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1.0 Introduction and background 
This document sets out the written reasons for my determination of the livestock type and 
associated livestock capacity in a deemed permit under the Agricultural Operation Practices Act 
(AOPA). The subject of the determination is a beef operation located at NW 10-27-2-W5M (this 
quarter section will be referred to as “the site”). The site, located in Rocky View County, is 
approximately 10.5 kilometers west of the City of Airdrie. The process of ascertaining livestock 
type and the associated livestock capacity under a deemed permit is commonly known as a 
“grandfathering” determination. 
 
The livestock operation does not currently hold a CFO development permit issued by the 
municipality before January 1, 2002, or a permit issued by the NRCB since 2002. 
 
Under section 18.1(1)(a) of the AOPA, the owner or operator of a CFO that existed on January 
1, 2002, with respect to which a licence or permit was not issued, is deemed to have been 
issued a permit under AOPA. The capacity allowed by a deemed permit is the capacity of the 
enclosures to confine livestock on January 1, 2002 – section 18.1(2)(a) of AOPA. 
 
The Natural Resources Conservation Board (NRCB) already confirmed, in April 2002, that a 
confined feeding operation with 4,500 “head of cattle” existed on the site. However, as there 
was no previous development permit issued to the CFO, it is necessary for me to determine: 
 

1. What was the footprint of the CFO on January 1, 2002? What were the structures on 
January 1, 2002? 

2. What was the capacity of the structures to confine livestock and the type of livestock 
being confined on January 1, 2002? 

3. Is the claimed capacity within a reasonable range of the physical capacity on January 
1, 2002? 

 
On September 19, 2023, Rod Morison of Morison Farms Ltd., submitted a grandfathering 
determination request to the NRCB’s Red Deer Office for a beef cattle finishing feedlot with a 
claimed grandfathered livestock capacity of 4,000 beef finishers (Appendix A). 
 
For clarity, at issue in this investigation is not whether a CFO existed on January 1, 2002, or not 
necessarily the capacity, but the type of livestock that was being confined and fed at the site on 
January 1, 2002. Email correspondence between an NRCB Approval Officer, Rocky View 
County, and Alberta Environment from April 2002, referred to in the evidence section of this 
report, speaks to the existence of the operation (beef feedlot) and the number of livestock at the 
operation close to the January 1, 2002, date. The correspondence further states it’s 
‘grandfathered status’ excluding the need for a permit unless an expansion of the operation 
occurred. What is not clear, is the type of livestock that was being confined on January 1, 2002. 
 
Based on the evidence gathered during my investigation and the standard of proof, on a 
“balance of probabilities” I have determined the beef cattle operation at NW 10-27-2-W5M, 
currently owned by Rodney and Cheryl Morison of Morison Farms Ltd., existed on January 1, 
2002, as a CFO with a capacity of 4,000 beef finishers, which is above the AOPA animal 
threshold numbers, has the same footprint (for confining cattle) today, as it did in 2002, and 
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therefore has a deemed AOPA approval.  The operation has also not been abandoned and the 
deemed AOPA approval is still valid today. 

 
2.0 Context and process 
2.1 Legal context 
Section 18.1 titled “Deemed approvals, registrations and authorizations” was added to the 
AOPA in 2004. 
 
Under section 18.1 of AOPA, the owner or operator of a “confined feeding operation” that 
existed on January 1, 2002, where no development permit was in effect on January 1, 2002, is 
deemed to have been issued a permit under AOPA. The capacity allowed by that deemed 
permit is the capacity of the enclosures to confine livestock on January 1, 2002.  
 
The Administrative Procedures Regulation under AOPA includes section 11 governing deemed 
permit investigations. Section 11(1) of the Regulation states that: 
 

11(1) At the request of an owner or operator for a determination related to a deemed 
permit under section 18.1 of the Act, or in response to a complaint where a 
determination of the terms or conditions or existence of a deemed permit is 
required, an inspector shall conduct an investigation to determine the capacity of 
a confined feeding operation or manure storage facility 

(a) that was in place on January 1, 2002, or 
 

(b) that was constructed pursuant to a development permit issued before 
January 1, 2002. 

 
The NRCB has systematized grandfathering decisions by adopting processes set out in section 
11 of the Administrative Procedures Regulations under AOPA and through the Operational 
Policy 2023-01: Grandfathering (Deemed Permit). These documents provide the framework to 
establish the facts and the scope of the grandfathering determination process. 
 
NRCB Operational Policy 2023-1: Grandfathering (Deemed Permit) 
 
As relevant to this grandfathering determination, section 1.0 Definitions of the Grandfathering 
(Deemed Permit) Policy include: 
 

References to “capacity” in this policy, in relation to deemed approvals and 
registrations, refer to a confined feeding operation’s (CFO’s) livestock numbers, not to 
the scope of the CFO’s facilities. “Capacity” in relation to deemed authorizations means 
volume for liquid manure storage and tonnage for solid manure storage. 
 
The term “deemed capacity” refers to the maximum number of livestock, or maximum 
volume or tonnage of manure storage, allowed by a CFO’s deemed permit as 
determined under section 18.1(2) of AOPA. 
 
“Grandfathered CFO footprint” means the dimensions of the entire CFO including all 
MSFs or manure collection areas (MCAs) that held a municipal development (MD) 
permit or existed on January 1, 2002. 
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 “Physical capacity” refers to the number of livestock that a CFO can confine and feed  
 based on the capacity of the enclosures to confine livestock. 

 
Section 2.2 Historical Background paragraphs 1, 2 & 4 read: 
 
When Part 2 of AOPA came into force on January 1, 2002, the grandfathering of CFOs was a 
transitional matter in the legislation that enacted Part 2 (AOP Amendment Act, 2001). At that time, 
in brief, if a CFO did not hold a MD permit as of January 1, 2002, the new standards under Part 
2 of AOPA applied to that operation (in terms of permits), but only when the operation expanded. 

 
In 2004, section 18.1 was added to AOPA to provide for deemed permits where a confined 
feeding operation held an MD permit on January 1, 2002, or where it did not have a permit but 
“existed”. There is no end point to the operation of section 18.1. As a result, CFOs, or manure 
storage facilities (MSFs) that existed or had a permit on January 1, 2002, are still eligible to be 
“grandfathered” today. 

 
Section 6.0 Grandfathering investigation subsection 6.1.1 Operator records, paragraph 2 reads: 
 
 Sometimes a record from the past (e.g., inspection report, letter, part of a decision 
 summary) indicates a grandfathering determination was previously done by the NRCB. 
 Even if not in a formal report form, the previous NRCB determination is valid. However, 
 sometimes a partial supplemental determination may be required – for example, to 
 determine the deemed footprint or facilities.  
 
2.2 Standard of proof 
Section 11 of the Administrative Procedures Regulation under AOPA states that an inspector 
shall conduct an investigation to determine capacity of a CFO that was in place on January 1, 
2002. Grandfathering determinations require findings of fact. Whether a CFO existed on 
January 1, 2002, above threshold, is a question of fact. Similarly, what type of beef livestock 
and the capacity the CFO was feeding on January 1, 2002, are also questions of fact.  
 
