fencing, these 
techniques are typically not effective/economical when dealing with large areas, such 
as entire fields. 

The introduction of an antlerless elk season is believed to assist in the control of elk 
populations by removing female elk from the population. Tags are allocated within each 
WMU based on population numbers. This allocation assumes that with a 100% 
success rate of harvest, population numbers will be manageable. However, based on 
Alberta Environment and Parks’ (AEP) Hunter Harvest Report, hunter success rates for 
elk only exceeded 50% in one WMU, and was only 11% in specifically for WMU 334. 

AEP has confirmed that there has not been a specific survey for elk conducted within 
WMU 334, and the last aerial survey that was flown for other ungulate species was in 
January 2016.  However, AEP had allocated 20 antlerless tags for WMU 334 in 2019 
and 20 in 2020. According to the 2019 Hunter Harvest Report in 2019, five female elk 
and two young elk were harvested within the WMU, a success rate of 35%. Although 
this is a higher success rate than is recorded on the estimated resident harvest for elk, 
it is not a high enough success rate to ensure populations are managed. 

By increasing the number of antlerless hunting seasons within WMUs where agriculture 
is a significant operation, the season in which elk can be hunted within these WMU’s 
can be extended, and it is believed that the hunter harvest success rate can be 
increased. By increasing the number of antlerless tags available in these unit areas, elk 
populations will be more accurately managed even with a less than ideal hunter 
harvest rate. 

Past resolutions have been endorsed by members of the Rural Municipalities of Alberta 
specifically related to elk population control, although there are no active resolutions 
currently. 

Resources: 

https://open.alberta.ca/publications/hunter-harvest-report-elk-estimated-resident-
harvest-for-elk 
https://rmalberta.com/resolutions/2-15s-elk-quota-hunt/ 
https://rmalberta.com/resolutions/4-15s-landowner-special-licence-for-elk/ 
RMA Background: 
  
RMA has no active resolutions directly related to this issue. 
Government Response: 
  
Alberta Environment and Parks 
I appreciated hearing from RMA members regarding elk depredation specific to Wildlife 
Management Unit 334. To mitigate elk depredation in Alberta’s agricultural areas, 
Environment and Parks employs several management strategies, including adding 
extra seasons, extending antlerless seasons and changing landowner licence eligibility. 
While these strategies reduce depredation, they can also contribute to concerns related 
to hunter density, which can impact hunting access and limit harvest success. 
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I encourage the RMA to have concerned members track depredation events and 
provide details to their local fish and wildlife office (contact information is available at 
www.alberta.ca by searching for “fish and wildlife contacts”), as this information can be 
used to assist the department in managing elk. 

I have asked Environment and Parks staff to review the current landowner special 
licence process to ensure it is efficient and relevant to minimizing depredation issues. 
The department will also be evaluating the antlerless elk special licence as part of its 
annual process for recommending changes to hunting rules, and will adjust the number 
to better address concerns over agricultural conflict. Department staff indicate that an 
increase in antlerless elk tags and split seasons will not necessarily account for limited 
hunter success. Hunters’ ability to access lands containing the elk herds remains a key 
factor in determining the effectiveness of hunting as an elk-management tool. To assist 
on this front, I encourage RMA’s members to facilitate elk hunter access to private and 
leased public lands. This would have a substantial impact on harvest success. 

Alberta Municipal Affairs 
Alberta’s disaster recovery programs (DRPs) are intended to be financial assistance 
programs of last resort in response to widespread disasters or emergencies. The intent 
is that applicants first use insurance and other sources of assistance prior to accessing 
DRP assistance. Documentation is required from applicants to ensure that assistance 
is paid only for eligible uninsurable costs. 

To enable DRP applicants to recover more quickly, the 2020 Disaster Assistance 
Guidelines (DAGs) include shortened program timelines to expedite the closure of 
DRPs, from five years in previous guidelines to three years. Applicants may request an 
extension if they experience project delays or are unable to submit the required 
documentation within the three-year timeline. 

