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Form 1 NOTICE OF ANNUAL MEETING 
Irrigation Districts Act Forms Regulations (Section 45(2)(b)) 
 
Take Note that the annual meeting of the Irrigators of the Western Irrigation District will be held at the Strathmore Travelodge, Strathmore, 
Alberta on the 4th day of April 2007 at 1:30 p.m. to: 

(a) Present annual reports of: 
(i) the chair on behalf of the Board, 
(ii) the manager, 
(iii) the auditor of the district, and 
(iv) the maintenance of irrigation works for the district, and, 

(b) to conduct any other business. 
James Webber 
General Manager 

 
NOTICE OF ELECTION 

Irrigation Districts Act (Section 53) 
Local Authorities Election Act (Section 35, 46) 
 

WESTERN IRRIGATION DISTRICT in the PROVINCE OF ALBERTA 
Notice is hereby given that an election will be held for the filling of the following offices: 
 

 
 
Voting will take place on the 4th day of April 2007, between the hours of 10:00 am and 8:00 pm.  The voting station will be located at Western 
Irrigation District office at 105—900 Pine Road, Strathmore, Alberta. 
James Webber 
Returning Officer 
 

Voter Information for Poll 
Irrigation Districts Act, Section 56: 
 
(2) A person is eligible to vote at an election of the district only if that person is 

a) an irrigator recorded on the most recent assessment roll of the district as an irrigator of that district, or 
b) appointed under a written authorization as an agent for a body corporate that is an irrigator of the district to vote on behalf of the 

body corporate. 
(3) An irrigator may cast only one vote at an election. 
(4) Notwithstanding subsection (3), an irrigator may also cast a vote on behalf of a body corporate if that irrigator is appointed as an agent 

for the body corporate in accordance with subsection (2)(b). 
(5) Where more than one irrigator is the owner of one or more parcels, the number of irrigators who may vote may not exceed the number of 

parcels. 
(6) An irrigator may vote in any voting subdivision of the district or electoral division, as the case may be, if 

(a) the irrigator’s name appears on the list of electors for the district or electoral division, or 
(b) the irrigator makes a statement in the form prescribed in the regulations in the presence of an officer at the voting station that the 

irrigator is eligible to vote as an elector in the district or electoral division. 
 
An Irrigator: 
Section (1)(x):    “irrigator” means an owner of a parcel with irrigation acres. 
 
Section 57(3): 
“an irrigator must vote in the electoral division in which that irrigator has irrigation acres, or if that irrigator has irrigation acres in more than 
one electoral division, the division in which the irrigator has the largest number of irrigation acres.” 
 
Note: 
In the event that there is only one nomination for an electoral division, the nominee becomes elected by acclamation and balloting becomes 
unnecessary. 
 
Irrigators who are not sure which division applies to their lands, may check the listing of polling divisions contained in this announcement, or 
may contact the office of the Western Irrigation District. 

Office(s) Number of Vacancies Division Number 

Director 1 1 

Director 1 4 
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CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 
 
2006 was another strong financial year. The WID capitalized on opportunities that presented themselves. The 
surplus created has shown that. It may be a difficult task to match that value in coming years, but if and when 
shown the opportunity, this organization will take advantage. Such flexibility does mean some compromises.  
Diverting machine hours to create revenue can reduce our time spent on maintenance. Getting the right balance 
between revenue creation and service is very important, even though all revenues go back into the operation, 
and better prepare us for future challenges. 
 
The District benefited this year from additional Provincial Funding to the value of $2M. The Board and staff thank 
the province for these 100% rehabilitation “catch up” funds, allowing us to continue our accelerated work        
program. The WID is behind the rest of the irrigation industry and this is a big help in closing the gap. Canal   
upgrades are the way to achieve water conservation goals. Additional provincial funding allowed the District to            
concentrate on the smaller distribution systems, while the regular provincial funds were used out on the main 
canal lengths. Every little bit helps, but with $130 million still needed to complete the system, it will take time to 
reach all the corners of our District. 
 
The WID Board began a series of talks, negotiations and litigation with the Alberta Government regarding the 
WID water license. The issue relates to whether the WID’s historical federal license of 1921 still exists with its 
priority of 1904. Last year’s optimism that a negotiated solution was imminent was misplaced. After waiting more 
than 13 months for ratification by the provincial government, the District regrettably had to reactivate the court 
action. This is not our preferred way of doing business. As WID’s water license is its most important asset, this 
matter must be resolved. 
 
The licence issue was front and center in a renewed activity in November. The Board reactivated the Advisory 
Committee to help evaluate the WID’s long term plans. Five WID waterusers were invited to a Board Retreat to 
discuss the long term goals. The Board enjoyed the opportunity to hear another set of viewpoints. The WID is so 
much more than agriculture, and it is important to get the balance right on all the issues. 
 
I would like to close with thanks to the Directors and Staff for an excellent job continuing the improvements to the 
WID and helping to secure our future. 
 