If not otherwise specified in legislation, the standard of proof in a civil administrative proceeding 
like this is a “balance of probabilities” - that is, whether a relevant fact is more likely than not to 
be true. 
 
2.3 Grandfathering process 
One of the ways to hold a deemed permit under AOPA is for an operation to have been issued a 
development permit that was in effect on January 1, 2002. In the case of this operation, I am not 
aware of any municipal permits issued before January 1, 2002. It was not uncommon prior to 
2002 for municipalities not to issue development permits for CFOs. The NRCB’s own records 
indicate a cattle CFO existed on this site in 2002. In this investigation the questions are the 
capacity of the facilities; and what type of livestock was being confined and fed at the CFO on 
January 1, 2002. 
 
Consistent with the plain text of section 18.1 of AOPA, the investigation focuses on facts as they 
existed on the precise grandfathering date of January 1, 2002. However, I generally sought 
evidence as to the type of beef livestock at the operation between 2000 and 2004. Considering 
the operation for at least two years before and two years past the January 1, 2002, 
grandfathering date is useful because witnesses might not remember what occurred on the 
exact date of January 1, 2002. Also, considering how an operation functioned over a range of 
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dates might shed additional light on how the operation functioned on a given day within that 
range. 
 
In addition, the NRCB generally uses a pragmatic and flexible approach toward applying the 
January 1, 2002, grandfathering date. This approach is reasonable because a more rigid or 
stricter application of the January 1, 2002, grandfathering date could lead to unfair results if, for 
example, an operation happened to have emptied its enclosures on January 1, 2002, or was 
half-way through rebuilding or constructing the enclosures on that date or had shut down 
temporarily due to short-term market crises. Thus, the 2000 to 2004 range was meant to 
generate sufficient evidence to apply this pragmatic and flexible approach. 
 
I also sought neighbours’ perspectives on the factual questions of capacity and type of livestock 
being confined and fed on January 1, 2002. I wanted to collect relevant historical information 
from those who may have lived in the area around that date. Notice is required in section 11(2) 
of AOPA’s Administrative Procedures Regulation. Before determining a deemed approval for an 
operation that was in place on January 1, 2002, the NRCB inspector is required to provide 
notice to those parties “who would be entitled to notice under section 19(1)” of AOPA for a new 
CFO with the same capacity.  
 
In this case, the claimed capacity is 4,000 beef finishers, which puts the distance for affected 
persons entitled to notice under section 19(1) of AOPA at 1.5 miles. The distance is set out in 
section 5 of the Part 2 Matters Regulation. On January 23, 2024, notice of the grandfathered 
(deemed) permit determination request was published in the Rocky View Weekly. In the notice, I 
advised of the claim by Rod Morison on behalf of Morison Farms Ltd. for a deemed permit for 
4,000 beef finishers, and I invited the public to provide written submissions related to the 
capacity and type of livestock produced by the CFO on January 1, 2002. I also invited the public 
to apply for status as directly affected parties. The deadline for written submissions was 
February 21, 2024. 
 
In addition, on January 16, 2024, 59 notification letters were sent to people who (according to 
Rocky View County) reside on or own land within a 1.5 mile radius of the operation who might 
have relevant information as to the capacity and type (beef calves, beef feeders, or beef 
finishers) of livestock that the CFO produced around January 1, 2002. The notification letters 
included information similar to that in the newspaper notice. 
 
To ensure transparency with AOPA and consistent decision-making a complete and thorough 
investigation was conducted to address the questions listed in section 1.0 of this Grandfathering 
Determination ensuring that all relevant aspects of the operation were considered in making a 
formal grandfathering determination. 
 
3.0 Evidence 
3.1  Information from Rodney and Cheryl Morison (Morison Farms Ltd.)  
On September 19, 2023, Rodney (Rod) Morison submitted to the NRCB a Grandfathering 
Determination Request that included the application form; aerial imagery from 1999 & 2004; a 
site plan from February 23, 2006; an Alberta Environment Water Licence dated May 7, 2004; 
and Environmental Farm Plans (EFP) dated May 31, 2006, and May 16, 2023 (Appendix A). 
These documents were to support the claimed grandfathered livestock type and capacity on 
January 1, 2002, and the existence and layout of the pens of the beef operation dating back as 
early as 1999. 
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On January 12, 2024, Cheryl Morison provided the following documents via email: 

• Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership Financial Statements - Year Ended December 31, 
2000 

• Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership Financial Statements – Year Ended December 31, 
2001 

• Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership Financial Statements – Year Ended December 31, 
2002 

• Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership Financial Statements - Year Ended December 31, 
2003 

• Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership Financial Statements – Year Ended December 31, 
2004 

• Anchor 7 Holdings Ltd. Financial Statements - Year Ended June 30, 2004 (The Balance 
Sheet refers to the Livestock inventory as Feeder cattle. When questioned as to the 
meaning of feeder cattle at that time (2004/2005), Rod Morison stated “the cattle were 
generally bought at 500 lbs and then finished”).  

NOTE: Because they contain much sensitive commercial information that is irrelevant to the 
grandfathering determination, the financial statements for Morison Farms Feedyard Partnership 
and Anchor 7 Holdings Ltd. discussed above, will not be included in the Appendices of this 
report. Redacted copies of the financial statements may be made available upon request in the 
event a Request for Review (RFR) is considered.  

On November 1, 2023, myself and Compliance Manager, Kevin Seward, met with Rod and 
Cheryl Morison and their son Carter. At that time, we also inspected all of the operation’s 
facilities. Rod and Cheryl provided the following information about their beef operation: 
 

• Around the year 2000, they were finishing approximately 4,500 head. 
• Cows have never calved on site. 
• They custom fed cattle for other people. 
• Rod advised the farm was started by his grandfather in 1947. 
• The cow/calf herd has always been kept separate on a different quarter section. 
• In 2001, they kept their backgrounding cattle in the south pens (which are the larger 

pens) to ensure the calves had more space to move around - greater space meant 
better health of the herd. 

• The north pens were used for finishing. 
• The processing barn and the grain mill are located east of the north pens. 
• There is a scale located next to the office which is directly east of the furthest north 

pens. 
• This infrastructure that has been described above was operational in 2001. 
• There is metal fencing around the north pens and along the north side of the south pens, 

with barbed wire around the remainder of the pens. 
• The footprint of the operation has remained unchanged. 
• Permanent bunks were used to serve all pens. 
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• The aerial photos on the wall in their office are representative of the site in 1999 & 2004, 
which shows an operational feedlot. These aerial photos were included with the 
grandfathering determination request (see Appendix A - pages 4 and 5). 

• The site plan provided from 2006 (see Appendix A - page 6) shows all the pens included 
in the grandfathering determination request, except pen #1, which is on the adjacent 5-
acre parcel located directly to the east. This pen is now used as a riding arena. 

