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Watch for more information 

in upcoming issues of The 

Blade and on our website! 
 

www.greywoodedforageassociation.com 

Message from the Chair 
By Ken Ziegler 

    

 Hi everyone!  Hoping that winter 

has been treating you well so far and that 

your cows are still happy.  We certainly 

have been having an easier time so far 

and are very fortunate considering the feed prices earlier 

and the feed savings because of this mild winter. 

 Ginette and Albert have been working very hard this 

month offering various workshops, planning events and coor-

dinating the development of projects and events for the 

coming winter and spring.  Ginette has also been putting our 

three year plan together in concert with the feedback from 

many of you regarding issues on your farms.  Thank you for 

your input! 

 Future funding is offering opportunity to enhance the 

environmental side of what we do on our farms.  This will 

prove to be exciting for those of us that already have a 

heart for the health of our ecosystems.  Society is taking 

notice and is also valuing what can be done on the land to 

enhance environmental stability. 

 Kudos to the chairs of our Projects and Publicity Com-

mittees for their creative energy.  We are looking forwards 

to some pretty cool stuff coming out of these committees in 

the months to come. 

 Finally, the Grey Wooded Forage Association is taking 

on a new way of doing meetings.  We have incorporated the 

‘Go-to-Meeting’ format that allows us to engage in meetings 

over the computer from our own homes.  This has been es-

pecially valuable during these colder winter months with 

dark evenings and poorer road conditions.  This meeting for-

mat allows us all to dial in to discuss the many important is-

sues without ever starting an engine.  This also allows us to 

start the meetings a bit earlier and end later being that we 

would have been driving instead.   

 Thanks again to the many contributors of this news-

letter!  We appreciate your willingness in assisting us in put-

ting this newsletter into a practical and informative piece of 

work! 

 

   
Ken 

Please RSVP to Rebekah 403.741.9714 or Rocky Feed 
Solutions 403.845.7766 by January 29th 



 

Greetings & Happy New Year! 
 So far winter has been mild, enabling 

us to get some work done on the farm.  The 

wildlife are grazing in the fields and the nice 

days are reducing wildlife mortality.  This is 

good for next year’s hunting season. The days are beginning to 

get longer and spring is just around the corner.  

 We are gearing up for an exciting year at Grey Wooded 

and are developing our next three year program.  The AOF pro-

gram application deadline was extended a couple more weeks, 

which is giving us more time to gather survey information.  We 

have received about ten percent feedback on the survey that was 

emailed out through our digital email marketing system.  If you 

haven’t replied it is not too late to do so.  The more survey re-

sults we have the better our program outcomes will be.  At the 

bottom of this message will be the questions.  For those who do 

not have an email, feel free to call us with your answers.  We 

really need to hear from everyone.  

 In order to get different results, we need to make changes.  

GWFA has decided that it is imperative that we contact our 

members and you can expect to be hearing from our Forage & 

Grazing Specialist in the coming months.  He will be available 

to discuss production method options and offer his assistance to 

each and every one of you.  This is your opportunity to have 

some individual time and get some of those questions answered.  

Should you not require any assistance, then perhaps some 

neighbors may have some questions that could be addressed.  

 We have recently purchased some software which gives 

us the ability to put on some webinars and go to meetings with-

out having to travel.  We will continue to put on events and ac-

tivities, but should two or three producers want to gather around 

the kitchen table and have some production discussions, all you 

need to do is ask the question.  We can then use this software, 

and have a real time online discussion.  All you would need is 

having access to the internet.  We plan to utilize this software in 

many applications.  For instance we could have a guest speaker 

from a distant location and run a webinar.  We have been using 

the ‘Go to Meeting’ software for reducing travel during the win-

ter months, for our Board and committee meetings.  This re-

duces travelling cost and time for GWFA and for Board mem-

bers.  We have found that our meetings are very effective, and 

productive.  We still plan to meet in person starting in the spring 

until late fall.  

 While we are on this topic of Directors, we are looking 

for some new Board members.  Because we serve such a large 

community, including six counties in central Alberta, we feel 

that the ‘Go to Meeting’ option will open opportunities for 

members to participate at the Board level, who generally would-

n’t consider the option, due to the travel and time requirements.  

Please consider being a Board member if you have something to 

contribute to the growth of GWFA and assist in its future.  We 

really need some producers that want to make a difference.  

