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BATTLE LAKE WATERSHED SYNERGY GROUP 
December 3, 2009 

 
A meeting of the Battle Lake Watershed Synergy Group was held on 
Thursday, December 3, 2009 at the Lakedell Agricultural Centre with Paul 
McLauchlin acting as Facilitator for the meeting.  
 
CALLED TO ORDER: 

• Paul called the meeting to order at 7:00pm. 
 
ATTENDANCE:  

• In attendance were 27 residents, industry representatives and 
government officials. (See attached list.)  

 
INTRODUCTIONS: 

• Introductions were done.  
 
REVIEW OF ACTION ITEMS: 
 

• #116 – Get the edited version of Noise BMP from Michael Black to 
re-circulate. ACTION ITEM #137 

• #130 – Change Battle Lake excursion and hike to be done in June 
2010 and also in the fall of 2010.  

• #134 – NEB agreed to do a Q&A presentation, possibly for January 
2010’s meeting.  Larry Goulding encouraged members to put 
together some questions that could be forwarded to NEB prior to 
the presentation.  

• On a similar note; Karl Zajes, informed the group that in Warburg, 
at the Community Hall on Dec. 8/09, there would be a presentation 
by the Pembina Institute on the Oil Sands and any issues regarding 
the Oil Sands. The NEB would be there also. They will have a 
display, answer questions and distribute handouts to landowners. 
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So, if unable to attend when the NEB addresses our group, then 
they can attend the meeting in Warburg.  

• #135 – Paul said that he would invite AB Environment to speak to 
the BLWSG regarding the New Reclamation Criteria for 2010, not 
Karl Zajes.  

 
ALBERTA ENVIRONMENT UPDATE: 
 

• DAVE HELMER   announced that MEC’s application for their license 
for the purpose of oilfield injection had been approved on Nov. 
6/09 but for a different volume than what they had originally 
applied for. Original application had been for 252m3, instead they 
were given 86m3/day.  Anyone who had put in a statement of 
concern would have been notified of the decision. The appeal 
period is 30 days from the time that they would have received 
notice of the decision. Notices would have gone out on Nov. 6th, 
should have received it by Nov. 9th (approximately).  

•  When asked “how it the volume monitored?” Dave explained that 
they are required to monitor how much they produce out of the 
water well and monitor an observation well for water levels, plus 
their production well. As well as, monitor 2 or 3 other landowner 
wells from the area. He went on to say that every cubic metre 
produced has to be recorded, it’s continuous. The water levels are 
recorded monthly. The monitoring records are sent directly to AB 
Environment. He also explained that the production well is the 
where the water comes from. And that the observation well is 
located in the same water-producing unit but located 
approximately 150m away, and it is roughly the same depth. 

•  Dave also said that MEC’s license is for 5 years. Because all 
licenses in Alberta stay with the land, if the land sells, it would 
mean that the license follows to the new owner.  
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ERCB UPDATE: 
 

• STEVE HARRINGTON revealed that Tim Belec, Michael Black, Darcy 
Allen and Rick Anderson have said that they would sit on the Pilot 
Project Review Panel. Steve said that he might also be on the panel, 
and that someone from Calgary’s office would participate as well, 
but he didn’t have their name yet. He would keep BLWSG updated. 

   
• DAVE DOZE asked if anyone from ERCB had information about the 

Bonavista fire that took approximately 5 hours to extinguish and 
where it was located. Larry said that he would look into when he 
returned to his office but confirmed that the Hazmat crew had been 
called in. Larry also said that he would send the information to 
Paul, who will forward it to the other members. 

 
• KEN JENNY   inquired about Bonavista’s attendance to BLWSG 

meetings. Paul agreed to re-invite Bonavista to attend in January 
2010. He stated that he had invited them twice already but had not 
received a response yet. He’ll call them to get confirmation. 
ACTION ITEM #138 

 
LANDOWNERS UPDATE:  
 

1. DAVE DOZE said that his only issue was the Bonavista fire. 
 
2. KEN JENNY expressed concerns with Scollard’s Down Spacing 

application at sections 24-46-2-W5 and at 30-46-2-W5 for the 
exploration of sweet gas. Section 24 is located within the 
watershed section 30 is on the edge of the watershed. 

• Doug Anderson of Scollard explained that on section 30, they want 
to extend from 1 hole per section to 3 holes, and on section 24, 
extend the 2 holes per section to 3 holes. He did say that it didn’t 
necessarily mean that they would develop it, but that was the 
purpose of the application. Ken Jenny questioned if the NE of 24 
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was within the watershed boundary or not. He believed that our 
maps it shows as a Tier 1. Doug responded that if the area did fall 
within the Battle Lake Watershed boundaries, then there are 
specific guidelines that would need to be followed. But regardless, 
Scollard plans are to drill horizontally. Therefore, the surface 
location can be outside the watershed and have less impact on the 
surface environment. Ken Jenny asked what it means if the surface 
hole located outside the boundary, but the bottom hole is within 
the boundary regarding applications.  