• In 2012, things slowed down, but a smaller amount of confined feeding continued. Upon 
further discussion with Rod Morison, Rod advised that in 2012 they moved from custom 
feeding some cattle to holding all their own cattle. Due to changing market conditions, 
they had fluctuating feeder cattle numbers. They also held cattle in the feedlot during 
summer months, May through September.  

• Rod and Cheryl advised that currently the pens are empty, but they are planning to have 
cattle in them by March 1, 2024. 

  
On January 17, 2024, Rod Morison provided a signed letter from Michael Jelinski, DVM of 
Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd. (Appendix B) The letter states: “This letter serves as 
documentation that Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd. of Airdrie, Alberta, provided feedlot 
health consulting serves [I assume they meant to say services] to Morison Farms Feedlot, of 
Airdrie, Alberta, (Land Location NW 10-27-2 W5) from the period of 1995 to approximately 
2010. The feedlot had an approximate capacity of 4500 head during that period.”  
 
Upon further communication with Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd., they also provided a 
Health Summary for Morison Farms for the period of July 2002 - June 2003. In the email dated 
January 19, 2024, to which the Health Summary was attached (Appendix C), Michael Jelinski, 
DVM provided the following: “With reference to animal types, I have attached a health summary 
report we prepared for Morison Farms for the period from July 2002 - June 2003. The inventory 
through that period was 2320 fall calves (animals born the previous spring and weighing 
approximately 500 lbs.,1292 winter calves which are animals born the previous spring and 
placed in the feedlot early in the following year and weighing in the 500 - 600 lb range, and 
lastly 563 yearlings which would be animals in the 16 month age range and weighing 900-1000 
lbs. Total feeders placed in that time frame was 4175. Additionally for the period from 1998-
2013 there were 375-450 mother cows on the premises.” 

On February 8, 2024, I received an email from Rod Morison in response to the email I had sent 
to him on January 26, 2024, requesting information to address the question of abandonment. 
Rod’s responses to my questions are included in detail in section 4.3 of this report. 

On February 20, 2024, I received an email from Rod Morison with an attached letter from Scott 
Schake, Ph.D. Nutritionist of Nutrition Service Associates in Wimberley, Texas. The letter stated 
“To Whom it may concern I, Dr. Scott Schake, have been working as Rod Morison’s (Morison 
Farms Feedyard) nutritionist since 1997 to the present. I have helped them develop feeding 
programs, quality control programs, and have trained feedyard personnel.”  

In further email correspondence with Rod Morison, on February 29, 2024, Rod advised that they 
(Rod & Cheryl) have managed the feedlot since 1992 and took over full ownership in 2004. 
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3.2 Information from municipality 
Under Part 2 Matters Regulation of AOPA, the municipality where the CFO is located is an 
affected party (see section 5 of the regulation). As such, Rocky View County is an affected party 
and is also a directly affected party in this deemed permit determination, as they would be if this 
were an application for an approval today (see section 19(6) of AOPA). 
 
On January 30, 2024, the NRCB received an email response from the Manager of Agricultural 
and Environmental Services at Rocky View County stating “Agricultural Services, in conjunction 
with Planning and Development, have reviewed the grandfathering determination request and 
have no concerns”.  
 
On January 31, 2024, I contacted Rocky View County thanking them for their response and 
requested the County provide any documentation they had regarding Morison Farms Ltd. on or 
about January 1, 2002, with respect to the feedlot, its capacity, the type of livestock present, 
and any aerial imagery from 2000 – 2004. 
 
On February 2, 2024, I received a response from Rocky View County advising they had 
checked their archives but did not have anything on Morison’s Feedlot. 
 
3.3 Evidence from neighbours 
The notice placed in the Rocky View Weekly, as well as the notification letters mailed to 
residents and landowners within 1.5 miles of the CFO, invited people to provide written 
statements with relevant information related to the CFO as it existed on or about January 1, 
2002. The notice and letters also contained information on applying for status as a directly 
affected party.  
 
I received written statements from five neighbours located within the 1.5 mile notification radius: 
 

• Roy Woolliams, received January 26, 2024 (Appendix D), stating he is in favour of the 
grandfathering permit. Roy has lived in the area all his life. Although he does not have a 
direct line of sight of the operation, he sold grain to Rod Morison ever since Rod owned 
the feedlot. Roy was not absent for any long periods during this time. Roy’s family 
homestead has been in the area since 1890 and he has farmed there all his life raising 
cattle and growing crops. 
 

• Larry Woolliams, Woolliams Farms Ltd. received February 5, 2024 (Appendix E). Larry 
advised he is a fifth-generation farmer and neighbour to Morison Farms Ltd. and the 
Morison Family. Larry advised he has dealt with the Morison family for many years 
going back as far as 1994 or 1995. Woolliams Farms Ltd. has “sold 100’s of thousands 
of Bushels of Grain, Straw, and silage for the feedlot. Morison Farms Ltd. in my view is 
a leader in the cattle Industry by testing new technologies as well as adopting new 
technologies to better the industry as a whole. The Morison family is a generational 
family Farm that has been in the same area and is well respected within the Community 
and have supported the community in many ways because of their cattle operation. I am 
continually working with Morison Farms Ltd. on a yearly basis, and I am Definitely in 
favor of a Grandfather Permit for Morison Farms Ltd.”  

 
• William A. (Bill) Morison received February 6, 2024 (Appendix F). William advised he 

was a former partner of Morison Farms and father of Rod Morison. In his letter William 
provided a brief history of Morison Farms: 
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o In 1921, William’s grandparents, Fred and Elizabeth Morison, purchased five 
quarters of land in the west Airdrie district which they farmed with their children 
until World War II. 

o Upon return from the war, William’s father Pete married in 1945 and purchased 
land in the same area and began farming. 

o In 1948, Pete and his wife Bernice purchased NW 10-27-2-W5 where they built 
their home and purchased some cows, this was their start in the livestock 
industry. 

o William began farming with his dad in 1964 and married in 1966 at which time 
they began to expand the cow herd, feeding a few hundred head of cattle. 

o His son Rod joined the operation at a very young age. 
o Over the next few years, Morison Farms grew, and they were feeding over 4,000 

head of cattle with numbers peaking during the fall and winter months.  
o Infrastructure was put in place to safely accommodate the growing business and 

size of the facility. 
o Farming and feeding practices have always been their number one priority, 

being recognized as a leader in the agriculture industry, winning the coveted 
Master Farm Family award in 1965 and again in 2011. 

o Their family has been farming in the west Airdrie area for 103 years and their 
farming operation has fostered six generations of the Morison family. 

 
• Charles Raines, Mountaineer Farms, received February 9, 2024 (Appendix G). Charles 

advised he owned land approximately 1.5 miles from the Morison feedlot from 1954 until 
2022, now owned by his children, but where he still resides. In his letter, Charles 
advised he knew Rod Morison’s grandparents, Pete and Bernie Morison, for whom he 
artificially inseminated cows in the late 1960s to mid 1970s using the feedlot corrals – 
the same corrals which he stated now operate as Morison Farms. When his own cattle 
operation expanded during the 1970s many of his calves were purchased by Morison 
Feedlot. “Pete was a top cattle feeder, and our calves did well in their lot.” Charles also 
advised that in 1954 there were no acreages within sight, now seventy years later, there 
are 22 acreages within two miles of home and about 16 within close proximity to the 
Morison Feedlot. “The feedlot predates all those acreages and their residents….” “I fully 
support this application.”  
 