 In order to continue to grow our membership, we would 

like for you to give thought to our member services.  With our 

AGM coming up on the 30th  of April, this would be a good time 

for this discussion.  Also, please give thought to the member-

ship fees.  We will need to have a brief discussion in this regard. 

If we can provide additional services that you value, please let 

us know.  We are here to serve our members and deliver our 

mandate.  With regards to the AGM, it would be great to get 

your ideas.  Being a Saturday, we hope that we would get a 

much larger attendance.  We will of course share a meal and 

fellowship and have our annual business meeting.  We would 

like to bring in a guest speaker.  Please let us know what would 

be a great topic that would interest you.  

 In closing, I would like to 

share this picture with you of the lit-

tle fishing trip I was on during the 

holidays.  I went to Horsefly Lake in 

Lethbridge with a dear friend and 

this was the outcome.  

 

Wishing you all the best in 2016.  

 
 

Ginette  

Manager’s Notes: 
By Ginette Boucher, Manager 

 
 

 

 

Please answer these few questions for us: 
 What are the most critical needs that GWFA can assist your operation with? 

 What events/ activities would you like to see GWFA host or help organize in the next 3 years ? 

 What is your preferred method of delivery (online webinar vs. in-person) for information sessions? 

 What topics would you like to see covered in The Blade? 

 How can GWFA work with the agricultural business community to deliver relevant information to producers?  

 

Your answers are important to the future of our program! Your answers can be emailed to us, phoned 

in, or mailed to our office.  Our contact information is on the front cover of this publication. 
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 Just recently I came across some interesting information 

on the Beef Cattle Research Council (BCRC) website.  BCRC is 

the only national beef cattle research agency we have in Canada.  

BCRC’s role is to identify beef cattle research priorities in Can-

ada.  The agency is funded by beef check-off dollars from across 

Canada. 

 Anyhow, I came across some information on fertilization 

of forages based on several research projects from the last forty 

years, or so.  What they found was that yield responses to fertil-

izers was highly variable, so they couldn’t come up with stan-

dard yield responses from which economic benefits of fertiliza-

tion of forages could be charted.  Basically, strong evidence for 

economic benefits of fertilizing forages are not available.   

 Back in 2002, a research scientist by the name of S. S. 

Malhi found that fertilizing straight brome-grass with nitrogen 

could have considerable economic benefits.  Applications of ni-

trogen on brome/alfalfa mixes, however, produced some eco-

nomic benefits if fertilized at a rate of 50 kg/ha, or less.  He also 

found that there was no economic benefit of nitrogen fertilization 

of pure alfalfa stands.  Around 2009, another research scientist 

by the name of Khakbazan, showed fairly similar results. 

 These studies were done on forage stands harvested as hay 

in two cuts.  Pastures, however, are more difficult to measure 

fertilization responses on.  A researcher by the name of J. C. 

Kopp showed that fertilization of meadow brome pastures and 

seeding of alfalfa into meadow brome pastures both increased 

pasture carrying capacity, however were only economically fea-

sible when there was sufficient rainfall. 

 It was found that residual effects of fertilization could last 

up to three years, suggesting that fertilizer response data should 

be collected over a three year period.  Another research scientist, 

R. P. Zentner, did a five year study that showed that producers 

could fertilize brome-grass with a financially optimum rate that 

was higher than most producers were using. 

 It was also found that fertilizer was more economically 

feasible on poorer soils, like grey wooded soils, than on better 

black soils.  Longer trials, however, showed considerable varia-

tions in the results. 

 Besides the biological factors of soils, weather and tem-

peratures, economic factors like land values, hay prices and fer-

tilizer prices also had an effect on the financial feasibility of us-

ing fertilizers on forages.  We all know only too well what’s 

been happening with fertilizer prices in the last decade or so.  

With potential financial benefits of fertilizer being so variable, 

the risk of the value of additional yield not covering the cost of 

fertilizer would be only too real. 

 It was also suggested that you can increase the amount of 

fertilizer you use on hay land when hay prices are high.  Makes 

sense - higher returns can cover higher input costs profitably.  

 There’s only one problem with that scenario though, 

prices of hay tend to be highest during a drought.  When in a 

drought, water tends to be the main limiting factor, regardless of 

how much fertilizer is applied. 