Submitted on behalf of the Board of Directors, 
 
Henry Colpoys 
Chairman 
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MISSION STATEMENT  
To provide a reliable delivery system to water users in an efficient manner. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS: 
 
From Left to Right 

 Director: Dale Dahm   Vice Chairman:  Barrie Clayton  Chairman: Henry Colpoys  

   Director: Dale Dolphin  Director:  Wayne Risdon   
  

Electoral Divisions of the Western Irrigation District 
 

Division 1 – Dale Dolphin – Term expires 2007 
Townships 21, 22, 23 and 24 in Ranges 20, 21 and 22 
 
Division 2 – Henry Colpoys – Term expires 2008 
Townships 22, 23 and 24 in Ranges 23 and 24 and Township 24 in Range 25 
 
Division 3 – Wayne Risdon – Term expires 2009 
Townships 21, 22 and 23 in Ranges 25, 26, 27 and 28 and Township 23 in Range 29 
 
Division 4 – Barrie Clayton – Term expires 2007 
Township 24 in Ranges 26, 27, and 28 and Townships 25, 26 and 27 in Ranges 25, 
26, 27 and 28 
 
Division 5 – Dale Dahm – Term expires 2008 
Townships 25, 26 and 27 in Ranges 21, 22, 23 and 24 
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GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT  
 
The WID’s irrigation system was designed for a rural area, and not for urbanized catchments. This we have 
strongly brought to the public’s attention in the last 2 years. We can accommodate some stormwater, but the 
WID is close to saturation. The development industry is becoming aware of the restrictions they may face 
when operating inside the WID. To protect our downstream agricultural users will require vigilance as to new 
developments that have the potential to negatively impact the water quality. The WID is unique in this 
requirement compared to other irrigation districts in southern Alberta. 
 
2006 was another wet year, where rainfall events reduced the farm demand, and the canals were operated at 
minimum flow. The high rainfall events and low canal flow reduced the canal’s ability to absorb the wastewater 
effluent released from the Town of Strathmore. This temporary arrangement was  for the convenience of 
Strathmore and Alberta Environment to provide them time to build a modern pipeline system to the Bow River.  
When built, a permit problem prevented the new works from being used, so the WID canal access was 
provided for one final year. At the end of 2006 the matter has yet to be resolved between the Town and 
Alberta Environment, but it will be no longer an issue for the WID. 
 
Development pressure in a hot real estate market created problems for the WID works and associated lands. 
In Chestermere the District was taken to court to remove a restrictive caveat on lands linked with Chestermere 
Dam. While the lower court found in favour of the WID’s caveat, upon appeal the matter appeared to reverse. 
To avoid higher expense, a court mediated settlement was found to satisfy both parties. In this real estate 
market any lands in close proximity to an urban center take on a new intensity involving much staff time and 
legal costs to secure the WID’s continuing interest. 
 
In 2006 the Provincial Government took the step not to accept new Water License applications for the Bow 
River. There were sufficient existing applications on file to more than take up the remaining surplus of the Bow 
River. As potential developments faced the new reality, it raised more questions than answers. The District 
has been approached to support new water issues, but the rules of the Water Act and Irrigation Districts Act 
put limits on how the District can respond. Over the coming year there will likely be much debate on this 
subject. This District is willing to put its expertise to the challenge of flexible water management to support a 
wider customer base. There will always be opportunity if one cares to look for it. 
 
In closing, I would like to thank the Board of Directors for their continuing support in this 2006 year. Thanks to 
the provincial government for their continuing support and financial programs, and to our suppliers, 
consultants and contractors for their high level of service. A special thanks to all the WID staff for the time and 
effort that has made this year a special success. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Jim Webber 
General Manager 
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CHESTERMERE LAND OFFICE 
 

“In July 2004, the District opened a small office in  
Chestermere. The primary objectives for the office were to 
determine the extent and size of encroachment by each lake-
front property owner, to communicate and deliver on the 
Board’s commitment to the adage of “use what you own or 
own what you use”, and be available to meet with individual 
lakefront property owners. The Board’s objectives are targeted 
for completion within 3 years” (Source –Western Irrigation 
District’s 2004 Annual Report) 
 
With the end of that 3-year term approaching, a summary of 
the lengthy process that the Chestermere Land Office and the 
WID’s Board have been involved in during that time with lake-
front property owners, mostly through the Chestermere    
Lakefront Owners Association (“CLOA”), follows. 
 
At CLOA’s annual general meeting in September 2004, the WID 
gave a presentation that informed lakefront property owners that the WID would sell or lease its land to adjacent property 
owners if they wished to do so.  The following month, the WID sent letters to lakefront property owners, estimating the size of 
their encroachment on WID-owned land to water’s edge and confirming the selling price. 
 
In January 2005, the first of what was to become many meetings was held between CLOA’s representatives and the WID’s 
Board.  In order to consider issues that were raised by lakefront property owners and to discuss acceptable solutions, the 
October 2004 offer was withdrawn by the WID. 
 
After numerous meetings where all substantive issues other than the selling price were resolved, and there being no hope for 
resolution to an acceptable value of the offered lands by both CLOA and the WID, an Offer to Sell was sent to adjacent   
lakefront property owners in late-December 2005, at a selling price that was determined by the WID’s Board. 
 
However, without achieving the number of accepted Offers that would obligate the WID to proceed with the sale of its lands, 
the WID’s Board decided to give CLOA further time to come up with alternative proposals to determine a value for the WID’s 
offered lands that the WID’s Board could accept in order to achieve the required number of accepted offers. 

 
CLOA provided the WID with their first written proposal setting the value of WID’s offered lands in early-March 2006, and 
CLOA’s last presentation to the WID’s Board was made in late-June.  Despite alternate proposals being presented to CLOA 
by the WID throughout this period, discussions did not result in agreement on the issue of “value” between CLOA and the 
WID. 
 