• Isabel and Larry Wilson received February 20, 2024 (Appendix H). Isabel and Larry are 
located directly east of the site sharing a property line. The Wilsons are not in favour of 
the proposed grandfathering for several reasons: 

o The operation although active when they first moved to the area in 2006, has not 
been operational for at least six years. 

o The feedlot was never at a capacity of 4,000 head. 
o They have historical photos on Google Earth showing the feedlot footprint size 

which could not support 4,000 head of cattle. (The Wilson’s did not provide any 
photos with their written submission.) 

o Morison Farms does not have the infrastructure to support that level of CFO and 
any increased footprint and infrastructure would negatively affect landowners in 
the area. 

o Water requirements for 4,000 head is far more that the WID capability they had 
when there were in operations, prior to 2006. They have concerns regarding 
water demand due to low flow volumes.  

o They state the practices used by Morison Farms while they were running their 
operation were not conforming to NRCB rules and they fear Morison farms will 
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continue to operate in an unsafe manner, negatively affecting adjacent 
landowners and the environment. The Wilsons state that when the CFO was 
operational, they observed no manure plan, feeding was not done in July, 
August and September, there was no processor pickup for dead animals, rather, 
dead cows were disposed of in an open pit to the southwest of their property, 
and there was no silage for winter feeding. 

o Plastic covering the silage pit is torn and blown by high winds onto their 
property. 

o Cattle escaping and damaging their fence. 
o They have not had to deal with the odour for some time, but once operational 

the CFO will result in excessive odours and poor air quality. 
o The area has changed significantly since the CFO started and is no longer 

compatible with adjacent land uses. This is particularly important since the 
adjacent land uses consisting primarily of acreages, are downwind of the subject 
lands. 

 
In addition to the written statements, I received from the above “affected parties,” I also had 
phone conversations with two additional neighbours and received one email inquiry from 
another neighbour regarding Morison Farms Ltd. and the grandfathering process. Written 
statements were not received from any of these three neighbours. 
 
3.4 Evidence from other agencies 
On January 23, 2024, notification of the grandfathering determination request was sent to 
Alberta Environment & Protected Areas, Fortis Alberta Inc., and HWN Energy Ltd. operating in 
Canada as Hawthorne Energy (the last two holding utility rights of way). I did not receive any 
responses from these agencies. 
 
3.5 Affected persons and directly affected parties 
Section 11(5) of the Administrative Procedures Regulation under AOPA requires that an 
inspector’s decision report on a grandfathered (deemed) permit determination include reasons 
on whether affected persons that made a submission are directly affected parties. 
 
Affected persons in this determination were the municipality in which the operation is located 
(Rocky View County); and all neighbours who own or occupy land within the 1.5 mile notice 
distance. By proxy through section 19 of AOPA, these are determined by section 5 of the Part 2 
Matters Regulation. 
 
“Directly affected parties” are typically a subset of “affected persons.” Under section 19(6) of 
AOPA, the applicant for an approval and municipalities that are “affected persons” are 
automatically directly affected parties. As such, Rocky View County is a directly affected party. 
 
In deciding who else would be considered a directly affected party, I referred to the NRCB’s 
Approvals Policy section 7.2.1 paragraph 2 which states “The NRCB presumes that persons 
who reside on or own land within the notification distance also qualify for directly affected party 
status, if they provide written response to the notice within the posted response deadline.”  
 
Based on section 7.2.1 paragraph 2 of Approvals Policy 2016-7, I conclude the following to be 
considered directly affected parties: 

a) Morison Farms Ltd. 
b) Rocky View County 
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c) Roy Woolliams 
d) Larry Woolliams, Woolliams Farms Ltd. 
e) William A. (Bill) Morison 
f) Charles Raines, Mountaineer Farms 
g) Isabel & Larry Wilson 

 
3.6  Other evidence 
The request for a grandfathering determination submitted by Rod Morison on behalf of Morison 
Farms Ltd., claims a deemed capacity of 4,000 beef finishers. Part of the determination requires 
assessing whether there were finishers or another type of beef livestock on the site on January 
1, 2002. The beef livestock types in AOPA include feeder calves (<550 lbs), feeders (450-900 
lbs), and finishers (900+ lbs). In addition, the determination requires assessing if the livestock 
type (finishers) numbers were over AOPA threshold levels on January 1, 2002. 
 
Upon receipt of the grandfathering determination request, I conducted a search of NRCB’s 
electronic data base and internal hard copy files. No information was found in the electronic 
database, however information contained within NRCB’s internal hard copy files indicates that a 
CFO existed at this site on January 1, 2002. The information contained in NRCB’s internal 
records include: 
 

• Fax correspondence from Alberta Environment to NRCB dated March 21, 2002: 
Application for Permanent Diversion of under the Water Act submitted by Golder 
Associates Ltd. to Alberta Environment March 14, 2001, on behalf of Morison Farms 
Feedyard (Appendix I), 
 

• Email correspondence between the NRCB and Alberta Environment dated April 17, 
2002 (Appendix J); and 

 
• Email correspondence between the MD of Rocky View and NRCB dated March 22, 

2002, April 3, 2002, and April 22, 2008 (Appendix K). 
 
The information provided in the email correspondence from the MD of Rocky View Development 
Clerk to the NRCB Approval Officer dated April 3, 2002, states “I have done some research on 
the Morrison Farms Feedyard, and we do not have any Development Permits on file for them. It 
may be an operation that has been there for a very long time, therefore grandfathered in.” 
 
The email correspondence from NRCB Approval Officer to Alberta Environment, P.Eng., dated 
April 17, 2002, states “The MD of Rocky View considers this operation to be grandfathered. 
Therefore, the NRCB does not at this time require Morison Farms Feedyard to make 
application. The information you have provided to us indicates that the number of head of cattle 
is 4500. If in the future more than 4500 head of cattle are proposed at this site, they would be 
required to submit an application for expansion to the NRCB”. 
 
On February 20, 2024, the NRCB received an email from Dennis Holmes, Director of the 
Calgary Central Feeder Association stating “I am writing with reference to the “Grandfathering 
Determination” for Rod Morison of Morison Farms Ltd. NW10-27-2-W5M in Rocky View County, 
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AB. As a director of Calgary Central Feeder Assoc. for thirty years and the chairman for five 
years, I can verify that Morison Farms has been an active feedlot for over thirty five years with a 
capacity of 4000 head”. This email was followed up with the original handwritten letter 
(Appendix L), received by the NRCB on February 21, 2024. 
 
4.0 Findings 
4.1  CFO footprint 
A review of aerial imagery between 1999-2003 and 2023 (Appendix M) was conducted and 
there were no changes to the footprint of the CFO, including the feedlot pens. A site inspection, 
conducted on November 1, 2023, also confirmed the footprint of the feedlot on this day was the 
same as that in the aerial imagery reviewed between 1999 and 2023. 
 