Albert 
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A Summary of Forage Fertilization Research 

For sale approximately 195 plastic 
wrapped 4'x5'  barley silage bales proc-
essed by Krone silage maker. The barley 
was on breaking so has some alfalfa & 
grasses in it. Moisture content is below 
40%, bales weigh about 1500 pounds. 
Located in Sylvan Lake area. Price nego-

tiable, contact 403-357-9831. 4 
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Do you have streams, lakefronts or wetlands on your property? 

Have the banks, shores or edges of these waterbodies been degraded or compromised by devel-

opment or agriculture? 

Are you interested in protecting the water, our most valuable resource?  

Would you like to improve the health of your riparian areas with little to no cost? 

If the answers are yes, please contact the Agroforestry and Woodlot Extension Society (AWES) for more information 

and to find out if you qualify for funding that could cover riparian planting, riparian fencing or even the installation of 

offsite watering systems. 

AWES is a non-profit society that is a joint venture between government, 

industry, and conservation agencies. Our mission is to increase the 

awareness of the economic, social, and environmental values of agrofor-

estry and woodlots within the landscape by providing project support and 

extension services such as workshops, tours, and consultations to land-

owners, land stewards, and others who influence land use practices in 

Alberta. 

For more information on our planting programs and services, please 

feel free to contact us. 

Office: (780) 643-6732 

Email: info@awes-ab.ca  Website:  www.awes-ab.ca 

Call for Participants; Landowners Needed for Riparian 

Area Reforestation 

Attention: Landowners Needed for Riparian Area Reforestation! 

mailto:info@awes-ab.ca
http://www.awes-ab.ca


 

 Back in December, along with some 

400 other attendees, I had the privilege of at-

tending the Western Canada Conference on Soil Health.  Fea-

tured at this conference were some of the leading soil scientists 

and producers in North America.  Presentations ranged from the 

basics of soil health to complex soil research to farmers’ experi-

ences on their own operations.  Here’s a bit of a run-down of 

what was presented at the conference. 

 While much attention has been given to the physical and 

chemical properties of soil over the six or seven decades, soil 

biology has been left behind.  In fact, common tillage practices, 

monoculture crops and high levels of chemical fertilizer and 

pesticide inputs we’ve used for many years have had a damag-

ing effect on soil biological communities. 

 You could say soil health is kinda like a three legged 

stool, with physical, chemical and biological properties being 

the legs.  Shorten or remove any one of the three legs and the 

stool falls over and becomes useless. 

 Parent materials determine quite a lot of a soil’s physical 

properties.  However, microbial action is responsible for the 

breaking down, or the decomposition of parent materials into 

soil particles.  Physical properties like aggregation, aggregate 

size and porosity are results of microbial action.  Basically, 

soils are the product of microbial action.   

 Soil biological processes and interactions are what gives 

soil life.  Plants and soil organisms depend on each other for 

food.  Plants make sugars through the photosynthesis process.  

These sugars are secreted by the plant’s roots and are food for 

microorganisms like bacteria and fungi.  These organisms ex-

change nutrients that the plants need for the sugars.   

 Then there are all the organisms involved with decompo-

sition of organic materials, plant and animal.  There are many 

interactions of many different species of organisms from dung 

beetles and earthworms to bacteria and fungi involved here. 

 One of the main contributors 

to the effectiveness and diversity of 

soil organisms is the diversity of 

living, growing plants and their 

different root systems and different 

ways they interact with the soil or-

ganisms.  It’s that simple - diversity 

creates diversity. 

 So, we’re now beginning to 

understand our soils and how they 

work.  To apply this knowledge we 

need to start somewhere.  How will 

we know if what we’re doing is 

improving, or maintaining soil 

health? 

 Before making changes to 

our soil management, we need to 

measure our soil’s health to get a 

good understanding of what’s 

working in the soil and what’s not.  

We have standard tests for physical and chemical properties of 

soils.  These are widely used in agriculture today.  Until recent 

years we haven’t had soil tests that include the biological prop-

erties of soils in the assessments. 

 From Dr. Harold Van Es, Professor of Soil Science at 

Cornell University in New York State, we learned that he and 

his colleagues and grad students have developed a 

“Comprehensive Assessment of Soil Health” testing process 

and report.  This assessment system identifies limitations of a 

soil based on its physical, chemical and biological constraints.  

From this assessment soil management suggestions are made.  

Once you have this baseline information you can develop your 

soil improvement program.  Then you can have subsequent as-

sessments done to track your progress. 