The Alberta Emergency Management Agency (AEMA) may provide a local authority 
applicant with an advance payment of up to 50 per cent of the eligible amount of 
requested assistance, if requested in writing by the community upon establishment of a 
DRP. Any subsequent requests for rolling advances must be supported by paid 
invoices from the applicant. For communities to receive an expedited final DRP 
payment, it is essential that they have completed their recovery projects and submitted 
all required records as indicated in the DAGs. Delays or discrepancies in project 
completion or the submission of requested documents result in final payment delays to 
the applicant. 

The Disaster Assistance Guidelines ensure fair and transparent administration of DRPs 
and outline documentation requirements for applicants. The guidelines closely align 
with the federal Disaster Financial Assistance Arrangements (DFAAs) to maximize 
federal reimbursement and minimize the financial burden on Alberta taxpayers. Public 
Safety and Emergency Preparedness Canada may provide cost-recovery funding for 
DRPs based on a progressive formula under the DFAAs. 

In order to receive federal reimbursement, the province must pass a strict federal audit 
for each program and meet all documentation requirements. AEMA is looking for 

Page 34 



opportunities to reduce red tape for individuals and communities under the DRP. As 
part of these efforts, AEMA is advocating for changes to the DFAA guidelines that 
would reduce administrative burdens under the program. 
Development: 
  
RMA appreciates the Alberta Environment and Parks (AEP) response outlining the 
several management strategies currently employed to mitigate elk depredation in 
agricultural areas. AEP’s response has indicated that the department will be evaluating 
the antlerless elk special licence as part of its annual process for recommending 
changes to hunting rules and will adjust the number to better address concerns over 
agricultural conflict. 

RMA assigns this resolution a status of Intent Not Met and will update the status of the 
resolution if there are any changes to elk hunting management from the annual 
evaluation. 
Provincial Ministries: 
  
Environment and Parks 
 
Resolution 4-99F 
Ungulate Damage to Stored Grain and Feed 

Date: 
  
January 1, 1999 
Expiry Date: 
  
December 1, 2002 
Active Status: 
  
Expired 
Year: 
  
1999 
Convention: 
  
Fall 
Status: 
  
Archived 
Vote Results: 
  
Carried 
Preamble: 
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WHEREAS: Agricultural producers in Alberta continue to suffer considerable 
financial losses, due to ungulate damages;  

 
WHEREAS:  Even when producers exercise due diligence in the storage of 

grains and feeds, herds growing in size and aggressiveness 
consistently cause loss of product and damage to storage facilities; 

 
WHEREAS: While the Department of Environment and the Department of 

Agriculture, Food and Rural Development acknowledge there is a 
problem, neither of these departments, nor the Agricultural 
Financial Services Corporation, offer programs to compensate 
producers for these types of losses; 

Operative Clause: 
  
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED  
that the Alberta Association of Municipal Districts and Counties urge the Government of 
Alberta that in addition to proactive herd management practices, programs be 
established with adequate funding to compensate agricultural producers in Alberta for 
their loss of stored product and damage to storage facilities related to ungulate activity 
when the producer has exercised due diligence. 
 
Member Background: 
  
In recent years, agricultural producers in Alberta have been suffering increasing losses 
due to ungulate damage. The Agricultural Financial Services Corporation (AFSC) 
administers the Waterfowl and Wildlife Compensation Program, which provides 
compensation for crops damaged by ungulates or waterfowl. However, this program 
does not extend to stacked or stored feed or bales left in the field. Both Alberta 
Environment and Agriculture Food and Rural Development have acknowledged this 
issue and have provided some funding for fencing, stack wrap and intercept sites but 
when these efforts prove ineffective and a farmer suffers losses, no funding is 
available. For example, in the Central Peace Region, 60 elk were introduced in the 
early 1960s. While the local committee, in conjunction with Fish and Wildlife staff, has 
estimated the area can support approximately 600 animals, the herd size has grown to 
over 1,600. Elk move throughout the region, knocking down protective fencing and 
damaging bins to access feeds and grains. Department staff are strapped for financial 
resources and the manpower to address this issue and while the Province has advised 
tag numbers for antlerless elk and mule deer will be adjusted to increase the numbers 
taken, frustration among producers remains high. This is particularly true for producers 
who have taken the extra measures to secure a site only to find the animals have 
prevailed. This is the crux of the issue: if a producer takes the necessary steps to 
protect grains and feed, then there should be funding available to compensate for 
damage. It is rather ironic when consideration is given to the extra time, effort and 
expense incurred by the farmer for storing materials that AFSC should provide funds 
for damaged crops still in the field but not for stored product. 
Provincial Ministries: 
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Agriculture and Rural Development 
 