4.2 CFO status, livestock capacity and livestock type 

CFO status 

In April 2002, the NRCB confirmed there was a beef cattle CFO on the site. Evidence gathered 
in the course of the grandfathering determination supports this confirmation (e.g., 1999-2003 
Valtus imagery, information from Veterinary Agri-Health Services, Morison feedlot financial 
statements). Whether there was a CFO there on January 1, 2002, is not in question. 
 
Livestock capacity 

It is important to note that the physical capacity of the facilities as of January 1, 2002, is what 
determines the grandfathered animal numbers for the site. The operator also needs to prove 
that they were above AOPA threshold numbers during the grandfathering period. 
 
The information provided by Rod and Cheryl Morison (Appendix A) included aerial photos from 
1999 & 2004, a Site Plan from 2006, along with Google Earth imagery. From this information, I 
determined that the CFO facility on January 1, 2002, covered an area of approximately 1.4 
million square feet, excluding handling and treatment pens. Also excluded from this calculation 
is the pen located on the 5-acre parcel directly east of NW 10-27-2-W5, that was part of the 
original feedlot operation, now used as a riding area. The removal of this pen from the original 
footprint results in a reduction of the original footprint by approximately 82,450 square feet and 
240 linear feet of bunk space.  
 
I took steps to verify if the claimed capacity of the feedlot (4,000 beef finishers) would have fit 
into the grandfathered footprint in 2002. Having first determined that the feedlot footprint had not 
changed between 2002 and 2023, I used Aerial Imagery from August 2020 (Appendix N), this 
was the clearest image, to determine the approximate area of all the pens at the site. The total 
calculated pen area was approximately 1,437,310 sq. ft. and the total bunk space was 
approximately 2,650 linear feet. I referred to the Technical Guideline Agdex 096-81: Calculator 
for Determining Livestock Capacity of Operations as They Existed on January 1, 2002. The 
guideline states for finisher cattle, in a southern Alberta feedlot (the site is considered to be in 
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southern Alberta), that pen space in 2002 was at 200 ft2/animal, full feed bunk space was at 1.0 
ft/animal, and limited feed bunk space was at 2.5 ft/animal. 
 
Technical Guideline Agdex 096-81 suggests for this site that the pen footprint space would allow 
a total capacity of 7,186 beef finishers. The full feed bunk space would allow a total capacity of 
2,650 beef finishers and the limited bunk spaces would allow a total capacity of 1,060 beef 
finishers. 
 
Based on the pen space allocation of beef finishers (900+ lbs) in southern Alberta, the 
calculator provides a site calculated animal capacity number of 7,186 head of beef finishers. 
Bunk space calculations, using the technical guideline, indicate a capacity of 2,650 head of beef 
finishers on full feed and 1,060 head on limited feed for a southern Alberta feedlot. These 
calculated capacity numbers based on pen space and bunk space do vary. I had greater 
difficultly when trying to obtain accurate bunk locations and measurements of bunk lengths, than 
pen space, using aerial imagery. Pen space allocation provides a more accurate representation 
of the capacity of beef finishers for this facility. Furthermore, the claimed grandfathered capacity 
of 4,000 head of beef finishers easily “fits” within the calculated animal numbers for pen space 
and bunk space allocations range. 
 
The numbers in the technical guideline are not absolute but provide an average industry 
accepted standard for animal and bunk space allocations that were being used on January 1, 
2002. The guideline states: “Most of the available published data was gathered for planning 
facility construction and was not derived from facilities as they were actually constructed.” The 
guideline further states: “Space allocations for beef cattle are based on pen size, bunk length for 
full feed, and bunk length for limited feed. All three factors should be considered.” “The bunk 
length is often the deciding factor for large pen spaces.” 
 
Although bunk space results in a lower livestock capacity number and is often the deciding 
factor for larger pens, I do not feel it is a true representation of the actual livestock capacity that 
could be housed in this facility, and therefore find pen space to be a better indicator. Based on 
the livestock number indicated by the technical guideline for 7,186 beef finishers, I have reason 
to believe that the facility had the capacity to feed (confine) 4,000 head of beef finishers on 
January 1, 2002. The AOPA livestock threshold levels set out in Schedule 2 of the Part 2 
Matters Regulation show that an AOPA approval is required for operations over 350 head of 
beef finishers. 
 
Selecting a capacity between the number obtained using pen area and bunk space provides a 
capacity consistent with the capacity provided by Golder Associates Ltd. (Appendix I), the 
number stated as “grandfathered” by NRCB Approval Officer (Appendix J), and letter from 
Dennis Holmes, Director of the Calgary Central Feeder Association (Appendix L). The 
evidence fully supports a reasonable range of capacity consistent with the claimed capacity for 
a 4,000 head beef finisher CFO.  
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It is common for feedlot numbers to fluctuate throughout the year and animal cycles. As finisher 
cattle are shipped for slaughter, new feeders are purchased. This is consistent with the 
information contained in the Application for Permanent Water Diversion under the Water Act 
prepared by Golder Associates Ltd. dated March 14, 2001, which states that “annual variation in 
beef production at Morison Farms Feedyard peaks in the winter with approximately 4,500 head 
of cattle. Summer cattle numbers average around 2,500” (Appendix I), and the numbers 
provided by Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd. (Appendices B and C). When speaking with 
Rod Morison, he confirmed that they were only applying for 4,000 beef finishers as “when they 
had 4,500 beef finishers, they were pretty full”. 
 
Although, one of the “directly affected parties” claimed this number to be incorrect, they did not 
live in the area on or about January 1, 2002, and did not provide any factual evidence to support 
their claim. 
 
Based on the information provided by Rod & Cheryl Morison, the Application for Permanent 
Diversion under the Water Act prepared by Golder Associates Ltd., the ‘grandfathered’ capacity 
of 4500 “head of cattle” as indicated by the NRCB Approval Officer in 2002, and the Health 
Summary for the period from July 2002 – June 2003 submitted by Veterinary Agri-Health 
Services Ltd., I conclude that the site was operating as a CFO on January 1, 2002, with a 
livestock capacity above the approval thresholds in AOPA. 
 
Livestock type 

In their application and when speaking with them in person, Rod and Cheryl Morison, advised 
that the approximate number and type and of livestock being confined at the site on January 1, 
2002, were 4,000 beef finishers. 
 
In response to the financial statements provided by Cheryl Morison on January 12, 2024, I sent 
a follow-up email to Rod Morison asking Rod about the financial statement (Balance Sheet AS 
at June 30, 2005) for Anchor 7 Holdings Ltd. which referred to the purchase of “Feeder Cattle”. I 
wanted to know what type of livestock this was referring to, as it may have meant something 
different in 2004/2005. Rod responded by email that same day stating: “the cattle were 
generally bought at 500 lbs and then finished”. 
 