In August, the WID advised CLOA that the WID’s Board saw no resolution to the impasse on “value” and, accordingly, that 
the WID would be communicating with the adjacent property owners by letter in mid-September.  At that time, the WID ad-
vised 371 lakefront property owners that discussions with CLOA did not result in an agreement between CLOA and the WID; 
that lakefront property owners’ fixtures and chattels must be removed from WID-owned lands on or before January 31, 2007 
(or such later date as provided for in an encroachment agreement if one existed); and that, if the lakefront property owners 
wished to avoid the cost and inconvenience of removing their fixtures and chattels from WID-owned lands, the WID would 
sell WID-owned lands at the same price as was previously communicated in December 2005 if the lakefront property owners 
advised the WID, in writing by or before October 31, 2006, that they wished to purchase. 
 
The WID’s legal counsel has, by letters in late-November and late-December, confirmed the WID’s earlier advice to lakefront 
property owners who have not agreed to purchase WID-owned lands that fixtures and chattels must be removed from     
WID-owned lands on or before January 31, 2007, failing which lakefront property owners would be in trespass, to be dealt 
with under the Petty Trespass Act. 
 
It is or certainly should  be abundantly clear to those affected property owners that the WID’s Board remains committed to 
bringing closure to encroachment on its lands by lakefront property owners adjacent to Chestermere Lake. 
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Operations & Maintenance Activities 

 
 

Canal Road Crossing Replacement 

 
This project SW of Rockyford saw the WID join forces once 
again with the Wheatland County to install a new bridge size 
road crossing culvert in the Glenrose canal. The new 35m long, 
1600mm diameter csp replaced the shorter, failing structure. 
Located just upstream of the high-demand water pipeline, the 
increased capacity of the new pipe enabled greater flow and 
added length permits potential road widening in the future. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Efficiency Dugout 
 

In 2006 the District implemented an efficiency grant policy 
for the construction of small dugouts in an effort to avoid 
demands for a constant stream of water throughout the 
season. Locations are chosen through a simple application 
process and evaluated based on estimated project costs, 
anticipated water savings and other potential benefits for 
both the District and the wateruser. 
 
An initial cost shared project was selected along a lateral 
ditch near Gleichen. 
 
The new dugout and associated infrastructure was 
designed to satisfy current yard and garden needs as well 
as provide storage for future irrigation pumping 
requirements. For more information or to apply for an 
efficiency grant contact your Water District Supervisor. 
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Vegetation Management Program 
 
 
There are a variety of methods available when attempting to 
control unwanted vegetation along over 1000 kms of canal, 
both in the water and out. In addition to conventional chemical 
spraying and mowing, the District uses old fashioned manual 
slashing and/or handpicking crews in locations where 
equipment or chemical cannot be used. 
 
For submersed aquatics, an underwater-injected chemical 
called “Magnacide H” is used to deprive weeds of oxygen, 
thereby causing them to disintegrate over a short period of 
time and open up the waterways for increased flow to 
downstream users. 
 

The District also operates 2 excavator-mounted weed cutters that can be 
seen patrolling the ditchbanks during the summer months. 
 
WID continues to work with the MD of Rockyview, Wheatland County and 
the Town of Strathmore to share information and ideas of new products 
and strategies in the world of vegetation management in our area. 

 
 
 NOTICE 

As in previous years, the Western Irrigation District is permitted to implement a herbicide spray program, under specific conditions, in or 
within 30 horizontal metres of irrigation canals, laterals and drains owned by the District to attempt to control: 

• Broadleaf weeds and brush. 
• Aquatic & semi-aquatic vegetation. 
• Noxious weeds. 

 

In accordance with the Environmental Protection & Enhancement Act, application was made by the District and approval received to  
proceed with this annual program to apply herbicides. 

 

Persons having specific concerns are encouraged to contact: 
Erwin Braun R.E.T.,R.P.T. (Eng) Manager, Operations & Maintenance 

934-3542, ext. 230  

Ditch Cleaning 33 km 

Bank Leveling 18 km 

Tree Clearing 13 km 

Canal Fencing 3 km 

Delivery Installations 12 units 

Drop/Check Installations 9 units 

Canal Crossing Installations       8 units 

Pipelines  0 units 

Weed/Brush control - Cattail Cutting      175 km 

Weed/Brush control - Chemical Spraying 250 km 

Weed/Brush control - Bank Mowing 260 km 

2006 MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY SUMMARY  

1997 Mack Tandem Tractor with Lowbed & Jeep 

2002 Mack Tandem Gravel Truck with Pup 

2003 Sterling Tandem Gravel Truck with Pup 

2005 John Deere 230CLC Excavator - Leased 

2006 Komatsu PC160-LC7 Excavator 

2006 Komatsu 220-LC7 Excavator 

2002 Komatsu D61PX-12 Dozer 

1990 John Deere 970 Tractor 

1994 John Deere 410 Backhoe 

1996 John Deere 544 Loader 

2002 Tandem Tip Trailer 

2006 DISTRICT EQUIPMENT FLEET  
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Mastering the Delivery of  Water 
 
The Western Irrigation District’s yearly diversion from the Bow River for 2006 totaled 73,000 acre/feet of water compared 
to 120,000 acre/feet in 2005 and 114,000 acre/feet in 2004. 
 

Overall water demand for crop requirements was down due to the duration and timing of the natural rainfalls, which 
brought canal flows and associated water levels lower than what has been considered “normal” in previous years. 
 