• Larry Goulding believed, if it’s outside of the physical geographical 
boundary area, that it would need to be handled differently, but he 
would need to confirm that. Directive 56 governs certain criteria 
within the Battle Lake Watershed area. Wells that are drilled outside 
of the boundary would follow different criteria. He also explained 
that the surface well's location determines the criteria, not the 
bottom hole's location. Larry will confirm and inform the group. 

 
3. BOB WHITESIDE wanted to discuss how to make the area friendly for 

the oil and gas industry and for people. He went on to say that 
currently the Alberta government is promoting this area as a tourist 
destination, and encouraging more people to move into the area.  
However, the ERCB is promoting more oil wells in the area. So how 
do you blend the two elements? For example, a sour gas well can 
be 100m from someone’s house. However, the guidelines state that 
workers can only be at a sour gas well for a maximum of 8 hours 
and then be out of the area for 16 hours. However, residents that 
live near a sour gas well can be exposed up to 24 hours per day. 
Also, workers must have H2S Training just to go through a sour 
gas facility. As well as, they are given monitors, special equipment, 
and a breathing apparatus while at that facility. But if residents 
needed to go near a sour gas facility they wouldn’t have any of the 
protection that workers are given.  Residents are not protected. A 
plan should be put in place to address these issues.    
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• Paul suggested looking at the “Land-Use Framework”, which is a 
provincial process that addresses the multiple uses of land and 
how they all interact with each other. 

•  Dave Helmer commented that they look at it on a provincial scale. 
And that it would be more likely that a sub-regional plan would be 
set for the Battle Lake area. He explained the way that they affect 
good land-use decision-making is: the outcomes for a region are 
identified and set. And from those outcomes for that region, 
policies, thresholds and objectives fall out of those things. The 
same holds true for sub-regions. The outcomes are identified by 
The Regional Advisory Committee. There are committees on the 
Lower Athabasca Regional Plan, and the South Saskatchewan 
Regional Plan. These 2 are under way; the other 5 basins have not 
been decided yet. The Land-Use Secretariat decides which regional 
plan to work on next. 

• When the outcomes are identified, and the regional plan is put 
together, then it goes to the Alberta Government Cabinet for 
approval. The effect makes it equivalent to a regulation. So 
whatever the Land-Use Framework requires, it has requirements of 
Government below it. After that, all decisions have to be consistent 
with the regional plan that was approved for that area. That means 
that if there have been outcomes on how oil and gas development 
is done on the landscape, then all decisions within the region, the 
sub-region and the local scale have to be consistent with that 
outcome.  Dave expects that The South Saskatchewan and Lower 
Athabasca Regional Plans should be in place in about 1 year (they 
had been started 1 year ago). Typically, each regional plan could 
take about 2-3 years from beginning to end. Dave also said that 
the plans can include social and economic outcomes, as well as, 
environmental outcomes.  However, if there is no policy regarding a 
specific outcome, then the decision-makers are left to use their 
own discretion.   

• When Bob commented, that workers are covered by Occupational 
Health and Safety, and but there didn’t seem to be anything in 
place to protect residents from sour gas facilities. Dave said that he 
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didn’t believe that “The Land-Use Framework” would address those 
issues, but suggested that it might fall under Occupational Health 
and Safety.  

• Paul suggested that perhaps someone from “The Land-Use 
Framework” should come to speak to the BLWSG; that it should a 
future agenda item.  As well as, invite the Battle River Planning 
Commission because they do similar work on a local scale.  

 
4. BOB WHITESIDE stated that he felt that it would be nice to see the 

BMP’s going forward after all the work that has been done with 
them so far. Paul said that he thought the biggest task for the 
BLWSG in the New Year would be to get them all completed. Then 
bring them back to re-circulate them and then adopt them. After 
that, they would dictate the way the Battle Lake area operated.  He 
also noted that all that only “Weeds” and “Landowner Liability” were 
left. And they would get looked at in January.   

 
5. NANCY WATSON announced that on January 12, 2010, the County 

of Wetaskiwin would hold an Open House regarding their “Land-
Use Framework” plans at the Lakedell Ag. Centre at 7pm. 

 
6. MIKE TODOROW stated that he was still waiting to hear a response 

from the Environmental Dept. at Baytex on how they plan to honour 
their contract with Mike regarding the water contamination issue. 
He’ll keep BLWSG posted. 

 
7. KARL ZAJES wanted to warn any landowners and workers in the 

area. He knew of a serious contamination issue further east of the 
Battle Lake area. He said that some of the neighbouring quarter 
sections had sold at up to $2million dollars. But the owners of the 
contaminated land couldn’t sell theirs. About 5 years ago, 33 acres 
of land fenced off (they have piles of dirt left there and nothing has 
been done). The owners would like to do something about it, but 
the company’s not doing too much and so they met with the 
company 2 days ago to get it resolved. And the company will look 
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at it; they may even buy it, or attempt to buy. But they won’t be 
paying the dollar amounts that the other parcels have sold for. 
They had fenced it off, because the owners had livestock pastures. 
Beyond those 33 acres, there was another site that had 
contaminated the pasture land. So then they couldn’t keep cattle 
on it, either. The owners are in their 80’s and the company seems 
to be stalling. The owners can’t do what they want with their land, 
but they also can’t sell their land. Karl wanted to stress to 
landowners how very important it is to make sure that they are 
protected prior to signing any contracts. He said that the current 
regulations don’t protect the landowners enough.  He believed that 
some of the contamination at the aforementioned site was salt 
water and hydrocarbons. At another contaminated site, (also 
outside of the Battle Lake area) he said, it had taken 40 years and 
cost $10 million dollars and yet the site still wasn’t cleaned up.  

