ALTERNATIVE LAND USE SERVICES (ALUS)
PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAC) MEETING
Wednesday, September 06, 2017

Next Scheduled Meeting:
Thursday, November 16, 2017

BRAZEAU COUNTY
ALTERNATIVE LAND USE SERVICES (ALUS) SPECIAL MEETING
PARTNERSHIP ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAC)
DATE: September 6, 2017
TIME: 9:00 a.m.
PLACE: Brazeau County Administration Building, Drayton Valley, AB
EOC Meeting Room
1.

9:00 am

Call to Order

Chairperson

2.

Introductions

All

3.

Adoption of the Agenda

Chairperson

Adoption of the Minutes
a) Adoption of the July 19, 2017 minutes

All

Business Arising
a) Review & Adoption of 2017 ALUS PAC Meeting Schedule

All

4.

Pg. 1-8

5.

Pg. 9

6.

Pg. 10-12

Fencing Standards

Benjamin

7.

Pg. 13-15

Grazing Best Management Practices

Benjamin

8.

Municipal Development Plan Agricultural Policies – September 19

Benjamin

9.

Declaration of Conflicts of Interest

All

Projects:
a) 16E-012 – Project #1 (tabled)

Benjamin Misener

11.

Videos

Benjamin Misener

12.

Administrative Matters
a) Expense Claims

Benjamin Misener

13.

Adjournment

Chairperson

10.
Pg. 16-33

MINUTES OF THE BRAZEAU COUNTY ALTERNATIVE LAND USE SERVICES (ALUS) PARTNERSHIP
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAC), HELD IN THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, EOC MEETING
ROOM, IN DRAYTON VALLEY, ALBERTA ON WEDNESDAY, JULY 19, 2017.
CALL TO ORDER

D. Movald, PAC Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 9:15 a.m.

IN ATTENDANCE

Duane Movald, Chairperson & Member-at-Large
Graham Kathol, Alternate Chairperson & Member-at-Large
Henry Hughes, Member-at-Large
Cliff Whitelock, Member-at-Large
Shirley Mahan, Councillor
Mary Ellen Shain, North Saskatchewan Watershed Alliance
Jessica Watson, West-Central Forage Association
Benjamin Misener, ALUS Program Coordinator
Martino Verhaeghe, Director of Planning & Development
Shannon Campbell, Recording Secretary

ABSENT

Lawrence Strocher, Member-at-Large
Kerri O’Shaughnessy, Cows & Fish
Jennifer Caudron, Cows & Fish
Christine Campbell, Hub Manager (West)
Candace Vanin, Agriculture & Agri-Food Canada

GUESTS

Brian Ilnicki, Executive Director, Land Stewardship Centre
Anna Roberts, Natural Decisions
Geoff Park, Natural Decisions

INTRODUCTIONS

PAC Members and administration staff introduced themselves.

ADDITIONS TO
THE AGENDA

ADOPTION OF THE
AGENDA

B. Misener requested the following addition to the agenda:
 Budget discussion was added as agenda item 6 (b); and
 Wildlife and Fences Pamphlet as agenda item 10 (a).

036-17 Moved by S. Mahan to approve the agenda with the additions.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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ADOPTION OF THE
MINUTES

BUSINESS ARISING

037-17 Moved by H. Hughes to approve the minutes of the April 13,
2017 PAC meeting as presented.
IN FAVOUR
S. MAHAN
H. HUGHES
D. MOVALD
C. WHITELOCK
ABSTAINED
G. KATHOL
CARRIED
038-17 Moved by S. Mahan to approve the revised meeting schedule
by removing the June 8, 2017 and July 6, 2017 meeting dates and
adding July 19, 2017.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
M. Verhaeghe advised that administration was beginning budget
preparations for 2018, but needed to forecast for 2019 as well.
Administration can ask council for an increase to ALUS funding in
addition to whatever can be obtained from the province. Wanted to
know how the PAC would like to see the financial model presented,
either we have a set amount of money and work until it is gone OR we
allocate an annual acreage amount for projects and when that ceiling
is reached stop taking in applications.
M. Verhaeghe also asked if there were any other programs that will be
presented to Council for the same type of initiative, such as Green
Acreages. If so then some budget would be requested for that
initiative, which may affect the funding for ALUS. Administration
advised the PAC Members to keep in mind that the amount budgeted
includes staffing costs. S. Mahan advised that this program is very
important to Council and there are funds available. She would like to
see both Modeste preservation and other projects brought forward.
Administration cautioned relying on a third party for funding which
will determine the success of our programs.
Discussion returned to the type of model to be used for the allotment
of ALUS funds. M.E. Shain suggested the second option identifying
the acreage amount provides the best support ecologically and
additional funding can be obtained from other sources as required.
She suggested a 5 year plan, looking for a certain number of acres by a
certain date. It is also an easier sell to funding sources, to show a
quantified longer term goal.
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Whichever model the PAC chooses there will still be a budget to work
within, however Administration suggested we could look for
additional funds if required. Some members asked if there were a
certain number of acres each year, do we need to look at the viability
of each project and rate them before they are approved? If we hit our
acreage cap and there are really good projects proposed, we can
always try to add them and reallocate resources to make them work.
Administration suggested holding off on a decision until the Green
Acreages discussion is held as it may impact the budget discussions
and allocation.
INFFER - WATER DATA
SOURCES