These lower levels gave the District an opportunity for analysis of the overall delivery system as well as for water users to 
see the future of water delivery and identify needs for water storage for their crops or livestock. If you noticed or 
perceived a delivery issue during these low flow times please contact your area supervisor or the water master at the 
number listed and we can review your situation. As a part of good water stewardship, continuous streams of water need 
to “dry up” and more effective methods of use and conservation adopted. Financial assistance may be available through 
the District to construct a dugout for your supply needs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Langdon Reservoir was one location where SCADA control was 
installed in 2006. 
 
 

A new system called SCADA (Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition) was initiated within the WID in 2006. It makes 
use of various electronic tools to measure, record and transmit real time flow, level and consumption values at key 
locations on a reservoir, canal or pipeline. The SCADA system will be expanded as rehabilitation takes place and will 
enable supervisors to manage their areas using up to the minute information that will allow for better time management 
and more accurate adjustments. 

 
 

Did you know that according to Alberta Agriculture, seasonal water use for crops in Southern Alberta is: 

Alfalfa 680mm with the days of highest moisture use being June 11th – July 31st 

Barley 430mm with the days of highest moisture use being June 21st- July 20th 

Canola 480mm with the highest moisture use from July 1st – July 31st 

Peas 400mm with highest moisture use from July 1st – July 31st 

Wheat 480mm using the most moisture from June 21st – July 21st 

(Excerpt from Alberta Agriculture Irrigation Management Fieldbook by Vincent Ellert – November 1999) 

Brian Sander 325-0493 

 Water District Supervisors  

Chestermere  
Dwight Gittel 899-4638 

Carseland 
Don Brownlee 899-4641 

Strathmore 
Jeff Maude 325-4601 

Rockyford 
Wes Sproule 325-4640 

Crowfoot 
Antoine Mortreuil 325-4639 

Gleichen/Cluny 
Pat Smith 325-4642 

Water Master  
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Water Usage 
 

The following chart shows the accumulative water diverted into the District for the last five irrigation seasons. 
 

Water Analysis 
 

The following chart shows the Stormwater additions in 2006 at Chestermere Lake. (Values are in cubic 
feet per second) 
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Irrigation Rehabilitation Program (IRP) 
 
The Irrigation Rehabilitation Program (IRP) continued as a major source of funding for rehabilitation work within the 
District this year.  The Program is funded 75% by the provincial government with the remaining 25% contributed by 
the District. In 2006 the District received an additional $2,000,000 from the Provincial Government which was 100% 
funding. The total funds contributed this year for rehabilitation work approved by Irrigation Council was: 
 

� Provincial government  (75%) $1,932,932 
� Provincial government  (100%) $2,086,385 
� District  (25%) $   644,311 
� TOTAL  (100%) $4,663,628 

 
In addition to the above funds contributed this year, the District’s IRP account includes additional funds carried over 
from previous years. 
 
2006 IRP Project Summary 
 
1. IRP 1848– Sub lateral Rehabilitation 
 

The old earthen channel had many operational problems such 
as severe erosion, inadequate capacity, poor structures, 
seepage and access issues. The rehabilitation work involved 
eliminating the open ditch by installing 9,000 metres of PVC 
pipeline. The District was able to close 10,000 metres of ditch. 
Landowners transferred irrigation acres to utilize this project. 
The District started construction on this project in the fall of 
2006. Final clean up will occur in the Spring of 2007. MPE 
Engineering designed this project. 
 

• Located 20 km east of Strathmore 
• Estimated Project Cost = $1,400,000 
• Total Project Cost to Date = $1,181,000 
 

2. IRP 2016 Lateral 81 Drop Structure Replacements 
 

This project was designed in 2004 with the design of the drop structure on A Canal near E Ditch (Gleichen/Cluny 
block). This structure was tendered in 2005 and Robin Hansen Construction was the successful bidder. Construction 
started in the fall of 2005 and was completed in 2006 for the 2006 water season. The new structure is a cast in place 
concrete structure designed by MPE Engineering. 
 

� Located 6 km north 5 km west of Gleichen 
� Estimated Project Cost = $337,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $351,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
3. IRP 2017 Lateral 81 Drop Structure Replacements 
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Due to the poor condition of the existing structure, the Board has given approval for the replacement of this structure. 
This structure was tendered in 2005 and Robin Hansen Construction was the successful bidder. Construction started 
in the fall of 2005 and was completed in Spring 2006 for the 2006 water season. The new structure is a cast in place 
concrete structure designed by MPE Engineering. 
 

� Located 5 km north of Gleichen 
� Estimated Project Cost = $279,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $307,000 

Before After 
 

 

4. IRP 2018 Sub Lateral 81G6 Rehabilitation  
 

MPE commenced the engineering design in 2004, for a pipeline project. Landowner meetings were conducted 
early in 2005 with construction starting in Fall 2005. Completion of this project was in Spring 2006. The 
rehabilitation consisted of approximately 8 kilometres of buried PVC closed gravity pipeline. The new pipeline will 
improve the delivery operations and eliminate the seepage concerns associated with the existing canal. The 
construction of this project was done with WID labour and equipment. 
 

� Located 5 km northwest of Gleichen 
� Estimated Project Cost = $1,310,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $1,413,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5. IRP 2025 Secondary A Canal Langdon 

Reservoir to 12 Mile Spillway  
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This project is a continuation of the rehabilitation of the Secondary A Canal System. This project starts at Langdon 
Reservoir and ends at the turnout to the 12 Mile Spillway. The gates at the Langdon Reservoir were refurbished 
and electrified. The turnout structure to the 12 Mile Spillway is being replaced with a cast in place concrete 
structure. The canal design increases the canal capacity, improves accessibility, and eliminates seepage. Caliber 
Systems Ltd. was the successful bidder on this project. The design and contract administration was done by MPE 
Engineering Ltd. WID forces installed the gravel armour and turnouts. 