 

Elk Collar Movement WMU's 358 & 359  

 

WMU 359 

WMU 358 
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RESOLUTION 5-22 
 

EXEMPTION OF NATURAL GAS AND PROPANE FOR AGRICULTURE UNDER THE 
GREENHOUSE GAS POLLUTION PRICING ACT 

 
 
WHEREAS: The Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act (GGPPA) applies fuel 

charges to natural gas and propane used in agriculture operations, 
with the exception of greenhouses; 

 
WHEREAS: The cost to Canadian farmers of the fuel charges for natural gas 

and propane are estimated to be $235 million dollars by 2024; 
 
WHEREAS: The Private Members Bill C-206 An Act to Amend the Greenhouse 

Gas Pollution Pricing Act to provide relief for the fuel charge 
passed the House of Commons and did not receive third reading 
in the Senate to pass into law prior to the 2021 Federal Election; 

 
WHEREAS: Federal programs such as the Agricultural Clean Technology 

Program were to provide relief to farmers from the fuel surcharges 
for natural gas and propane, however, these programs are currently 
closed to new applications until Spring 2022; 

 
WHEREAS: The fuel charges to natural gas and propane put Canadian farmers 

at a competitive disadvantage to international competitors that are 
not subject to fuel charges; 

 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED  
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST 
that the Government of Canada Minister of Finance, with support from Agriculture and 
Agri-Food Canada, amend the Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act to include natural 
gas and propane as exempted fuels for agriculture production. 
 
SPONSORED BY: Parkland County 
MOVED BY:           ____________________  
SECONDED BY: ____________________ 
CARRIED:  ____________________ 
DEFEATED:  ____________________ 
STATUS:  Provincial 
DEPARTMENT: Minister of Finance, Government of Canada, Agriculture and Agri- 

Food Canada 
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BACKGROUND  
 
Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act S.C. 2018, c.12. s. 186 

Under the Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act (GGPPA), adopted on June 21, 
2018, the federal government implemented a fuel charge on fossil fuels like 
gasoline and natural gas that applies in Alberta. The purpose of the GGPPA is to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions by ensuring that carbon pollution pricing 
applies broadly throughout Canada. 

As a result of the repeal of the Alberta carbon levy in May 2019, the federal government 
implemented the federal fuel charge in Alberta as of January 1, 2020.The GGPPA 
exempts fuels used in tractors, trucks and other farm machinery from the fuel charge. 
However, natural gas used for activities such as grain dryers and heating barns are not 
exempt from the fuel charge. 

 
In 2021, the Parliamentary Budget Office calculated the federal government was 
collecting fuel charges on natural gas and the propane used in the agricultural sector in 
Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba and Ontario at the following rates: 

 
2020-2021 2021-2022 2022-2023 2023-2024 2024-2025 
$9 Million $47 Million $59 Million $60 Million $60 Million 

 
From 2020-2021 to 2024-25, farmers in the major agriculture production areas of the 
country will lose 
$235 million in revenue through the fuel charge. 

 
Legislative Support 
Conservative Member of Parliament Phillip Lawrence introduced a private member 
bill, Bill C-206, An Act to Amend the Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act in the 
House of Commons that would exempt natural gas and propane used for farm 
operations. from the carbon tax. Note: these fuels are already exempt for 
greenhouse operations. 

 
Bill C-206 passed third reading in the House of Commons June 23, 2021 and first 
reading of the Senate before the Senate recessed for summer break. Because the 
bill had not passed all three readings in the Senate, the bill died when the federal 
election was called. 

 
Funding Relief for Farmers 

The 2021 Federal budget announced the government’s intention to return a portion of 
the proceeds from the price on pollution directly to farmers in Alberta, Saskatchewan, 
Manitoba, and Ontario beginning in 2021-22. It is estimated farmers would receive $100 
million in the first year. The Minister of Finance has yet to announce details of this 
commitment. 