B. Ilnicki, Executive Director of the Land Stewardship Centre,
welcomed A. Roberts and G. Park to the meeting and gave a brief
description of their presentation. The PowerPoint presentation was
provided to Brazeau County and PAC members for information.
INFFER program model is based on the premise that at the outset it
must be very clear about the specific goal of the program, and the
projects within the program must be very clear about their objectives
and how they fit into the overall goal. The program budget must be
costed to the program goal, if you set the goal based on a limited
budget, you may never reach your program goal. There is a specific
equation that is used to determine the Benefit Cost Ratio, which must
be used for each project to determine its benefit to the program as a
whole. These projects are then ranked to assist with determining the
allocation of the program budget.
D. Movald called a recess at 10:22 am.
D. Movald resumed the meeting at 10:40 am.

INFFER - GENERAL
DISCUSSION

G. Park gave an example of how to apply INFFER to the Modeste Creek
watershed area. Step one was to determine what the asset is and
identify its values. PAC Members continued through the assessment
with guidance and A. Roberts plugged the Modeste Creek information
into the INFFER model. They will refine the data and provide the PAC
with multiple costs and scenarios.
D. Movald recessed the meeting for lunch at 12:12 pm and C.
Whitelock left the meeting.
D. Movald resumed the meeting at 12:46 pm.
ALUS PAC Meeting – July 19, 2017
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Discussion on the INFFER model continued with analysis of the actions
and projects to achieve the program.
039-17 Moved by S. Mahan to move agenda item 16 forward to after
number 8.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
040-17 Moved by S. Mahan to move agenda item 15 to under 8 and
then carry on with number 16.
CARRIED UNANMOUSLY
DECLARATION OF
CONFLICT OF INTEREST

D. Movald reminded PAC members if there were any conflicts of
interest, they must be declared before proceeding to the discussion of
the projects.
H. Hughes declared a conflict of interest and left the room at 3:23 pm.

NEW PROJECT
PROPOSALS

PROPOSAL:
FILE:

Riparian/Creek Exclusion Fencing
16E-009

B. Misener presented the above application proposing project #1 for
riparian/creek exclusion fencing on 10.07 ac (871 m) and project #2
riparian/creek exclusion fencing on 13.57 ac (1249.03 m).
041-17 Moved by S. Mahan to approve submitting the application to
the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the exclusion fencing
establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount as
well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion
fencing (9.18 acres), and annual payment at the existing permanent
wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within
the exclusion fencing (0.89 acres) for Project 1, File 16E-009.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
042-17 Moved by G. Kathol to approve submitting the application to
the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the exclusion fencing
establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount as
well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion
fencing (12.88 acres), and annual payment at the existing permanent
wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within
the exclusion fencing (0.69 acres) for Project 2, File 16E-009.
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CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
PROPOSAL:
FILE:

Riparian/Creek Exclusion Fencing
16E-010

B. Misener presented the above application proposing project #3 for
riparian/creek exclusion fencing on 10.52 ac (1147.03 m) and project
#4 for riparian/creek exclusion fencing on 26.2 ac (2442.31 m).
043-17 Moved by M.E. Shain to approve submitting the application
to the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the exclusion fencing
establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount as
well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion
fencing (10 acres), and annual payment at the existing permanent
wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within
the exclusion fencing (0.52 acres) for Project 3, File 16E-010.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
044-17 Moved by J. Watson to approve submitting the application to
the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the exclusion fencing
establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount as
well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion
fencing (23.93 acres), and annual payment at the existing permanent
wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within
the exclusion fencing (2.27 acres) for Project 4, File 16E-010.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
PROPOSAL:
FILE:

Riparian/Creek Exclusion Fencing
16E-011

B. Misener presented the above application proposing project #5 for
riparian/creek exclusion fencing on 27.69 ac (835 m).
045-17 Moved by G. Kathol to approve submitting the application to
the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the exclusion fencing
establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount as
well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion
fencing (26.28 acres), and annual payment at the existing permanent
wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within
the exclusion fencing (1.41 acres) for Project 5, File 16E-011.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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PROPOSAL:
FILE:

Water Wells and Solar Waterers
16E-009, 16E-010, & 16E-011

B. Misener presented the above application proposing project #6 for
water wells and solar waterers.
Members discussed the viability of needing that many wells and solar
waterers. Discussion also ensued on looking for alternative funding
sources for drilling wells.
046-17 Moved by S. Mahan to table recommendation #6, until the
project can be reviewed again with the applicant to determine the
need for the number of water wells and solar waterers.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
H. Hughes reentered the room at 4:00 pm.
ALUS BUDGET SUMMARY