 
� Estimated Project Cost = $4,000,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $3,450,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6. IRP 2047 Hammerhill Spillway Inlet Structure 
 

The Hammerhill Spillway is an extremely critical element in the efficient operation of the A Canal system in the 
Cluny Block. The existing structure was very deteriorated and thus was in dire need of replacement. The 
rehabilitation involved the construction of a new spillway inlet structure. This structure is a cast in place concrete 
structure with a drop leaf gate.  This structure was designed by MPE Engineering Ltd. Charmar Enterprises from 
Coaldale was the contractor. This structure will be completed in 2007 for the 2007 water season. 

 
� Located 11 km northwest of Gleichen 
� Estimated Project Cost = $308,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $50,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7. IRP 2068 Secondary A Canal 12 Mile 
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Spillway to Highway 24 
 

This project is a continuation of the rehabilitation of the Secondary A Canal System. This project starts at the 12 
Mile Spillway and ends at Highway 24. The canal design increases the canal capacity, improves accessibility, and 
eliminates seepage. This reach of canal is in the current Seepage Control Plan. Top Notch Construction is the 
main sub contractor on this project with Richardson Bros (Olds) Ltd. being the General Contractor.  
 

MPE Engineering did the design and contract administration on this project. The WID forces installed the gravel 
armour and turnouts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
� Estimated Project 

Cost = $3,300,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $770,000 

 
 

Other 2006 Projects 
1. Eagle Lake Drain 

 

This project was funded by a Joint Stormwater Fund through an agreement between the WID and the Town of 
Strathmore. This project involved the construction of a drainage channel from the Town to Eagle Lake. This drain 
was constructed along the CPR right of way and will transfer storm water from the Town to Eagle Lake. This 
project was divided into 2 phases. Phase 1 was started in 2006 and will be completed in 2007. Phase 2 will be 
phased as budgets allow. This project was done with WID forces and designed by Due South Project 
Management Ltd. 

 
� Estimated Project Cost Phase 1 and 2 = $900,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $505,000 
 

2. McElroy Lake 
 

This project is required under a Use of Works Agreement between the WID and the Town of Chestermere. This 
project was started in 2006 and will be completed in 2007. The work involves the construction of a concrete cast in 
place control structure at the north end of McElroy Lake. This control structure will provide additional storm water 
capacity in the WID system for the Town of Chestermere. The General Contractor for this project is Charmar 
Enterprises Ltd. from Coaldale. The design and contract administration is being done by MPE Engineering Ltd. 
 

� Estimated Project Cost = $1,800,000 
� Total Project Cost to Date = $183,000 
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3. Burnco/Trendsetter Ditch 

 
This project involved the relocation of 1 km of canal in an industrial subdivision in Strathmore. The relocated canal 
was lined and armoured by WID forces. 

 
�  Project Cost = $90,000 

 
 

Seepage Control Plan  
2003-2010 

 
The Western Irrigation District has prepared a Seepage Control Plan for the Years 2003 through 2010 in accordance 
with Section 164(1) of the Irrigation Districts Act. Currently the program is ahead of schedule. 
 
The Plan addresses seepage in five areas: 

 

 

Table 1: Seepage projects up to 2010 

 
 

Dwight (Water District Supervisor for the 
Chestermere area) received recognition for 
his 30 years of service with the WID in 2006. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Fish Rescue (left to right) Dwight Gittel & Wes Sproule 

YEAR PROJECT SECTION STATUS 

2003 IRP 1934 Lateral 81 Sec. 24,25-22-22-W4 Completed 

2004 IRP 1890 Lateral 84T2 Sec. 12-26-24-W4 & Sec. 7-26-23-W4 Completed 

2005 IRP 2003 Lateral 81J7 Sec. 7-22-21-W4 & Sec.12,13,24-22-22-W4  Completed 

2006 IRP 2018 Lateral 81G6 Sec. 26,27,34,35-22-23-W4 Completed 

2007 IRP 1848 Lateral 82K15 Sec. 4,10-24-23-W4  

2009 Secondary A Canal Highway 24 to Lateral 81C4 Sec. N 1/2 22-22-26-W4  

2008 IRP 2068 Secondary A Canal 12 Mile to Highway 24 Sec. 16,20,21,-22-26-W4  

2010 Secondary A Canal Lateral 81C4 to Highway 22 Sec. 26, 27-22-26-W4  
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Crop Type Irrigated 

Acres 

Non Irrigated Acres Total Acres 

Alfalfa Hay 15,938 14,538 30,476 

Barley 5,996 10,158 16,154 

Barley Silage 6,740 1,991 8,731 

Canola 3,766 2,751 6,517 

Corn Silage 257 121 378 

Dry Peas 130 250 380 

Grass Hay 873 639 1,512 

Grass Seed –– 264 264 

Green Feed 271 364 635 

Market Gardens 85 115 200 

Nursery 971 544 1,515 

Oats –– 241 241 

Oat Silage 328 –– 328 

Pasture 4,020 12,831 16,851 

Potato 100 340 440 

Small Fruit 103 50 153 

Turf Sod 733 688 1,421 

Wheat 2,825 8,050 10,875 

    

Totals 43,136 53,935 97,071 

 
 

 
 

2006 CROP DATA SUMMARY 

 

. 
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Name Legal Description  Action 