• Bob concurred with Karl about landowners needing to be protected. 
He reported that there had been 5 failed applications for a sour gas 
well on the property next door to him already. But he’s concerned 
what will happen to his property values if it’s eventually approved.   

  
COFFEE BREAK:  

• Paul called for a coffee break at 7:50pm. 
• Meeting reconvened at 7:58pm. 

 
INDUSTRY UPDATES: 
 
 Advantage: 

• Monte Hurt stated that they didn’t have any new 
developments. 

 
 Baytex:  

• Shane Koss explained that the holding application that 
they’ve been working on may have another change to it. But 
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said that after it’s completed and the application re-issued, if 
it was necessary, they would re-issue letters to residents.  

 
 

Trilogy:  
• They are still waiting for the decision, but expect one about 

mid- December, 2009. 
 
PennWest:  

• They had nothing new to report. 
 
 Scollard:   

• Doug Anderson informed about a pump change on 16-24-
46-2. He said that they expected to start next week and it 
would take 2 days to complete.  

• Also, that they were still waiting on the holding application. 
 
 MEC Operating Co.:  

• They started up the water source well on Nov. 27/09. 
 
BMP’S:  

• The group decided to wait until January’s meeting to discuss 
Weeds BMP and Landowner Liability BMP because there was a 
storm coming and because some of the landowners weren’t 
present tonight.  

 
MISCELLANEOUS:   

• KEN JENNY asked for information from industry on “drilling 
mud”. ERCB said that they could share some info on the 
regulations regarding “drilling mud”.  But suggested that 
someone from industry could also talk about it from a 
technical point of view. ERCB presentation on the process 
tied to “drilling mud”. ACTION ITEM #139.  As well as, ask 
industry to go back and invite someone from one of their 
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environmental companies to come and speak about “drilling 
mud” in the future.  

 
MEETING ADJOURNED:  

• Paul adjourned the meeting at 8:05pm.  
 
NEXT MEETING IS THURSDAY, JANUARY 14, 2010. 
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ATTENDANCE LIST 
December 3, 2009 

 
INDIVIDUAL REPRESENTING 

Monte Hurt Advantage 
David Helmer AB Environment 
Terry Kreese Baytex 
Shane Koss Baytex 
Pat Schmaltz Baytex 
Nancy Watson County of Wetaskiwin 
Larry Goulding ERCB 
Steve Harrington ERCB 
Alan Browse PennWest 
Cliff Ellis PennWest 
Raymond Karlson PennWest 
Isaac Doble Resident 
Dave Doze Resident 
Ken Jenny Resident 
Mike Todorow Resident 
Bob Whiteside Resident 
Terry Wildeman Resident 
Greg Doane MEC Operating Co. 
Duane Kremp MEC Operating Co. 
Bryan Rychman MEC Operating Co. 
Doug Anderson Scollard 
Eric Scheerschmidt Scollard 
Karl Zajes Surface Rights Consultant 
Sue Dsikun Trilogy 
Landon Whitlock Trilogy 
Paul McLauchlin Facilitator 
Michelle Payne Recording Secretary 
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ACTION ITEMS 
December 3, 2009 

 
# ACTION RECOMMENDED 

DATE 
PERSON 

RESPONSIBLE 
DONE

 From April 2/08 Meeting    
63 Determine items to be posted on website.  Each meeting All in 

attendance 
 

 From December 4/08 Meeting    
92 Pilot Project Review ASAP; after 

Trilogy decision 
Leads and ERCB  

 From May 7/09 Meeting    
116 Re-circulate edited Noise BMP among industry to 

discuss how to implement the recommendation.  
January 2010 All industry 

reps. 
 

118 Discuss “Weeds” and “Landowner Liabilities” BMP. January 2010 All in 
attendance. 

 

 From October 1/09 Meeting    
126 Fill in Synergy AB website form as a group. When Shane Koss 

is present. 
All in 
attendance. 

 

 From November 5/09 Meeting    
130 Organize lake excursion and hike for industry reps. 

with Dave Doze as tour guide. 
June 2010 and 
Fall 2010. 

All in 
attendance. 

 

132 Find out who is Darcy Allen’s boss. Dec. 2010 Paul McLauchlin  
133 Ask for clarification from Darcy Allen re: mineral 

rights because October 2009 minutes are unclear. 
Dec. 2010 Paul McLauchlin  

 From December 3/09 Meeting    
137 Get edited version of Noise BMP from Michael 

Black. 
January 2010 Paul McLauchlin  

138 Re-invite Bonavista to attend meetings. January 2010 Paul McLauchlin  
139 ERCB to speak about the process tied to drilling 

mud. 
January 2010 ERCB  

 