PROVINCIAL STANDARDS
FOR FENCING

B. Misener presented the budget summary with the addition of the
“Committed Funds” data.

B. Misener presented the fencing standards used by the local
Provincial Grazing Reserves (PGR).
Discussion was held on if the PAC would like to have fencing
standards. Discussion identified that in heavy wildlife corridors,
producers could lower the top wire or clip it to the next one down and
put a reflective item on it to make it more visible to wildlife. It was
also suggested that producers should be required to use new materials
for fencing, as old posts and wire would not last as long. Members
discussed if fencing standards should be an addendum to the current
ALUS-1 Policy or create a separate fencing standards policy, which
would be used as a minimum standard.
047-17 Moved by S. Mahan to add an appendix to ALUS-1 Policy to
include fencing standards as per provincial standards.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

PRODUCER IN-KIND
LABOUR

B. Misener discussed producer in-kind labour costs and the costs
specific to project 16E-012. Members discussed the cost of materials.
048-17 Moved by G. Kathol that fencing shall be $7.00 per meter all
in.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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049-17 Moved by S. Mahan to refuse costs for in-kind labour for file
16E-012.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
PROJECT UPDATES

PROPOSED VS ACTUAL
ESTABLISHMENT COSTS

B. Misener presented a report providing project updates on files 16E005, 16E-006 and 16E-007.

B. Misener discussed what variance authority the PAC would be willing
to consider when actual establishment costs vary from the approved
proposed establishment costs.
050-17 Moved by G. Kathol that projects that are over the project
budget come back to the PAC for approval, if it is under budget it can
be approved as is.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

AWE GRANT
APPLICATIONS

B. Misener discussed if a project is refused by the PAC do we want to
direct them to the AWE Grant or if it is refused by the PAC should they
be discouraged from submitting to the AWE Grant.
S. Campbell left the meeting at 4:32 pm and B. Misener assumed the
role of recording secretary.
051-17 Moved by J. Watson that if the project meets its original
intention as per the project description, that any overages can be
submitted to the AWE grant.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
052-17 Moved by G. Kathol that if any projects are rejected by the PAC
that they not be forwarded to the AWE grant.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

GREEN ACREAGES OR
SIMILAR PROGRAMS

D. Movald discussed the Green Acreages program as residents have
approached him about other options for acreage owners.
Funding opportunities are limited and would be largely County dollars.
Consider a three year program to determine whether there is interest
from the public.
There will be additional resources and staffing that may be required
but that will be considered as part of a budget process.
ALUS PAC Meeting – July 19, 2017
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053-17 Moved by H. Hughes that the Green Acreages program be
considered for the 2018 to 2020 budget year.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
VIDEOS

Saved for next meeting.

ADMINISTRATIVE
MATTERS

B. Misener discussed the submission of Expense Claims.

ADJOURNMENT

054-17 Moved by S. Mahan to adjourn the meeting at 5:01 pm.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

_________________________
Duane Movald
Chairperson

_________________________
Shannon Campbell
Recording Secretary
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Revised: Sept 6, 2017

Brazeau County ALUS PAC 2017 Meeting Schedule

February 16, 2017
March 30, 2017
April 13, 2017
July 6, 2017
September 6, 2017
November 16, 2017
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Specifications for Fencing (as taken from Provincial Grazing Reserve Standards)
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ALUS SUSTAINABLE GRAZING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINES
PLEASE NOTE: The following are NOT rules. They (along with the dates, numbers, etc.) are provided as
ideas and points for discussion where needed.
In the ecological regions of Red Deer County, there is a suite of grazing management practices that
typically can produce increased ecosystem services in forest or riparian areas enrolled in the ALUS
Program, when fully applied by the grazing manager. These include:
1.

Grazing when the soils are at their driest, or frozen (typically but not always, July 15 to April 15). This
timeframe is also typically after most wildlife and waterfowl have reared their young.

2.

Providing a long rest and recovery time between grazes (typically but not always, 60-90 growing season
days)

3.

Balancing stocking rate with forage production. Balanced stocking rates are typically but not always,
around 0.6 AUM/acre for riparian areas, 0.2 AUM/acre for aspen forest, 0.1 AUM/acre for coniferous
forest, 0.3 to 0.6 AUM/acre for native grass, and up to 1.0 AUM/acre for tame grass. Typically but not
always, achieving this stocking rate using shorter grazing times (around 3 to 5 days) is preferable.

4.

Providing upland drinking water (further is generally better…typically at least 100’ and preferably 200’
from the water body)

5.

Providing upland salt and minerals (further is generally better…typically at least 100’ and preferably 200’
from water body)

6.

Controlling weeds

7.

Leaving sufficient grazing residual: a general guideline is 6” standing of this year’s growth, or managing
such that the amount of accumulated litter (from past years) is at least 800 pounds per acre

8.