M & R Damen Farms SW 18-25-23 W4 Add 

M & R Damen Farms NW 18-25-23 W4 Add 

M & R Damen Farms NW 32-24-24 W4 Add 

Donegan, Brian NW 9-24-24 W4 Remove 

Foothills Nursery Ltd. SW 7-23-27 W4 Add 

Heuver H. & J. SW 33-23-28 W4 Add 

Karg, Alice NW 19-23-27 W4 Remove 

Gutfriend, Teresa & Daryl NE 6-22-21 W4 Add 

PARCELS ADDED TO/REMOVED FROM 
 

WESTERN IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
 

FISCAL 2006 
 

Vanderkley, Karel SW 14-24-23 W4 Remove 

Tschetter Colony NW 19-27-25 W4 Add 

Tschetter Colony SW 1-27-25 W4 Remove 

Dunsbergen, Barend & Irene NW 16-22-26 W4 Add 

Scheer, Nancy Ann NE 10-24-23 W4 Remove 

Vergouwen, Lisbeth Elaine NE 9-24-23 W4 Add 

Scheer, John & Dorothy Ann E ½ 19-23-23 W4 Remove 

Bablake Ltd. SW 21-22-26 W4 Add 
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  Minutes of the Annual Meeting of the Water Users of the  
  Western Irrigation District held in Strathmore, Alberta  
  Thursday, April 6, 2006 
 
PRESENT: DIRECTORS: 
 Henry Colpoys 
 Barrie Clayton 
 Dale Dolphin 
 Wayne Risdon 

Dale Dahm 
 

 

  STAFF: 
  Jim Webber, General Manager 
  Erwin Braun, Manager of Operations & Maintenance  
  Lucie Montford, Administration Manager 
  Kim Premack, Assessment Administrator & Recording Secretary 
   
 
 AUDITORS: Karen Gregory and Nancy Ferguson, Gregory, Harriman & Associates Professional Accountants. 
 
CALL TO ORDER &  Henry Colpoys called the meeting to order at 1:40 pm and welcomed everyone to the Fiscal 2005 
INTRODUCTIONS Annual Meeting. He introduced the Board Members present.  Jim Webber, General Manager  

introduced staff present, as well as other guests including representatives from Alberta Agriculture,  
Alberta Environment, Irrigation Council, Ducks Unlimited, consulting firms and other affiliated agencies. 
Approximately 20 water users were in attendance.  

 
ANNOUNCEMENTS Election Division 3 by acclamation. The Board recognized the return of Wayne Risdon as Director for 

Division 3. 
 
MEETING CHAIRMAN Henry Colpoys called for nominations for Chairman of the meeting.  
 

  MOVED by Dale Dolphin THAT Vern Hoff be appointed Chairman, SECONDED by Henry Colpoys. 
  CARRIED 
 
   
RECORDING Jim Webber nominated Kim Premack.  No other nominations being received, Vern Hoff declared Kim 
SECRETARY Premack the Recording Secretary. 
 
ADOPTION OF AGENDA Vern Hoff asked the audience to review the proposed agenda.  
 

  MOVED by Dave Kenney, THAT the agenda be adopted as presented.  
   CARRIED 
 
ADOPTION OF MINUTES Vern Hoff requested that the audience review the Minutes from April 7, 2005 Annual Meeting.  
APRIL 7, 2005 ANNUAL MEETING   
   
 
  MOVED by Dave Nelson THAT the Minutes of the April 7, 2005 Annual Meeting be adopted as 
 presented. 
   CARRIED 
 
CHAIRMAN’S REPORT Henry Colpoys presented the Chairman’s Report, 2005, highlighting the year’s activities. These included 

the continued financial strength despite the increasing operating costs. As a result of increased revenues, 
WID water rates can remain unchanged.  Mr. Colpoys mentioned the retreat of the Board and  

 management in the fall where future rehabilitation was discussed. Mr. Colpoys then outlined the federal 
Water Licence settlement achieved by the negotiating committee, and how it was placed into the hands of 
the provincial government for final approval. Significant investment earnings have been separated to  

 various accounts, reinvested, and absorbed by the Capital and Operating Reserve to enhance the  
 rehabilitation process. Mr. Colpoys then stated the biggest challenge of year, being the Chestermere 

Lakeshore encroachment issue and how the WID has offered adjoining lot owners discounted terms for 
purchasing the lands used. The WID being courteous and professional has provided considerable time  
and resources to address individual situations. Mr. Colpoys then thanked the Directors and staff for an  

 excellent job continuing the improvements to the WID. 
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 Vern Hoff asked if there were any questions or comments. 
 

Bruce Walker and Knute Larsen required more details on the Federal Water Licence. 
 

 MOVED by Henry Colpoys THAT the Chairman’s Report be adopted as presented. 
  CARRIED 
 
AUDITOR’S REPORT Karen Gregory and Nancy Ferguson of Gregory, Harriman & Associates presented the Auditor’s report 

for fiscal 2005.  Karen Gregory referred to the new rules as of January 1, 2006 relating to the revised 
standards for the audit process which have come about as the result of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act in the 
U.S. She expressed the importance of our water sources and then turned the presentation over to 
Nancy. Nancy discussed the audit process and gave an overview. She explained that the main goal of 
an unqualified auditor’s report was to plan, evaluate and understand industry while identifying risk factors 
and assess any new professional standards.  

 

 Karen Gregory asked if there were any questions.  There being none, Dale Dolphin stood up and 
 thanked Lucie, staff, Karen and Nancy for preparation of the financials. 
 