Budget 2021 also committed $50 million for the purchase of more efficient grain 
dryers for farmers across Canada under the Agricultural Clean Technology program. 
There were no funding programs to assist other uses of natural gas and propane 
such as heat for barns. 
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As of Aug. 1, 2021, the Agricultural Clean Technology program was closed and new 
applications for the funding program will not be considered until April 1, 2022. It is 
uncertain whether any further funding will be available for grain dryer purchases in 
2022. 

Resources 
Government of Canada 
https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/climate-
change/pricing-pollution- how-it-will-work/alberta.html 

 
https://www.canada.ca/en/department-finance/news/2018/10/backgrounder-
targeted-relief-for- farmers-and-fishers-and-residents-of-rural-and-remote-
communities.html 

 
https://agriculture.canada.ca/en/agricultural-programs-and-services/agricultural-
clean-technology- program-adoption-stream/applicant-guide#a1.4 
https://www.budget.gc.ca/2021/report-rapport/p2-en.html#313 

 
Parliamentary Budget Office 
https://www.pbo-dpb.gc.ca/en/blog/legislative-costing-notes--notes-evaluation-cout-
mesure- legislative/LEG-2021-049-M--bill-c-206-extension-exemption-qualifying-
farming-fuel-to-marketable- natural-gas-propane--projet-loi-c-206-elargissement-
exemption-qui-applique-au-combustible-agricole- admissible-inclure-gaz-naturel-
commercialisable-propane 

 
https://pbo-dpb.s3.ca-central- 
1.amazonaws.com/artefacts/5b5b9f57e13225c0aa8015d196d36357877d3bb22266c71
e464604b3b7e1 8576 
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RESOLUTION 6-22 
 

AMENDMENTS TO THE ASB CONFERENCE RESOLUTION  
RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 
WHEREAS:  Resolutions are crucial to Alberta’s Agricultural Service Boards’ 

advocacy efforts; 
 
WHEREAS:  Effective resolution advocacy relies on strongly-worded resolutions 

providing clear and concise direction as to the issue and preferred 
solution; 

 
WHEREAS:  Resolutions allow Agricultural Service Boards to bring forward 

issues that require action by other levels of government and direct 
the advocacy process; 

 
WHEREAS:  Resolutions are reviewed by the Regional Resolution Committee 

prior to the Regional Conference and reviewed by the Agricultural 
Service Board Provincial Committee prior to the Provincial 
Conference; 

 
WHEREAS:  The Regional Resolution Committee membership consists of a 

different member structure than the Agricultural Service Board 
Provincial Committee; 

 
WHEREAS:   The Agricultural Service Board Regional and Provincial Committee 

do not have the authority to require changes, aside from grammar, 
without the approval of the sponsoring municipality;  

 
WHEREAS:  The Agricultural Service Board Regional and Provincial Committee 

do not have the authority to identify when a resolution duplicates an 
issue already addressed through a previous resolution;  

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED 
THAT ALBERTA’S AGRICULTURAL SERVICE BOARDS REQUEST 
that the Agricultural Service Board Provincial Committee bring forward amendments to 
the Regional and Provincial ASB Conference Rules of Procedure for consistent ASB 
member representation, and to facilitate greater oversight of the review of resolutions, 
with the objectives to clarify the content within resolutions and reduce resolution 
duplication in consultation with the sponsoring municipality.  
 
SPONSORED BY: Mountain View County  
MOVED BY: _______________________      
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SECONDED BY:   _______________________    
CARRIED:      _______________________   
DEFEATED:   _______________________     
STATUS:   Provincial 
DEPARTMENT:   Agricultural Service Board Provincial Committee 
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BACKGROUND  
Agricultural Service Boards (ASBs) provide a voice for agricultural producers in Alberta, 
highlighting the importance and assertion of the issues affecting the industry. 
Historically, rural municipalities have deemed agriculture to be important enough to 
require separate regional and provincial conferences, increasing the profile of ASBs. 
The primary purpose of the Provincial ASB Conference is to bring forward issues to 
make suggestions or recommendations for future action to bring about desired change 
through resolutions. It is essential that resolutions articulate the issue clearly for 
members to vote and for a response from the designated ministries. During a resolution 
session, discussion can be side-tracked or confused due to the lack of clarity and 
uncertainty created by having resolutions on the same topic during the voting process 
or numerous minor amendments. This inevitably dilutes the messaging and direction of 
the resolution and the overall efficiency of the resolutions process.  
 