 Dr. Van Es provided us with a number of resources that 

we can use to learn more about the Cornell system and about 

soil health for healthier and better crops.  Here are some links to 

this information: 

 For further explanation of the Comprehensive Assess-

ment of Soil Health Framework: http://

soilhealth.cals.cornell.edu/extension/test.htm 

 The Cornell Framework Manual is available as a free 

download at:  http://soilhealth.cals.cornell.edu/extension/

manual.htm 

 The soil health textbook titled ‘Building Soils for Better 

Crops’ can be freely downloaded at: http://www.sare.org/

Learning-Center/books/Building-Soils-for-Better-Crops-

3rd-Edition 

 A ‘Berry Soil and Nutrient manual can be freely 

downloaded at: http:www.sare.org/content/

download/74320/1253195/

BerrySoilandNutrientManagementGuide.pdf 

Albert 
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Forage & Grazing Points to Ponder 

By Albert Kuipers, 

  Forage & Grazing Specialist 
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 Are you finding it increasingly challenging to make ends 

meet on your farm? Are hail, drought, flooding, or low commod-

ity prices killing your profits?  You just might want to take a look 

at how one farm family turned around that downward spiral. 

 Back in the ‘80’s and early ‘90’s, Gabe and Shelly 

Brown’s operation near Bismarck, North Dakota was much like 

any other mixed farm.  They used all the conventional tools like 

tillage, synthetic fertilizers, pesticides and fungicides in their 

cropping operations and used vaccines, wormers, insecticides and 

supplements in their cattle operation. 

 Gabe started making some changes around 1994.  He 

switched to zero till and started to use crop rotations, using peas, 

corn and alfalfa along with the wheat, oats and barley he already 

produced. 

 But then hail and drought took most of the crops from ‘95 

through ‘98.  The Brown’s came pretty close to losing the farm.  

This got them looking at ways to change what they were doing as 

they couldn’t even borrow operating money to pay for crop in-

puts.  They had to make big changes if the farm was going to sur-

vive. 

 There’s a saying, or proverb that Gabe shared with us 

when he spoke at the recent Western Canada Conference on Soil 

Health in Edmonton.  “If you want to make small changes, 

change what you’re doing.  If you want to make big changes, 

change how you think”.  Gabe had to make big changes, so he 

learned how soil functions and changed how he thought about 

soil and crop management. 

 Switching to zero till a few years back was just the begin-

ning of a whole lot of changes.  Gabe had learned that tillage is 

destructive to soil aggregates.  The pores in soil aggregates are 

the habitat for most of the soil’s biological life.  They allow air 

and water to be absorbed into the soil as well.   

 Gabe also learned that the soil needs to be covered by 

plant residue at all times.  This regulates the temperature of the 

soil and protects the soil from erosion.  Plant residue also pro-

vides food for soil organisms. 

 Plant diversity is incredibly important for soil organism 

diversity and their interactions with their host plants. Diversity is 

one of the biggest drivers of soil health.  Gabe started using a 

wide variety of plant species to rebuild the soils on the Brown’s 

farm. 

 Gabe also learned how to have green, living plants cover-

ing his soils for as much of the year as possible.  Living plants 

convert sunlight to sugars, or ‘liquid carbon’.  These sugars are 

what feeds soil organisms.  In turn, soil organisms provide plants 

with much needed nutrients.  Gabe’s highly diverse cover crops 

are important contributors to having living plants living in/on the 

soil for as much of the year as possible. 

 Gabe’s livestock are also significant contributors to the 

health of the soil.  Their well managed grazing activity drives 

plants to produce more sugars which feed more soil organisms 

which multiply and provide more nutrients to plants that grow 

and convert more sugars.  That’s how nutrient cycling works. 

 With all that knowledge Gabe has totally changed how he 

thinks about soil productivity and farming practices.  The 

Brown’s now produce a wide variety of crops and livestock with-

out those costly and destructive inputs.  This has not only saved 

the farm, but has the farm thriving well enough to bring the 

next generation of Brown’s into the operation. 

Albert 

Change Driven by Necessity 
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Gabe (right) and son, Paul Brown with a sun-

Photo credit: All photos on this page are from the Brown’s website  at www.brownsranch.us 



 

 Another very interesting speaker at the Western Canada 

Conference on Soil Health was Dr. Allen R. Williams.  While we 

are in times when profit margins are quite slim in today’s com-

modity agriculture, he sees the future of agriculture full of oppor-

tunities.   