PRESENTATION BY THE 
FINANCE COMMITTEE  
(Barrie Clayton & Dale Dolphin) Dale Dolphin began with introductions of the Auditors, Karen McMillan and the members of the Credit 

Union being Bill Crawford, Lois Wegener, Mona Vermont and Tracey Anderson-Morin. Dale then began a 
power point presentation on behalf of the finance committee. The first slide was a simplified financial 
summary of incoming funds. An explanation was given by Barrie Clayton and Dale Dolphin of each    
category displayed, along with a per acre breakdown. Expenditures were also reviewed with a per acre 
 breakdown explanation. The surplus allocation was examined with a discussion about how SCADA 
(Supervisory Control & Data Acquisition) will ultimately make better use of the water. Barrie Clayton then 
reviewed the bank balance and mentioned how far the WID has come over the years. There was then an 
explanation on how the Reserves have grown and how the accounts have been performing. Dale Dolphin 
presented the Investment types, Fixed Income (Bond) Investments, Equity (Stock) Investments and Equity 
Income-Trust Investments. Barrie mentioned increased construction costs and how the program will  
continue with the 10-year engineering plan. The discussion was concluded with the topic of urbanization 
and how the community will be involved with the demands of urbanization. 
 
Mr. Clayton asked if there were any questions. Dale Dolphin recognized the benefits of working with  
Barrie.    

 MOVED by Dale Dolphin, THAT the Auditor’s Report for Fiscal 2005 be adopted as presented. 
  CARRIED 
 
MANAGER’S REPORT Jim Webber, General Manager, reviewed the General Manager’s report for 2005, bringing attention to the 

three key elements that face the WID operation: financial health, maintaining service, and environmental 
protection of the water resource and that each is dependant upon the other. Mr. Webber made mention of 
the water licence and how the Federal License court action is critical in determining what water volume is 
licenced to the WID and what priority number it holds. He explained that there is no new water and the 
WID is confirming their rightful access to water as provided to WID by the CPR. Mr. Webber discussed 
how rapid urbanization in the Calgary region has resulted in urban clusters being approved throughout the 
upper WID system that has brought forth concern with water quality and the need to protect it. Mr. Webber 
spoke of the 2005 wet season and how the WID worked as a stormwater management system and how 
there is a need for tighter water management. However, due to the canal conditions, we cannot yet have 
the careful control desired. This is all related to irrigation acre consolidations, canal rehabilitation, new 
pipeline distribution systems, new reservoir storage sites, automated controls and the speed of application 
is dependant on the money available. The discussion was concluded with thanks to the Board of         
Director’s, provincial government, suppliers, contractors and the WID staff who’s dedication made 2005 a 
continuing success. 
 
Vern  asked if there were any questions, there being none, 

 

 MOVED by Jim Webber THAT the General Manager’s Report be adopted as presented. 
  CARRIED 



  

21 

 
MAINTENANCE REPORT Erwin Braun, Manager of Operations and Maintenance, presented the Operations report for fiscal 2005, 

and reviewed the 2005 water season as being a year of extremes. The irrigation season was reviewed 
with May being very dry. Significant rainfall started at the beginning of June, with above average rainfall 
throughout the water season. As a result, there was very low irrigation demand. The discussion  
continued on how the snowpack melts generally later in the year and how ideally, we would like to see 
the snowpack released until the middle of July. It was mentioned that communication between the 
farmer and the ditchrider makes for a more efficient system. A 2005 Maintenance Activity Summary 
chart was displayed with the activity accomplished throughout the year. The District Equipment Fleet 
was then presented with the mention of the benefits of keeping the fleet modern and new for warranty 
purposes. Mr. Braun then moved onto the Capital Works Summary. On regular rehab projects, $2.4 
million is spent annually, with WID contributing $600,000 and the province $1.8 million. The goal was to 
convert a majority of the ditches to pipelines. An upgrade of Secondary A Canal near the Langdon  
Reservoir was the project under the “New” Stormwater Fund of $5.7 million. Mr. Braun then explained 
the IRP Rehabilitation Plan. Projects in 2005 included, Secondary A Canal-Langdon Reservoir to 12 
Mile Spillway, E Ditch Pipeline, Wutzke Sub lateral, and 2 drop structures on A Canal. Plans for 2006 
include the Scheer Pipeline and the Hammerhill Spillway Inlet Check Structure. For 2007, Secondary A 
Canal—12 Mile Spillway and the Grove Ditch Pipeline. In 2008, the Secondary C Canal (Serviceberry 
Creek) is planned for rehabilitation. A map of the areas where the work will be done under the 3-year 
plan was displayed. While showing a few pictures of IRP projects, Mr. Braun spoke of the benefits of the 
pipelines. Other proposed projects included Eagle Lake Drain and McElroy Slough.   

 

Mr. Braun asked if there were any other questions.  There being none, 
 

MOVED by Erwin Braun, THAT the 2005 Operations & Maintenance Report be adopted as  
presented. 

  CARRIED 
 
 Jim Webber presented the Extra Items on the agenda. 
 
TOWN OF CHESTERMERE USE  Mr. Webber discussed how the Town of Chestermere has become a heavily developed reservoir and  
 OF WORKS AGREEMENT that the Stormwater Agreement is in default and needs to be rewritten. The Lake Management  
 Agreement was due for renewal in October 2007. Mr. Webber spoke of how in 2005 the two  
 Agreements were blended into a “Use of Works Agreement” that contains fees tagged to inflation, 

stormwater peak flow volume limits and water quality controls for 2007 and onwards. WID will create 
more stormwater storage as a service provided to the town and provide public foot access to the lake. 