This is consistent with the information provided in the email correspondence dated January 19, 
2024, from Michael Jelinski, DVM of Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd. which states “With 
reference to animal types, I have attached a health summary report we prepared for Morison 
Farms for the period from July 2002 - June 2003. The inventory through that period was 2,320 
fall calves (animals born the previous spring and weighing approximately 500 lbs.,1,292 winter 
calves which are animals born the previous spring and placed in the feedlot early in the 
following year and weighing in the 500 - 600 lb range, and lastly 563 yearlings which would be 
animals in the 16 month age range and weighing 900-1000 lbs. Total feeders placed in that time 
frame was 4,175.” 
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As indicated by Michael Jelinski, DVM of Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd., a total of 4,175 
feeders of various weights were placed in Morison Farms over the extent of a year (in this 
instance from July 2002 – June 2003). Rod Morison confirmed the information provided by 
Michael Jelinksi would all be starting weights. 
  
Section 2(2) of the Part 2 Matter Regulations of AOPA, allows a CFO owner or operator to 
change the type of livestock within the same category, without having to apply for an approval 
amendment, providing the change will not increase the annual manure produced, or the level of 
odour production. Because of this section, it is important for the owner (and the NRCB) to know 
the grandfathered type and number of animals, as the owner can change the livestock type at 
any time following the requirements set out in section 2(2).  
 
I conclude that the information as to the livestock capacity and type provided by Rod and Cheryl 
Morison, who would have the most detailed knowledge of the events during the grandfathering 
period, is consistent with the information provided by Michael Jelinski, DVM of Veterinary Agri-
Health Services Ltd.  
 
4.3  The status of the deemed permit today 
In a recent decision concerning a grandfathered (deemed) permit determination (RFR 2020-04 
Stant Enterprises Ltd. at pg. 4), the NRCB Board implied that where 18 years have passed 
since the time window used in a grandfathering, it may be appropriate to evaluate a question of 
abandonment. If a facility were abandoned, that might invalidate its deemed permit today.  
 
Assessing abandonment is not a prescribed process in AOPA. Rather, it is a possible basis for 
cancelling a permit. Under section 29(1)(b) of AOPA, the Board (or an inspector with delegated 
authority) “may” cancel a permit if the confined feeding operation, or manure storage facility or 
collection area, to which the permit relates “is abandoned.”  
 
The NRCB’s Operational Policy 2016-3 Permit Cancellations under AOPA section 29 puts the 
burden of proving abandonment on the person wishing to show it is abandoned. It is only if an 
approval officer (or inspector): 

(1) holds the opinion that an operation has been abandoned, and 
(2) wishes to cancel a permit, 

That the procedures for cancellation set out in section 12 of the Administrative Procedures 
regulation are triggered. 
 
The NRCB’s Operational Policy, 2016-3 Permit Cancellations under AOPA section 29 (updated 
April 23, 2018) guides how to assess whether an operation or facility is abandoned. The policy 
also directs the approval officer (or inspector) to consider: 
 

• the CFO’s current use, if any 
• the CFO’s current condition 
• what, if any, steps are being taken to keep the CFO’s facilities in condition such that they 

could resume being used for livestock management without major upgrades or 
renovations 

• when the CFO stopped being used, and the owner’s reason for stoppage 
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• whether the operation changed ownership during the period of disuse 
• the owner’s reason for ceasing or postponing use and owner’s intent with respect to 

future use of the CFO 
• the value of CFO facilities (independent of their permitted status) and the cost of 

reconstructing them if reconstruction is needed. 
 
In determining whether the site meets the criteria for abandonment I used the above-mentioned 
factors that are described in further detail in Operational Policy 2016-3, section 2.1 “Deciding 
whether a CFO has been abandoned.” From my observations, information obtained during my 
site inspection, financial and veterinary records, oral and written testimony provided by the 
operator, aerial imagery, and Alberta Land Titles, I was able to assess the status of the site. 
 

• On November 1, 2023, I conducted an inspection of the site with Compliance Manager, 
Kevin Seward. During the site inspection, I observed permanent infrastructure consisting 
of permanent pens constructed with metal fencing, fence panels, concrete feed bunks, 
sick pens, processing facilities, a scale, and silage pit. The infrastructure appeared to be 
well maintained and in good condition. The pens were empty at the time of inspection. 
 

• Based on my observations of the condition of the site, the site could resume being used 
at any time without any major upgrades or renovations. In the email correspondence 
provided by Rod Morison dated February 8, 2024, Rod advised they are continually 
maintaining and enhancing the CFO to keep it up to date with current livestock practices 
and technological advances to allow for high efficiency with low overhead costs. Rod 
also stated they have changed how they manage the livestock. Moving cattle from 
pasture grazing into the CFO allows for greater flexibility in meeting market demands 
and more efficient production of cattle.  

 
• Aerial Imagery from 1999 – 2003, 2011, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2018 & 2023 (Appendix M) 

shows the site layout and infrastructure, which has remained unchanged. The site 
appears to be in full use until around 2013. After 2013 up to 2023, there still appears to 
be some use of the site (cattle visible, limited vegetation in most pens, permanent 
infrastructure in place). Intensity of use of the site may vary depending on the time of 
year the photo was taken. Upon further email correspondence provided by Rod Morison 
on February 8, 2024, Rod advised they have never quit using the site. Rod advised they 
have a rotational grazing program in place, using the CFO for growing cattle until 
grasses are mature enough for grazing. Due to drought conditions the CFO is required 
to feed cattle to market weight to meet contract and market demands which means the 
CFO is housing feeder cattle during July through September.  

 
• A search of Alberta Land Titles Registry (Appendix O) confirms that the site has not 

changed ownership during the period of disuse. 
 

• During the site inspection it was noted that the pens were empty, however, the owners 
did advise that they planned on adding livestock to the site in March of 2024. In Rod 
Morison’s email correspondence dated February 8, 2024, Rod advised that the CFO has 
never been abandoned and will be used continually for managing and feeding cattle. 
This is consistent with information provided by Larry Woolliams, Woolliams Farms Ltd., 
who stated “I am continually working with Morison Farms Ltd., on a yearly basis…”, and 
from Scott Schake, Ph.D., Nutritionist of Nutrition Service Associates who stated “I, Dr. 
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Scott Schake, have been working as Rod Morison’s (Morison Farms Feedyard) 
nutritionist since 1997 to the present”. 

 
• In Rod Morison’s email correspondence dated February 8, 2024, Rod stated “it would be 

quite difficult and constraining to put a value on the CFO as it stands. The costs 20 years 
ago are quite different than they are now, especially with the price of materials 
skyrocketing since 2020. After consulting members of the industry, we found it may be 
possible to build a new facility for approximately $500.00 per head. This price would 
change depending on cost of materials at that time”. 

 
After reviewing historical aerial photographs, internal and external records, verbal discussions 
with the owners, written correspondence from the owners and the owner’s nutritionist, 
statements provided by “directly affected parties”, and a visual site inspection of the current 
state of the facilities on November 1, 2023, I conclude that the feedlot, although empty at the 
time of inspection, has been well maintained, has continued to be operational (except for small 
periods of time due to changing market and weather conditions), and the owners intent has 
always been to keep the CFO in operation, and therefore is not considered abandoned. 
 