 Dr. Williams suggests that discoveries of ways to rapidly 

improve soil health and environmental health is full of opportuni-

ties.  Improved water quality, lower input costs, improved live-

stock performance are some of the benefits that can be realized 

when using systems that rapidly improve soil health. 

 Dr. Williams said he used to think of livestock genetics as 

the first priority, grass as the second and soil as the third priority.  

Over the years he’s come to realize he had it backwards.  The soil 

is now his first priority and soil health is the foundation of all 

health and success on the farm. 

 Here are some of the things I learned and/or had confirmed 

by Dr. Williams about soil health and grazing of livestock.  The 

good Dr. showed us many research based examples of soil health 

improvements as a result of using what he calls “Adaptive High 

Stock Density (AHSD) grazing practices. 

 His first example came from his own farm.  He showed us 

that he was able to increase soil organic matter from less than 

1.6% to over 5.0% in five grazing seasons.  He also showed that 

the soil microbial population increased by 400% to almost 700% 

over those five years. 

 Increasing biological diversity is a big part of this success.  

To have a high diversity of microbes you must have a high diver-

sity of plant species in the pasture.  Dr. Williams has seen im-

proved plant health, plant growth, plant nutrient density and in-

creased brix (mineral sugar) levels in pastures with highly diverse 

plant populations.  This resulted in improved animal performance 

on those pastures as well. 

 Besides his own results, Dr. Williams showed us the re-

sults of research done by several of his colleagues.  Some of these 

studies showed that adaptive high stock density grazing improved 

soil aggregate stability, water infiltration rates, water holding ca-

pacity, vegetative biomass production and plant recovery periods. 

 Other studies showed that pastures grazed using adaptive 

high stock density grazing management practices actually seques-

tered more greenhouse gases than were produced by the live-

stock.  This was not the case for continuous grazing practices. 

 The ‘adaptive’ component of adaptive high stock density 

grazing is very important.  We all know nature can throw all 

kinds of curve balls at us.  No year is the same as the 

previous year.  Then there are differences in the 

numbers and sizes of livestock grazed, and 

even changes in livestock species, or mixtures 

of livestock species. 

 So, why is adaptive high stock density grazing so impor-

tant?  Since about 40% of the earths surface and 70% of the 

world’s agricultural area is covered by grass, grazing adaptively 

at a high stock density plays a major role in cleansing water and 

air, along with the obvious benefits of increased livestock produc-

tion. 

 Did you know that 90% of the bulk mass of grass plants is 

under the soil’s surface?  Those huge root systems play an impor-

tant part in soil and environmental health by supporting healthy 

and diverse microbial populations, increasing water infiltration 

and holding capacity and preventing soil erosion. 

 The world’s grasslands evolved under grazing by ruminant 

animals.  Before man’s intervention and fences, herds of grazing 

animals were constantly on the move, seeking fresh forages and 

urged on by predators, allowing lengthy recovery periods.  Preda-

tors also kept stock density high as their ruminant prey animals 

bunched tightly as they found safety in numbers, creating the de-

sired animal impact.  Adaptive high stock density grazing man-

agement is based on these basic principles.   

 So, whether you’re primarily in forage and livestock pro-

duction, or in a mixed operation, incorporating adaptive high 

stock density grazing in your operation can have a highly signifi-

cant effect on your soil’s health and productivity and your live-

stock productivity.  If you’re into crops only, developing a work-

ing relationship with a neighboring livestock producer, or diversi-

fying into forage and livestock production just might improve the 

health and productivity of your operation in many ways. 

Albert     

Grazing for Soil Health 
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The Basics 
 There has been growing interest lately in using cover 

crops. A cover crop is defined as a crop designed to protect and 

enrich the soil. That’s nice, but it would be nice to get some re-

turn on the seed. By grazing or haying, it produces good forage 

supply. There are some other values that cover crops can de-

liver. Remediate soil compaction, capturing leached nutrients, 

increase organic matter, nitrogen fixation, weed smothering, 

salinity control, or creating cover for moisture retention. 

 Cover crops do not have a recipe. It will relate to soil 

type, seeding date, seeding technique, moisture, animal types, 

what was the last crop, what will the next crop be, and other soil 

issues that need to be addressed. They can be monocultures, 

simple mixtures of a few species, or a complex mix that includes 

many species. Actual species will depend on the goals of the 

cover crop. 

 Grass species will produce the most biomass in blends. 