(If applicable) Removing livestock if they are browsing preferred trees and shrubs.
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Sustainable Grazing Management Practices for ALUS Projects
Approved April 26, 2017
ALUS is a mechanism where farmers and ranchers are paid for increased ecosystem services. As a feefor-service provider, ALUS needs a metric to demonstrate a reasonable return on the investment. The
first option is to measure the increased ecosystem services, such as improved water quality, at each
ALUS project. Usually, a suite of ecosystem services are being produced and may include a
combination of:












Erosion Control
Water Purification
Pollinator Habitat
Windbreak/Shelterbelt
Wildlife Corridors
Sediment Capture
Water Retention
Flood Control
Carbon Sequestration
Biodiversity Enhancement
Air Purification

It is extremely challenging and expensive to measure actual increases in the ecosystem services on every
piece of forest, native range, or riparian land that gets enrolled in the ALUS Program. The second, and
next best option is to rely on “indicators” that, when observed on the land, indirectly demonstrate that
ecosystem services are increasing on the ALUS project parcel. These indicators include:
a) Increased vegetation cover
b) Decreased weed cover
c) Decreased cover by disturbance-caused vegetation (Dandelions, Clover, Strawberries, Plantains,
Kentucky Blue Grass, etc.)
d) Increase cover, by preferred tree and/or shrub seedlings and saplings
e) Reduced tree and shrub browsing
f) Reduced bare soil
g) Increased percentage of the streambank/wetland shore that is vegetated with native plants with
deep, binding roots
When a farmer or rancher enrolls grazing lands in the ALUS Program, it is ultimately his or her choice,
to decide what grazing management he or she will use that results in the indicators listed above. The
third and most practical option, is recording the management practices that participants use to produce
the ecosystem services. If we record that a farmer is generally using a suite of practices every year that
should serve as a reasonable proxy to measuring increases in ecosystem services. This is further
reinforced if we back this up with some measurements of the indicators as well. The suite of Sustainable
Grazing Management (SGM) practices that can produce increased ecosystem services includes:

Page 14

1. Grazing when the soils are at their driest, or frozen (typically July 15 to Mar 15). This
timeframe is also after most wildlife and waterfowl have reared their young.
2. Grazing once per growing season to provide a long rest and recovery time.
3. Balancing stocking rate with forage production. Generally speaking, this means light to
moderate grazing intensity and shorter grazing times (typically 3 to 5 days).
4. Providing upland drinking water (at least 100’ and preferably 200’ from the water body)
5. Providing upland salt and minerals (at least 100’ and preferably 200’ from water body)
6. Controlling noxious and prohibited noxious weeds
7. Leaving sufficient grazing residual: a general guideline is at least 50% standing of this
year’s growth, or managing such that the amount of accumulated litter is at least 400 pounds
per acre
8. Removing livestock if they are browsing preferred trees and shrubs

Options for Annual Payments
1. An ALUS participant is delivering the maximum amount of increased ecosystem services and
receives full payment when:
a) The participant is using 5 or more of the SGM practices in the year
OR
b) Measurements of the indicators demonstrate overall improvements
2. An ALUS participant is delivering a reduced amount of increased ecosystem services and
receives a 50% payment when:
a) The Participant is using 3-5 of the SGM practices in the year
OR
b) Measurements of the indicators demonstrate that none are degrading
3. An ALUS participant is not delivering any increase in ecosystem services and receives no
payment when:
a) The participant is using less than 3 of the SGM practices in the year
OR
b) Measurements of the indicators demonstrate general degrading
If an ALUS participant grazes their ALUS Project using less than 3 SGM practices year after year, or
repeated measurements of the indicators demonstrate general degrading, then the conditions of their
ALUS Conservation Agreement may be considered terminated, because the ALUS participant is no
longer using management to produce increased ecosystem services.
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Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence far the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privilegec(, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the material.
From: Nancy Chambers
Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 4:39 PM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: 16E-012 Motions for
Projects

(g)

Hi Benjamin,

I’m going through the motions for 16E-012 and as far as I can tell, I can’t find a motion to approve project 1. The
minutes for March 30 are attached, as well as the 2 subsequent meetings after that.
•

March 30/17 minutes Motion 019-17 has project 1 tabled. Project 2 was approved (motion 020-17) and
project 3 was refused (motion 021-17)

•

The April 13 minutes mention 16E-012 in “Project Updates” on page 3 but no motion to approve.

•

The July 19 minutes discuss in-kind labour (motions 048-17 & 049-17).

-

Am I missing something???
An April 4/17 email to
‘rdicates “the existing fencing was approved for the per acre payments and a portion of
the remaining amount of $6029.68.”
Here’s a screen shot of all the motions pertaining to 16E-012:
ALUS PAC MOTIONS
Year
2017

Date
16-Feb-17

I Motiol
013-17

Type

Prolect

2017

16-Feb-17

014-17 Project

2817

30-Mar-17

019-17

Project

2017

30-Mar-17

020-17

Project

2017

30-Mar-17

021-17

2017

19-Jul-17

049-17

Project
Project

I

proie.TlMotioned By
16E-012 H. Hughes

16E-012 K. 0Shaughnessy
‘16E-012 S. Mahan

16E-012 K. OShaughnessy

‘16E-012 L. Strocher
16E-012 S. Mahan

Motion

-

Result

to table the project to the March meeting with a recommendation to approach the producer to run a
.