 
CHESTERMERE LAKESHORE Mr. Webber discussed how the status quo, starting in 2003, was unacceptable to the WID and how the 

WID had a stranded investment providing value to lot owners, but not to the WID. Chestermere  
 Lakeshore Owners Association (CLOA) were invited to represent the lot owners and discussion started 

in 2004 and went into 2005. Mr. Webber explained that the issue was delayed due to overlap on public 
issues with the Town’s “Use of Works” agreement, when once signed, CLOA conducted local public 
meetings. Mr. Webber informed how the WID had 2 professional appraisals that show the value in   
excess of $20 million dollars and how the WID offered, for a limited time to 314 lots, the option to     
purchase to the end of the docks for $8 million dollars. CLOA did its own appraisal that came to an offer 
of $4.25 million dollars. Mr. Webber explained that there is a very large spread as only 15 lots so far 
have signed up and there is a Vendors condition of 250 lots to sign up. The process has been ongoing 
and will be resolved one way or another. Mr. Webber stated that the WID requires the land to be owned 
by those using it, or the shoreline should be cleared and returned to its natural state.  

 
FEDERAL WATER LICENCE Mr. Webber explained the history of the Federal Water Licence and how in 1921 it was allotted for 

600,00 acre-feet. In 1963, the Provincial substitution decreased the licence to 160,400 acre-feet without 
the WID signing off on the change. In 1998 the WID commenced the Court process to recover the lost 
asset. Mr. Webber explained that the WID offered to explore a court regulated negotiated solution in 
2004. A Mediator was appointed and AENV and AAFRD were at the table. In September 2005, a    
mediated settlement was reached. Mr. Webber then explained that in early 2006, the settlement was in 
the upper provincial government seeking endorsement.  He then finalized the discussion with hopes of 
making an announcement in another 2 months. 
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WATER CONSERVATION Mr. Webber pointed out the rapid changes happening with urban versus rural priorities being a political  

factor. He explained that the Alberta Water Council is addressing provincial targets of 30% savings or  
productivity gain and nobody knows what that means just yet. The WID will address its own needs. With 
only 20% of the District being rehabilitated, we have very little storage and a lot of canal work to complete.  
Mr. Webber explained that saving water losses should improve the service and the water security.  

  Rehabilitation expenditures need to increase, water storage sites need to be found, and more water  
  control points have to be built back into the system. Mr. Webber explained that SCADA with WID dollars 
  will be starting in 2006, and the Watermaster will manage better water handling and timing. He then  
  discussed how canals can be used as storage and how WID has to refine its water handling and  
  accountability. Water allocations are now practiced in some irrigation districts and the WID needs more 
  instrumentation to catch up on water efficiency. 
 
NEW POLICY DEVELOPMENT Mr. Webber discussed the ‘Operational Efficiency Dugout’, the ‘Water Storage Dugouts’ and ‘On Farm   
  Efficiency’ grants, which will assist with both operational efficiency and farm improvement. Mr. Webber then 

explained plans for an Advisory Committee that would put together campaigns of concerns before           
government. He also explained that members of the Advisory Committee would be on a 3-year term, and 
that it would be in a retreat format. 
 
Jim Webber asked if there were any further questions or comments.  
 
John Scheer commented on the snowpack being slightly less than last year. Mr. Scheer farmed in the 
area all his life and wondered what were WID’s rationing plans? 
 
Erwin Braun answered by explaining the overall water storage situation, including EID & BRID storage 
sites. Communication with the other Districts allowed the WID to temporarily divert 150 CFS from the 
BRID.  
 
Dale Dolphin commented that within sight of his place, 5 pivots couldn’t run. 
 
Vern Hoff commented on drought times and how the Districts got together and shared the water. He 
mentioned that the Districts should be awarded for spirit. 
 
Rod Vergouwen asked of the status of Town effluent and the quality of the stormwater. 
 
Jim Webber explained that the Town agreement (effluent) ended in 2005, and has not been renewed. 
The Town built a line to the Bow River, but recognizing the delay caused by a concern of the Sisika    
Nation, the WID extended the agreement to August 2006. The Strathmore Stormwater agreement is due 
for renewal in 2007. This agreement will be rewritten with the maximum stormwater released into the A 
Canal being set though science and negotiation. 
 
Patsy Cross commented that Strathmore samples stormwater at 3 locations on a monthly basis: 

• Highway 1 by Leroy’s Motel 
• Pivot fields 
• Drain near highway crossing east of the Highway 817 

She then had an overall stormwater discussion concerning Eagle Lake Drain and Chestermere Lake. 
She commented how 1996 & 1997 sampling both upstream and downstream show no real difference. 
She then discussed the idea regarding stormwater access and how most is in Eagle Lake drain, not in 
the canal. 
 
Erwin Braun expressed appreciation with the co-operation of the Irrigation Secretariat Office and Len 
Ring. 
 
Barrie Clayton commented how extremely pleased the Board is with Jim Webber as General  Manager 
and complimented staff on competence and expressed his confidence in the staff. 
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Jim Webber closed with commenting on how the WID would like to hear ideas on the efficiency grants, 
candidates for Advisory Committee and input to the way things are done. He then thanked all who  
attended and asked if there were any more questions or comments, there being none, 

 
ADJOURNMENT MOVED by John Scheer, THAT the meeting be adjourned at 3:45 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

_______________________________________ 
Chairman 

 
 

_______________________________________ 
    General Manager 
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