5.0 Conclusion on questions to be determined: the type of livestock and  the 

livestock capacity being confined on January 1, 2002? 
On April 17, 2002, an NRCB Approval Officer sent an email to Alberta Environment in response 
to a previous inquiry received from Alberta Environment as to whether an application to the 
NRCB was required for Morison Farms Feedyard. In the approval officer’s email there was 
refence to previous correspondence with the MD of Rocky View, April 3, 2002, in which the MD 
of Rocky View stated “It may be an operation that has been there for a very long time, therefore 
grandfathered in” and the Application for Permanent Diversion under the Water Act dated March 
14, 2001, submitted to Alberta Environment by Golder Associates Ltd., on behalf of Morison 
Farms Feedyard which stated “Annual variation in beef production at Morison Farms Feedyards 
peaks in the winter with approximately 4,500 head of cattle. Summer cattle numbers average 
around 2,500 head.”   expanded.  
 
The NRCB Approval Officer’s email to Alberta Environment on April 17, 2002, confirms the 
grandfathered status of a beef cattle operation (considered a CFO) at NW 10-27-2-W5, with a 
livestock capacity of 4,500 head of cattle, and that a permit would only be required if the 
operation expanded. However, the livestock type was not clearly specified. 
 
The decision of the NRCB Approval Officer in 2002, not requiring a permit unless the operation 
expanded, is consistent with the legislation in effect at that time as referred to in Operation 
Policy 2023-1: 
 

• Section 2.2, paragraph 1 which states “At that time, in brief, if a confined feeding 
operation did not hold a MD permit as of January 1, 2002, the new standards under Part 
2 of AOPA applied to that operation (in terms of permits), but only when the operation 
expanded”. 
 

• Section 6.1.1 Operator records, paragraph 2, “Sometimes a record from the past (e.g., 
inspection report, letter, part of a decision summary) indicates a grandfathering 
determination was previously done by the NRCB. Even if not in a formal report form, the 
previous NRCB determination is valid. However, sometimes a partial supplemental 
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determination may be required – for example, to determine the deemed footprint or 
facilities.” 

 
The email correspondence from Michael Jelinski, DVM, Veterinary Agri-Health Services, and 
financial statements and information provided by Rod and Cheryl Morison indicate that feeders 
(450-900 lbs) were purchased for the purpose of finishing at the feedlot. Using Alberta 
Agriculture & Irrigation’s Calculator for Determining Livestock Capacity of Operations as They 
Existed on January 1, 2002, the feedlot has sufficient capacity for 4,000 beef finishers (900+ 
lbs). 
 
I initially addressed the concerns identified by Isabel and Larry Wilson, “directly affected party,” 
with them during our phone conversation on January 26, 2024, and through email 
correspondence on February 15, 2024. Many of the concerns identified by the Wilson’s do not 
fall under the legislative authority of the NRCB or are not relevant to this grandfathering 
determination, such as water requirements and land use zoning. The Wilson’s were directed to 
contact the responsible legislative authority. 
 
In accordance, with NRCB, Operational Policy 2023-1 Grandfathering (Deemed Permit) Section 
6.0 Grandfathering investigation, and as stated in the notification letter, only information relevant 
to the CFO’s grandfathering determination will be considered. The concerns identified by the 
Wilson’s that fall under the legislative parameters of the NRCB, such as livestock capacity and 
abandonment, have been identified and addressed in this report. It should be noted that the 
NRCB, has no records of any complaints or concerns with respect to odour or water quality at 
the site. As with any CFO, the operator is responsible to adhere to any nuisance claims as 
outlined in Part 1 Nuisance of AOPA.  
 
Having reviewed all the evidence and relevant information provided in the written statements 
submitted by the “directly affected parties,” I have determined the following based on the 
evidence and a balance of probabilities: 
 

1. The CFO at NW 10-27-2-W5M, currently owned by Rodney and Cheryl Morison of 
Morison Farms Ltd., existed on January 1, 2002, 
 

2. The CFO at NW 10-27-2-W5M had a capacity of 4,000 beef finishers, which is above the 
AOPA animal threshold numbers, and 

 
3. The CFO at NW 10-27-2-W5M has the same footprint (for confining cattle) today, as it 

did in 2002. 
 
Therefore, under section 18.1 of AOPA, the owner or operator of the CFO has a deemed 
approval with the capacity for 4,000 beef finishers.  
 
Furthermore, I conclude that the directly affected parties of this decision are Rod and Cheryl 
Morison of Morison Farms Ltd., Rocky View County, Roy Woolliams, Larry Woolliams of 
Woolliams Farms Ltd., William A. (Bill) Morison, Charles Raines of Mountaineer Farms, and 
Isabel and Larry Wilson. 
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The CFO has not been abandoned, and the deemed AOPA approval permit is still valid today. 

March 8, 2024 

(Original signed) 
Tracey Krenn 
Inspector – Natural Resources Conservation Board 
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C. Email dated January 19, 2024, & the attached Health Summary (July 2002 – June 2003)

for Morison Farms from Michael Jelinski, DVM, Agri-Health Services Ltd.
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 281121 Dickson Stevenson Trail, Alberta  T4B 4L5  T. 403 948 2253  F. 403 948 0520  E. vahs@vahs.net 

January 16, 2024 

Re: Morison Farms Feedlot 

To Whom it May Concern: 

This letter serves as documentation that Veterinary Agri-Health Services Ltd. of Airdrie, Alberta, 

provided feedlot health consulting serves to Morison Farms Feedlot, of Airdrie, Alberta, (Land 

Location NW 10-27-2 W5) from the period of 1995 to approximately 2010. The feedlot had an 

approximate capacity of 4500 head during that period. Feel free to call if you have further 

questions. 

Respectfully 

Michael Jelinski DVM 

Appendix B - Letter from Michael Jelinski, DVM, Veterinary Agri-Health Services received 
January 17, 2024



Appendix C - Email dated January 19, 2024 and attached Health Summary (July 2002 - June 
2003)









Appendix D - Statement of Roy Woolliams received January 26, 2024



Appendix E - Written Statement of Larry Woolliams received February 5, 2024



Allow sender  | Block sender

From: William Morison 
Sent: Monday, February 5, 2024 9:21 PM
To: Tracey Krenn <tracey.krenn@nrcb.ca>
Subject: Morison Farms Grandfathered Determination

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

Please note the attached letter. 

Thank you, 
Bill Morison

Appendix F - Written Statement of William A. (Bill) Morison received February 6, 2024 

https://mail-cloudstation-us-west-2.prod.hydra.sophos.com/mail/api/xgemail/smart-banner/68015ccc65c43ceaf5eba172c832a0ed
https://mail-cloudstation-us-west-2.prod.hydra.sophos.com/mail/api/xgemail/smart-banner/a49bcee5f6d86d60d06c874487860822


February 5, 2024 

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION BOARD 
#303,  4920  – 51 STREET 
RED DEER, AB   T4N 6K8 
 
ATTN:  TRACY KRENN, INSPECTOR 
 
RE:  GRANDFATHERED PERMIT DETERMINATION 

As a former partner of Morison Farms and father of Rod Morison, I would like to provide a brief 

history of Morison Farms to any who feel they will be affected by this decision. 