.

.

-

pasture pipeline instead of drilling a new well.
to table file 166-012 in its entirety to the March 30, 2017 PAC meeting and provide the applicant
.

.

-

.

with alternative watering options.

Defeated
Curried

Carried
S. Mahan to table project #1 for B. Misener to bring back budget amounts for the next meeting.
to approve project #2 of 1GE-012 as presented and submit the application to the AWE Grant for
100% coverage of the exclusion fencing establishment costs and a 50% cost-share up to $7 per
meter on the remaining amount as well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre
Carried
for the riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion fencing (4.34 acres), and
annual payment at the existing permanent wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area
-

-

.

.

.

-

-

contained within the exclusion fencing (3.27 acres).
that project #3 of 166-012 be refused.

Carried

to refuse costs for in-kind labour for file 16E-012.

Carried
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Nancy Chambers
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Benjamin Misener
August-29-17 2:42 PM
Nancy Chambers
FW: 16E-012

FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)

Benjamin Misener, RTAg, CPT
Manager of Land & Environment
Brazeau County

Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667

Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRI VILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence far the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the material.
From: Nancy Chambers

Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 3:03 PM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: 16E-012 Goerzen
Hi Benjamin,
I reviewed each of the PAC minutes by searching for 16E-012.
On Feb 16/17:
014-17 Moved by K. O’Shaughnessy to table file 16E-012 in its entirety to the March 30, 2017 PAC meeting and
provide the applicant with alternative watering options. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
On Mar 30/17:
019-17 Moved by S. Mahan to table project #1 for B. Misener to bring back budget amounts for the next
meeting. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(and project 2 was approved and project 3 was refused)
On Apr 13/17: under Project Updates:
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B. Misener provided verbal updates on files 16E-008 & 16E-012. B. Misener will contact the applicant for 16E008 and advise on the AWE funding. They may re-submit their proposal to the
PAC, considering the lack of AWE funding. The applicants for 16E-012 are still
considering the PAC recommendations and have not yet advised how they will be
moving forward.
On July 19/17:
B. Misener discussed producer in-kind labour costs and the costs specific to project 16E-012. Members
discussed the cost of materials.
048-17 Moved by G. Kathol that fencing shall be $7.00 per meter all in. CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY
049-17 Moved by S. Mahan to refuse costs for in-kind labour for file 16E012. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

That’s all I can find for 16E-012.
Nancy Chambers
Planning & Development Assistant
Planning & Development Department
Brazeau County
Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence for the use of the individual(s) ar entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use nat in accordance with its purpose, and
distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this message in error, please notify the
sender and delete the material.

2

Page 18

16E-012 Project Overview
FARM OPERATION INFORMATION
The participant is the owner of 140 acres as part of a mixed operation including pasture and hay, 20
cattle, chickens and 6 horses. The applicant also utilizes a Crown Land lease of 160 acres, and rents an
additional 160 acres. Cattle are rotated through two of the quarters and the third is hay and bush. The
area along the unnamed watercourse was fenced during the summer of 2016 with four strand barb
wire. Cattle can currently graze through the watercourse bottom and into the watercourse (approx. 2
weeks) and will continue to do so based on consultation with Cows & Fish. Two gates will be installed as
part of the fencing project in the wetland area on the west quarter line. This will allow seasonal grazing
access in the riparian area as a means of controlling grass height, reducing the fire hazard as well as
providing an access point to remove the cattle in case of a broken fence. Water will be provided by a
solar waterer pumping out of a proposed water well on the west side and from an existing waterer on
the east side.
A portion of the unnamed creek fencing was previously paid by Growing Forward 2 so only 50% of the
remaining budget is being submitted to the PAC. These lands will be enrolled in the program and paid
for on a per acre basis.
The new area being enrolled will seek payment for fencing materials and installation of a well and
waterer. If the provincial grant application for this new area is not successful, the landowner will likely
not proceed with the project.
The area of land that was previously fenced and proposed for enrollment is 16.3 acres for the riparian
area, and 0.79 acres for the unnamed watercourse, for a total of 17.09 acres. The parcel area is 141.45
acres and the percentage of enrollment is 12%. The area of land for the new project area proposed for
enrollment is 4.34 acres for the riparian area, and 3.27 acres for the ephemeral wetland, for a total of
7.61 acres. The parcel area is 141.45 acres and the percentage of enrollment is 5.38%. If both projects
are put in the ground, the total percentage of enrollment is 17.38% and a total of 24.7 acres.
The applicants advised that the winter watering system would be close to the new fence that they
would build, maybe a bit SE of the slough. They also advised they are new entrants to the agriculture
industry and increasing their herd size every year.

LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION




Falls within the Dry Mixedwood Natural Subregion
Land is relatively flat then drops sharply down to the seasonal creek
The project quarter contains the homestead site and is pasture
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project 1
Project Name:
Classification
Location Description:
Project Details &
Timeline:
Materials & Labour:
Site Preparation:
Project Benefits:
Project Partners:

Riparian/Watercourse
Estimated Acreage/Distance:
Exclusion Fencing
Riparian Habitat Restoration and Protection
A quarter section bisected by an unnamed watercourse.