They produce a fibrous root system to help with stabilizing the 

soil, and are good hosts for mycorrhizal fungi. Grasses are high 

users of nitrogen. As with other plants, as the plant matures, the 

carbon:nitrogen ratio widens out as it forms more lignin. As the 

plant matures, the residue rots slower. Green vegetative growth 

rots quickly, where straw rots slowly. 

 Grass species that are utilized include warm and cool sea-

son species. Cool season species include spring cereals, winter 

cereals, and annual ryegrass. Warm season species include mil-

let, sorghum sudan, and corn. 

 Broadleaf species produce high quality residue. Most are 

nutrient scavengers. Roots vary from species to species, ranging 

from fibrous systems to tap root. They will vary with soil modi-

fying properties with species. Some break up hard pan, acidify 

the rhizosphere, feed earthworms, smother weeds, while others 

support mycorrhizae. The group tends to have a tight car-

bon:nitrogen ratio which means they rot quickly after they die. 

Once again, as they mature or go into their reproductive phase 

of growth, lignin increases and the ratio widens, meaning they 

take longer to rot. These species require high amounts of nitro-

gen and sulphur. 

 We have more cool season options compared to warm 

season options that will grow here. Turnip, radish, forage bras-

sica, kale, forage rape, and Phacelia are cool season broadleaf, 

while sunflowers, okra, and buckwheat are warm season broad-

leaf species. 

 Legumes fix nitrogen. Nitrogen is one of the largest 

nutrient expenses for most people, so if we have a large enough 

population of legumes with the proper inoculants in a mix, we 

can fix “free” nitrogen from the air to feed our crop. Legumes 

can have various rooting types, fibrous and tap roots. Legumes 

are high users of phosphate and potassium. They form good my-

corrhizal fungi associations, which is the mechanism of how 

legumes share nitrogen with grasses. 

 

Step One: Setting Goals 

 The next challenge is to set a goal for the area to be 

seeded. Is it for rotational grazing, stockpiled grazing, green-

feed, hardpan remediation, salinity control, weed suppression, 

nutrient cycling, erosion control, or nitrogen fixation? What type 

of animal is going to utilize it? What soil type? When is it going 

to be seeded? How? These will determine what species will be 

selected.  
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3D Fencing 

Project 

FOR SALE:  Large round bales of 

wheat straw, not desiccated.  

 Located east of Olds.  

   Call David at 403-586-5050. 

First Steps of Cover Cropping  

Sorghum sudangrass, proso millet, Tillage Radish, crim-

son clover, sunflower, Phacelia mix. Seeding into soil that 

was too wet to seed in the spring (2014). Seeded field end 



 

Step two: Choosing cover crop types 
 Once goals are set for growing a cover crop, then the next 

step is to start selecting species.  Species need to match the 

goals, growth requirements, and growth period.  Ideally, a cover 

crop will create a full canopy above and below the ground. 

 Seeding date will influence species selection.  Seeding 

warm season crops into cool soil is not as productive as using 

cool species.  Seeding cool season crops into soil with high tem-

peratures, especially warm nights, is less effective than warm 

season species.  Make sure to match the maturity with the esti-

mated time of growth.  Having a species that matures too early 

may not be the best for the mix. 

 Soil moisture will also influence what species will be 

used.  Some species are more drought tolerant than others.  Lar-

ger seeded crops will require more water to germinate, so that 

may influence your decisions.  Soil moisture may even delay 

seeding until moisture is forecasted.  This will shorten the time 

of growing, but if nestled in a drought period, may save wasting 

the seed. 

 There is a fine line between waiting for the rain and miss-

ing a rain event.  Everything has to be ready to seed.  It is better 

to seed it into dry soil and have it rain, than to seed into tempo-

rally moist soil.  If it is a full season poly crop for 

grazing or hay, Mother Nature will dictate what spe-

cies will excel, next year the same blend may look 

different because of weather conditions. 

 Seeding technique may limit choices of seed 

options.  Broadcast seeding large seeded species will 

have low success rates, where deep seeding small 

seeded species will not work consistently.  Species 

like fall rye or winter triticale can successfully be 

broadcast seeded in either high rainfall areas or irri-

gation.  Likewise small seeded species can be suc-

cessfully seeded deeper than normal if accompanied 

by large seeded species.  The large seeded crops 

when coming through the soil, will loosen up the soil 

allowing the small seeded crops to fight through 

from the deeper seeding depth.  This works when the 

larger seeds outnumber the smaller seeds, and there 

is decent organic matter.  The risk will be if the soil 

crusts, the small seeded species mortality rates will 

be high. 