To ensure an orderly resolution session at either the Regional or Provincial ASB 
Conference it is requested the ASB Provincial Committee amend the Rules of Procedure 
for both regional and provincial resolutions to allow for the Committees to have greater 
oversight in the resolution process, specifically granting them authority to clarify the 
content within the resolution, consolidate resolutions on the same or similar topic or 
intent and divide resolutions with multiple unrelated proposals for action. As well, be able 
to address resolutions that duplicate an issue already addressed through a previous 
resolution. This would be alignment with the Rural Municipalities of Alberta (RMA) 
Resolution Process Policy that identifies the authority of RMA and Resolution 
Committee.  
 
The structure of the Regional Resolution Committee differs from the Provincial 
Resolution Committee membership. The Regional Resolution Committee has more 
administrative members than ASB members. The Regional Resolution Committee 
consist of the 
Provincial ASB Committee representative for that region, the hosting municipality’s 
Agricultural Fieldmen, a member of their ASB, the Regional Director of the Association 
of Alberta Agricultural Fieldmen (AAAF) and the ASB Grant Program Manager 
representing Agriculture and Forestry. The Provincial Resolution Committee consist of 
5 Agricultural Service Board members representing their region, Director or executive 
member of Rural Municipalities of Alberta (RMA), First Vice President of the AAAF, ASB 
Grant Program Manager representing Agriculture and Forestry and the ASB Provincial 
Committee Executive Assistant.  
 
Applicable Policies: 
RMA Governance Policy GOV-04: RMA Resolution Process: 
https://rmalberta.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/GOV-04-RMA-Resolutions-
Process.pdf 
 
Regional Agricultural Service Board Conference Resolutions Rules of Procedure 
https://provincialagriculturalserviceboardcommittee.files.wordpress.com/2021/01/2021-
jan-21-regional-rules-of-procedure-final.pdf 
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Provincial Agricultural Service Board Conference Resolutions Rules of Procedure 
https://provincialagriculturalserviceboardcommittee.files.wordpress.com/2021/04/2021-
jan-21-provincial-rules-and-procedure-final.pdf 
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Hemp Working Group  

Brazeau County Hemp Working Group has created a logo to help further our group's public awareness 

through marketing. We will use the logo whenever we create documents and host events etc. Our focus 

was to keep the logo classic-looking so it would be more well perceived since people closely relate hemp 

to cannabis and its negativity. Our communications department for Brazeau County has reviewed this 

logo and has approved it. We are looking for ASB to choose between the two supplied logos to help 

decide on the bottom text.  

#1   #2  

 

West Central Forage Association and University of Alberta have both been contacted to see when they 

will have the 2021 hemp trial reports completed and for us to review. They have not responded to 

confirm when we can expect to receive the reports at this time.  

We are also currently researching the Canadian Hemp Trade Alliance (CHTA) to see if we should become 

a member or not. At the next meeting, I will bring back the possible positives and negatives about 

joining CHTA and the fee associated with it.  

Page 45 



Page 46 



Page 47 



Page 48 



Page 49 



Page 50 



Revised: December 16, 2021 

BRAZEAU COUNTY 

2022 Agricultural Service Board Meeting Schedule 

 

Location:  County Administration Building 

 7401 – Twp Road 494, Drayton Valley 

 

Meeting time: 1:00 p.m. 

Public Input Session: 2:00 p.m. 

 

January 19, 2022 

February 16, 2022 

March 16, 2022 

 

Meeting time: 9:00 a.m. 

Public Input Session: 10:00 a.m. 

 
April 20, 2022 

May 18, 2022 

June 15, 2022 

July 20, 2022 

August 17, 2022 

September 21, 2022 

October 19, 2022 

November 16, 2022 

December 21, 2022 
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