17.09 acres
1529 m

Project was completed summer 2016.
Barb wire (4 strand), posts, and gate installation was contracted out.
Some cleanup of brush along fenceline.
Reduced riparian area compaction and erosion, improved wildlife habitat and
water quality
N/A

The proposed project includes 0.79 acres of permanent wetland (unnamed watercourse), and 16.3 acres
of riparian and upland pasture.
Project 2
Project Name:
Classification
Location Description:
Project Details &
Timeline:
Materials & Labour:
Site Preparation:
Project Benefits:
Project Partners:

Riparian/Wetland Exclusion
Estimated Acreage/Distance:
Fencing
Riparian Habitat and Wetland Restoration and Protection
A quarter section with an ephemeral wetland feature.

7.61 acres
473 m

Project not yet started. Anticipating completion by fall 2017.
Barb wire (4 strand), posts, fencing installation will be contracted out
Some cleanup of brush along fenceline.
Reduced riparian area compaction and erosion, improved wildlife habitat and
water quality, and protection of wetland area.
AWE Grant

The proposed project includes 3.27 acres of ephemeral wetland, and 4.34 acres of riparian and upland
pasture.
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Project 3
Project Name:
Classification
Location Description:
Project Details &
Timeline:
Materials & Labour:
Site Preparation:
Project Benefits:

Project Partners:

Water Well and Solar Waterer
Estimated Acreage/Distance:
Riparian Habitat Restoration and Protection
A quarter section bisected by an unnamed creek

N/A

Purchase one portable solar waterer and drill water well
Water well drilling and solar waterer installation
Drilling of well
Reduced riparian area compaction and erosion, improved drinking water
quality for livestock, readily available access to water, and protection of
wetland area.
GF 2

PARTICIPANT AGREEMENT
Recommending a five year agreement with the following special conditions:
- Ability to access riparian areas each year with timing and duration to be recommended by Cows &
Fish

RECOMMENDATION
1. That the PAC approve a 50% cost-share on the remaining amount of fencing from 2016 for a
total of $3,014.84 as well as annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the
riparian and upland pasture area contained within the exclusion fencing (16.3 acres), and annual
payment at the existing permanent wetland rate of $20 per acre for the unnamed watercourse
area contained within the exclusion fencing (0.79 acres).
2. That the PAC approve submitting the application to the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the
exclusion fencing establishment costs and a 50% cost-share on the remaining amount as well as
annual payment at the pasture rate of $37.50 per acre for the riparian and upland pasture area
contained within the exclusion fencing (4.34 acres), and annual payment at the existing
permanent wetland rate of $20 per acre for the wetland area contained within the exclusion
fencing (3.27 acres) for Project 2.
3. That the PAC approve submitting the application to the AWE Grant for 100% coverage of the solar
waterer establishment costs and a 50% cost-share of any remaining amount and submitting the
application to the GF 2 Grant for 30% coverage of the water well establishment costs and a 50%
cost-share of any remaining amount.
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16E-012
Project 1

Details

Cost
Estimate
$6,029.68

ALUS Portion

Annual Payments

Exclusion
Fencing
Riparian Area
Enhancement
Wetland
Enhancement
Totals

Materials
and labour
16.3 ac

$3,014.84

N/A

N/A

N/A

0.79 ac

N/A

N/A

17.09 ac

$6,029.68

$3,014.84

16.3 ac x $37.50 =
$611.25
0.79 ac x $20 =
$15.80
$627.05 x 5 years =
$3,135.25

Project 2

Details

ALUS Portion

Annual Payments

Exclusion
Fencing

Materials
and labour

Cost
Estimate
$3,311

N/A

Riparian Area 4.34 ac
Enhancement
Wetland
3.27 ac
Enhancement
Totals
7.61 ac

N/A

$3,311 submit to AWE.
ALUS portion unknown,
potentially 50% of amount
not covered by AWE.
N/A

N/A

N/A

$3,311

Potentially $1,655.50 if not
covered by AWE

Project 3

Details

ALUS Portion

Solar
Waterer

Materials

Cost
Estimate
$10,000

Water Well

Materials

$9,000

Totals

$19,000

$10,000 submit to AWE.
ALUS portion unknown,
potentially 50% of amount
not covered by AWE.
$9,000 will be submitted to
GF 2 and they pay up to a
maximum of 30% or $2700.
ALUS may cover 50% of the
remaining $6,300 for a total
of $3,150.
Potentially $8,150 if not
covered by AWE
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4.34 ac x $37.50 =
$162.75
3.27 ac x $20 =
$65.40
$228.15 x 5 years =
$1,140.75

Page 23

N

Aerial

Current Zoning: AG

COUNTY GRAVEL ROAD

PAVED ROAD

PARCEL BOUNDARY

2015 IMAGERY

Page 24

N

Aerial with Contours

Current Zoning: AG

COUNTY GRAVEL ROAD

PAVED ROAD

PARCEL BOUNDARY

2015 IMAGERY

P
a
tricip
a
n
t:
M
a
pC
re
a
te
dO
n
:

R
u
r
a
lA
d
d
re
ss

S
IT
EM
A
P

B
r
a
z
e
a
uC
o
u
n
ty
,A
B

0

4
0 8
0

1
6
0

2
4
0

m
3
2
0

M
a
pIm
a
g
e
ry2
0
1
5

L
E
G
E
N
D

Page 25

Nancy Chambers
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Benjamin Misener
January-19-17 10:45 AM
Nancy Chambers
FW: ALUS

For the file.
Cheers,
Benjamin Misener, Arr,

CPT

Manager of Land & Environment

Brazeau County
Box77—7401TwpRd494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www. bra zea u .a b.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the material.
From:
FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2017 10:28 AM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: RE: ALUS
Hi Benjamin,

Here are some of the details you asked for, and I’ll get working on finding out pricing on other details.
1.

For the fencing that we already completed, here are the numbers:
Materials: $14,209.68
In-Kind Labor: $1075
In-Kind Equipment: $2295
Total: $17,579.68
Reimbursed Amount: $11,550
I sent this to you previously, but here it is again.

1

Page 26

Do you have a list, or know of anyone how would do bush clearing? I would need a name and number, and then I can
get pricing info from them.
In terms of the whole project, my best case scenario is that we fence off the area we spoke about when you were here
the swampy area with a small watering hole on it, and drill a well and put an off site watering system there. Then, I’d
love to clear the area along the dugout and creek on our grazing quarter, fence that, and put a well and offsite watering
system there as well. We were approved for 2 wells, one on each quarter through GF2, so I guess the big question is
whether or not ALUS will cover the remainder of the cost of this project.

—

For the fencing, I believe GF2 allows $7.50/m. I’m taking a guess to say we’d need about 2500 m. of fencing (with how
the creek meanders along) for the whole project, which accounts to $18,750, plus what it would cost to get it cleared.
I’m waiting to hear back on pricing for both the well and watering systems, so I’ll let you know as I find out more
information.
Please let me know when you’d like to meet, and we’ll figure out a day.
hanks!

7 (4)
s.

()

From: Benjamin Misener [mailto:BMisener@brazeau.ab.caj
Sent: January 17, 2017 10:59 AM

FOP: s,17 (4) (g)

To:

Cc: Nancy Chambers <NChambers@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: RE: ALUS

FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
Great news! As for next steps, I would propose the following:
1)

In terms of what I would need from you, it would be:
a. We should sit down and sketch out the entire site so I can do a calculation of the total area. The exact
area is confirmed once the project is approved.
b. Your budget costs for all the fencing to date but only the portion not covered by GF2. I can’t remember
if you had already provided this to me? That way you can ask the PAC to cover 50% of the remaining
costs not covered by GF2. I would also need budget costs for any of the fencing for the new project area
which may receive 100% coverage from our provincial grant pending their budget or at worst, 50%
coverage from the PAC.
c. The costs for the wells and what portion will remain outstanding once GF2 funds are applied.
d. The costs for any watering systems.
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2)

Once I have the total budget numbers and area calculated, the project proposal will go forward to the PAC. As
we have several projects already coming forward to our meeting in February, I can’t guarantee it will make it on
to that agenda. If it doesn’t the following meeting is scheduled for April 13.

Please let me know if you have any questions about this process. We’ll need to pin down a mutual agreeable date to sit
down and review the area. After that, it should be good to go!
Sincerely,
Benjamin Misener, AlT, CPT
Manager of Land & Environment
Brazeau County

Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the material.

FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
From:
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2017 2:42 PM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: ALUS
Hi Benjamin,
I just spoke with GF2 re. the water management plan. We have been approved for the project for 2 wells, one on our
deeded land, the other on our grazing quarter. Please let me know how you would like to proceed.
Thanks,

FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
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Nancy Chambers
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Benjamin Misener
March-09-17 9:18 AM

OlP: s.17 (4) (g)
Nancy Chambers
RE: Water Line Installers

Hr FOIP.: s.17 (4) (g)
As discussed, I can understand your position on not wanting to proceed with the pipelines. We will continue forward
with your original proposal and let the PAC decide on March
I will provide them the email below to further their
understanding of the associated costs.
Sincerely,
Benjamin Misener,

ATh CPT

Manager of Land & Environment

Brazeau County
Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error please notify the sender and delete the material.

FOtP s.17 (4) (g)
From:
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 10:18 AM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: RE: Water Line Installers
-

Hi Benjamin,
I took a look through those emails, and with a rough estimated price of $14,000, it ends up being close to the same price
as just drilling a new well, not to mention WAY less hassle and the potential for problems in the future. With going
under the creek especially, the last thing I want to do is start mucking around with the possibility of pipelines breaking,
etc. What are your thoughts?