 If the goal is to fix nitrogen, then pulses need 

to be a large portion of the blend.  Mixing cool sea-

son with warm season species will continue to fix 

nitrogen throughout the growing season.  Make sure 

the proper inoculants are used.  Including a deep rooted broad-

leaf in the mix helps with diversity, and the roots are excellent 

scavengers of nutrients.  The deep root will bring up free nutri-

ents in the soil and deposit them the next year in the rooting 

zone as the root rots.  Incorporating some grass plants in the 

mix will help support mycorrhizal growth. 

 The end use will be another determining factor on what 

species will be used.  Grasses will produce higher tonnes of 

wider carbon:nitrogen residue.  Legumes will produce nitrogen 

for the soil and high quality biomass, and brassicas will produce 

a variety of benefits, including high 

quality biomass.  The end use will 

determine what blend is used.  Once 

the types of plants are picked, the 

next step would picking the actual 

species to be used in the blends. 

 

By Kevin Elm, P.Ag. 

Friendly Acres Seed Farms Inc. 

306-744-2332 

kevin.elmy@friendlyacres.sk.ca 

Twitter @KevinElmy 

www.friendlyacres.sk.ca 
This publication is made possible by funding from  

Alberta Agriculture & Forestry 

& Alberta Environment and Parks via the 

Agriculture Opportunities Fund (AOF). 

FOR SALE: A great tool for 

delivering supplemental pel-

lets or grain in the field.  I 

also have an electric auger 

for loading the grain feeder. 

Call John at 403-729-2416 

or 403-358-2137. 
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First Steps of Cover Cropping  

Sorghum sudan, barley, kale, forage rape, red clover, oats, Tillage 

Radish, sunflowers. 

Seeded for silage, then grazed. Seeded into barley stubble (silaged) 



 

What is Growing Forward 2? 

Growing Forward 2 is a federal-provincial-territorial partnership 

with a mandate to drive an innovative, competitive and profitable 

Canadian agriculture and agri-food sector. 

The five-year Growing Forward 2 policy framework, which came 

into effect on April 2, 2013, focuses on three priorities: innova-

tion, competitiveness and market development. 

Growing Forward 2 programs aim to help the industry position 

itself to respond to future opportunities and challenges and 

achieve its full potential as a productive and profitable sector of 

the Canadian economy. 

The priorities and programs of Growing Forward 2 reflect the 

views of producers, processors and other stakeholders, as heard 

during a two-year review of Growing Forward that included a 

significant stakeholder engagement process. 

Stakeholders consistently indicated they want Growing Forward 

2 to invest in strategic programs focused on research and innova-

tion, environmental stewardship, food safety, biosecurity, busi-

ness management, market development, traceability, livestock 

welfare, energy efficiency and water management. 

What does it mean to Albertans? 

In Alberta, Growing Forward 2 reflects an increased focus on 

three areas: research and innovation, competitiveness and market 

development and adaptability and industry capacity. These priori-

ties, advocated and endorsed by stakeholders, are essential to the 

long-term success of the industry. 

What programs are available for producers and accepting 

applications at this time? 

Business Management Skills Grant  Program: for new or es-

tablished producers, agri-processing companies and producer 

groups improve their business management skills, enhancing the 

industry's competitiveness and sustainability. 

Business Opportunities Program: for new or established pro-

ducers, agri-processing companies and producer groups enhance 

their competitiveness and growth prospects by connecting them 

with expert business advice. 

Confined feeding Operation (CFO) Stewardship: helps Al-

berta livestock operations assess their potential risk to water 

quality and implement management practices or make infrastruc-

ture improvements that positively influence water quality. 

On-Farm Energy Management: shares the cost of investments 

that improve energy efficiency on Alberta farms. This enables 

producers to conserve energy and reduce carbon emissions, ulti-

mately reducing the environmental footprint of Alberta's agricul-

ture industry. 

On-Farm Stewardship: funds projects that help livestock and 

crop producers implement on-farm management practices in five 

areas that positively impact water quality. 

On-Farm Water Management: provides technical assistance to 

agricultural producers to complete a Long-Term Water Manage-

ment Plan (LTWMP), and shares the cost of related enhance-

ments of their on-farm water supply management. To be eligible 

for funding, projects must be identified in a LTWMP approved 

by an AF Water Specialist prior to starting the project. 