In 1921 my grandparents, Fred and Elizabeth Morison, moved their young family from Manitoba 

after purchasing 5 quarters of land in the west Airdrie district. My father, Pete Morison, and his 

brothers farmed with their parents until World War II began. Pete served in the Royal Canadian 

Navy for four years.  Upon returning from war, he married my mother, Bernice Edwards, in 

1945. Pete and Bernice then began farming on their own after purchasing land located NW ½ of 

15-27-2-5. Living in a remote area of their property proved challenging, and in 1948 they were 

able to purchase land located NW 10-27-2-5.  It was here they built their new home.  My father 

had purchased some cows and their start in the livestock industry had begun. I began farming 

with my dad Pete in 1964 and married in 1966. We began to expand our cow herd and were 

now feeding a few hundred head of cattle.  My son Rod became interested in livestock after 

being an avid 4H member.  Rod joined our operation at a very young age.  Land prices began to 

rise as population of the city of Calgary increased, and we decided to expand our feeding 

operations. Over the next few years, Morison Farms grew, and we were now feeding over 4,000 

head of cattle, with numbers peaking during the fall and winter months. As a result of our 

growing business, infrastructure was put in place to safely accommodate a facility of this size. 

Farming and feeding practices were and still are a number one priority for Morison Farms, 

growing safe and reliable food for our country’s rising population.  Our farming operation has 

been recognized as a leader in the agriculture industry, winning the coveted Master Farm 



Family award in 1965 and again in 2011.  Our family has been farming in the west Airdrie area 

for 103 years and our farming operation has fostered 6 generations of the Morison family. 

S INCERELY,  

WILL IAM A.  (BILL)  MORISON 

LEGAL LAND DESCRIPTION SE15-27-2-5,  NW15-27-2-5 



Appendix G - Written Statement of Charles Raines, Mountaineer Farms received February 9, 2024



Appendix H - Written Statement of Isabel & Larry Wilson received February 20, 2024 

























Appendix I - Application for Permanent Diversion under the Water Act made by Golder Associates 
Ltd. on behalf of Morison Farms Feedyard to Alberta Environment dated March 14, 2001











Appendix J - Email correspondence between the NRCB and Alberta Environment dated April 17, 
2002 



Appendix K - Email correspondence between the MD of Rocky View (Rocky View County) and 
the NRCB dated March 22, 2002, April 3, 2002 and April 8 & 11, 2008 







Appendix L - Letter from Dennis Holman, Director of Calgary Central Feeder Association 
received February 21, 2024 



Morison Farms Ltd. – NW 10-27-2-W5 

Valtus 1999-2003 

Google Earth September 2011 

Appendix M - Valtus & Google Earth Aerial Imagery (1999-2003, 2011, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2018 & 
2023



Valtus 2013 

 

 

Google Earth July 2014 

 

 



Valtus 2015 

 

Google Earth October 2018 

 

 



Google Earth July 2023 

 



Morison, Rod & Cheryl (Morison Farms Ltd.) 

Livestock Capacity Determination based on Calculator for Determining Livestock Capacity of Operations 

as They Existed on January 1, 2002. Technical Guideline Agdex 096-81 February 2016. Table 1. Beef 

animal numbers calculations. 

The calucation for Cows/finishers (900+ lbs) southern AB

Pen Area (ft2) Bunk Space (ft) 

Area A =    111,192 ft2 440 ft 

Area B =    108,786 ft2 460 ft 

Area C =    108,149 ft2 420 ft 

Area D =     20,389 ft2  70 ft 

Area E =      63,605 ft2 160 ft 

Area F =      65,015 ft2 165 ft 

Area G =   245,034 ft2 200 ft 

Area H =   438,031 ft2 495 ft 

Area I =    277,109 ft2 240 ft 

TOTAL= 1,437,310 ft2   2,650 ft 

1,437,310 7,186 2,650 2,650 1060 

Appendix  N - Livestock Capacity Calculations



Geospatial Alberta – Valtus 1999-2003 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following aerial imagery is from Google Earth 8/5/2020, due to clarity it was used to calculate pen 

area and bunk space. 
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Area A 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Total Feed Bunk Length Area A = 440 ft 

 

 

Area A 

111,192 ft2 

 

Area A Bunk 

 

 
270 ft 

 

 



Area B 

Feed bunk length on the west side of the pen 170 ft.  Feed bunk length on the southwest side 140 ft. 

 

Feed bunk length on the southeast side of the pen 150 ft. 

Area B 

108,786 ft2 
 



Area C 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feed bunk length north side of pen 350 ft. 

 

Feed bunk length along the east side of the pen 70 ft. 

Area C 

108,149 ft2 



Area D 

 

Feed bunk length in north portion of pen 25 ft. 

 

Feed bunk length in south portion of pen 45 ft. 

Area D 

20,389 ft2 



Area E 

 

 

 

Feed bunk length 160 ft. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Area E 

63,605 ft2 



Area F 

 

 

Feed bunk length along north portionof pen 65 ft. 

 

Feed bunk length along east portion of pen 100 ft. 

Area F 

65,015 ft2 



Area G 

 

 

 

Feed bunk length 200 ft. 

Area G  

245,034 ft2 
 



Area H 

 

 

Feed bunk length 495 ft. 

 

 

 

 

Area H 

438,031 ft2 



Area I 

  

 

 

 

Feed bunk length 240 ft. 

Area I 

277,109 ft2 
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SECTION 10
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ESTATE: FEE SIMPLE

MUNICIPALITY: ROCKY VIEW COUNTY

REFERENCE NUMBER: 031 404 207

CONSIDERATIONDOCUMENT TYPE VALUE
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031 404 214 TRANSFER OF LAND $320,000 $1

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------

REGISTRATION DATE(DMY)
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004TOTAL INSTRUMENTS:

*END OF CERTIFICATE*

ORDER NUMBER:

CUSTOMER FILE NUMBER:
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THE REGISTRAR OF TITLES CERTIFIES THIS TO BE AN 

ACCURATE REPRODUCTION OF THE CERTIFICATE OF 

TITLE REPRESENTED HEREIN THIS 19 DAY OF 

SEPTEMBER, 2023 AT 08:54 A.M.

THIS ELECTRONICALLY TRANSMITTED LAND TITLES PRODUCT IS INTENDED 

FOR THE SOLE USE OF THE ORIGINAL PURCHASER, AND NONE OTHER, 

SUBJECT TO WHAT IS SET OUT IN THE PARAGRAPH BELOW.

THE ABOVE PROVISIONS DO NOT PROHIBIT THE ORIGINAL PURCHASER FROM

INCLUDING THIS UNMODIFIED PRODUCT IN ANY REPORT, OPINION, 

APPRAISAL OR OTHER ADVICE PREPARED BY THE ORIGINAL PURCHASER AS 
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