FOIP: si7 (4) (g)
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From: Benjamin Misener [mailto:BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca]
Sent: March 6, 2017 1:58 PM
To:
FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
Cc: Nancy Chambers <NChambers@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: FW: Water Line Installers

Hi FOIP: s.17 (4) (g)
It appears that she forgot to CC both of us. Please see below.
Sincerely,
Benjamin Misener, ATI,

CPT

Manager of Land & Environment

Brazeau County
Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence far the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error. please notify the sender and delete the material.

From: Krista Quesnel [mailto:kguesnel@parklandcounty.com]
Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 12:17 PM
To: Benjamin Misener <BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: FW: Water Line Installers
Hi Ben,
I’m so sorry I thought this email had made its way to you!
I asked Jenny for some more detailed information regarding the waterline project. Unfortunately I don’t get to see a lot
of the detail for ALUS projects these days. See below for her answer.
2
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If you need any more info about this or any other projects feel free to follow-up with her directly.
Again sorry it took me so long to reply!
Krista Quesnel HBSc MES BITI Manager, Community Sustainability I Parkiand County
53109A HWY 779 I Parkiand County I AB I Canada I T7Z 1R1
Office: 780 968 8888 ext 8261
kpuesneIDarkIandcounty.cpm I parklandcou nty.corn
lIw
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This communication is intended for use of the recipient to whom it is addressed and may contain confidential, personal and/or privileged information. Please contact me immediately if you
are not the intended recipient of the communication and do not copy, distribute, or take action relying upon it. Any communication received in error, or subsequent reply, should be deleted
or destroyed.

From: Jenny Arts
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 12:25 PM
To: Krista Quesnel <kguesnel@parklandcounty.com>
Subject: RE: Water Line Installers

Hi Krista,
My first suggest is to consider consulting with a waterwell driller on this (I know my dad is a wealth of information on
this and more of an expert than I am). A waterwell driller could provide more information on:
• if the water well could sustain the number of head using the well over an extended period of time, and
o Sometimes you can look up information on pump testing on the Alberta Waterwell Information
Database (if one was conducted on the well)
• if the pressure system! pump (depending on how they want to hook it up) would have enough force to get the
water out to the watering bowl,
• Provide feedback on how to actually connect the water line to the existing system,
• Sometimes waterwell drillers will even help put in the line and the fittings. (in fact my dad does not let anyone
else touch his wells when it comes to hooking up lines, in order to avoid future issues)
Below is a table of estimated expenses that Adrian had for the project. Unfortunately I cannot find anything on the
contractor utilized in the project establishment (sometimes farmers do this themselves, which can be a good thing or a
very very bad thing... we have seen some bad situations like connections being broken underground which causes the
well to pump continuously which never ends well not to mention the ground stability issues it could cause).
Cost
Water Line
Waterline fittings (price can vary depending on
amount needed and what type are being used, I
would suggest non corrosive ones for in the
ground)
watering bowl (tires w,t concrete bottoms)
Labor for laying line

$

0.61

$
$
$

150.00
1,800.00
25.00
3
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Unit

Quantity

! foot

5,000

$

3,050.00

150.00

35

$
$
$

Ballpark
estimate
Each

! hour

Subtotal

1,800.00
875.00

I Trenching and setting waterers with track hoe

160.00

I•

/hour

54

$

8,640.00

I

Total

Cost

$ 14,515.00

Hope this answers the question(s), let me know if you need more information, I could even contact my Dad to see if he
knows of a good waterwell driller in the area that could help out.

Jenny Arts B.App.Sc. I ALUS Coordinator I Parkiand County
53109A HWY 779 I Parkiand County I AB I Canada I T7Z 1R1
Office: 780 968 8888 ext 8286
Mobile: 780 690 7157
Fax: 780 968 8451
jartscparkIpndcounty.cpm I parklandcounty.com
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From: Krista Quesnel
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 11:39 AM
To: Jenny Arts <jarts@parklandcounty.com>
Subject: FW: Water Line Installers

Hi Jenny,
Do you have options that were used at the Vanderwell site (Adrian) for this and possibly also a contractor who did it?
Thanks,
Krista
From: Benjamin Misener [mailto:BMisener@brazeau.ab.ca]
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2017 3:04 PM
To: Krista Quesnel <kquesnel@parklandcounty.com>
Cc: Teresa Goerzen <teresa@agwoodcrafting.com>; Nancy Chambers <NChambersbrazeau.ab.ca>
Subject: Water Line Installers

Hi Krista,
I have CC’ed a landowner on this email who is looking at options for running water lines to a waterer for their livestock
from an existing well. I don’t have much experience with this and I know Parkland has a few ALUS projects where this
has been done. Would you be able to provide us with some options for these types of systems as well as anyone in the
area who installs them? Thanks!
Sincerely,
Benjamin Misener, Ar1 CPT
Manager of Land & Environment
Brazeau County

Box 77—74OlTwp Rd 494
Drayton Valley, Alberta
4
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T7A 1R1
Tel: 780-542-2667
Fax:780-542-7770
www.brazeau.ab.ca

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email and any attachments are being transmitted in confidence for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is confidential, privileged, and proprietary or exempt from disclosure. Any use not in accordance
with its purpose, and distribution or any copying by persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the material.
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