Traceability Pilot: helps producers, agribusinesses and non-

profit organizations evaluate and recommend ideal traceability 

technologies that are practical and cost effective. 

Traceability Technology Adoption: helps producers implement 

traceability technologies in their operations. The adoption of 

practical, cost effective traceability technologies will enhance the 

integrity of Alberta's traceability system for animal health, public 

health and food safety purposes. 

For more information go to:  growingforward.alberta.ca 

Or call: 310-farm (3276) 

Toll Free: 1-855-845-4166 

GWFA 

Silver 

Sponsor 

Growing Forward 2 for You 

11 



 

12 



 

Check out what’s in the news on 

foragebeef.ca!  

General Inquiries: 

Alberta Agriculture & Rural Development  

Toll free help line: 310-FARM (3276) 

or Email: Info@Albertaefp.com 
 

For more information contact the ARECA office: 

Phone: 780-612-9712  

or Email: faye@areca.ab.ca 
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 Alberta Environmental Farm Plan (Alberta EFP) is mak-

ing changes to better align the program with international sus-

tainable sourcing standards for environmental practices. The 

changes will streamline the process of certifying on-farm sus-

tainability practices and will better fulfill end-user require-

ments. 

 These improvements emerged from a recent comparative 

study conducted by Alberta EFP, Alberta Wheat Commission 

(AWC) and Alberta Barley. The study compared Alberta’s En-

vironmental Farm Plan (EFP) to three international sustainable 

sourcing standards including the International Sustainability 

and Carbon Certification Plus Program, the Sustainable Agri-

culture Initiative Farmer Self-Assessment and Unilever’s Sus-

tainable Agriculture Code. These three programs comprise cri-

teria related to environmental, social and economic issues, and 

were the same programs used to build the framework for the 

Alberta Crops Sustainability Certification Pilot project, the first 

phase of this study. 

 The results of this study indicate that Alberta’s Environ-

mental Farm Plan (EFP) includes most of the environmental 

criteria outlined in all three international programs, but also 

demonstrated where change would better align its EFP to meet 

criteria. 

 “Overall, our EFP does a good job of covering agro-

environmental concerns, regardless of which international stan-

dard we are compared to,” said Paul Watson, Alberta EFP Di-

rector. “There are some criteria identified in these standards 

such as habitat and species-at-risk protection that could be fur-

ther developed in Alberta’s EFP.” 

 Watson will seek guidance on next steps from Alberta’s 

EFP Stakeholder Advisory Committee, which has representa-

tion from ag industry associations and government, when they 

meet later this month. “The committee has already indicated 

that their priority will be to address the gaps found in the envi-

ronmental criteria,” says Watson. 

 Criteria included in the EFP are developed in consulta-

tion with provincial agricultural associations. The comparative 

study on sustainable sourcing standards is one of the latest ini-

tiatives to emerge from these collaborations. 

 “We were pleased to partner with Alberta EFP on this 

initiative,” said crops representative and Alberta Wheat Com-

mission government relations and policy manager Erin Gow-

riluk. “We see the importance of sustainably sourced crops 

growing in the marketplace, and making necessary program 

improvements to improve the EFP are the next steps in improv-

ing that process for farmers.” 

 As demands for sustainable sourcing grow within the 

agro-food industry, it will become increasingly important to 

demonstrate that sound environmental practices are followed. 

 The Alberta Environmental Farm Plan was developed in 

2003 and has been operated by the Agricultural Research and 

Extension Council of Alberta since 2013. Under this program, 

producers complete a voluntary self-assessment of the environ-

mental aspects of their operations; more than 8,000 producers 

have completed a plan. 

Media Contacts: 
 

Paul Watson 

Environmental Farm Plan Director, ARECA 

780-612-9712, efp@areca.ab.ca 
 

Victoria Russell 

Communications Specialist, Alberta Wheat Commission 

D. 403-219-7906 

C. 403-813-6956 

Alberta Environmental Farm Plan and Partners Complete Sustainable Sourcing Study 

http://www.albertaefp.com/index.php/news/277-alberta-environmental-farm-plan-and-partners-complete-sustainable-sourcing-study
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GWFA 

Platinum 

Sponsor! 

3D Fencing 

Project 

Sponsor! 
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