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Abstract

Thel YA @SNBAG& 2 SchdolloBEhvirdnOeiktSuid ISys@igability (SENS) and the Redberry Lake
Biosphere Reserve (RLBR) established a formal agreement in 2012 to participate in environment and
sustainability research and education together. An important component of this partnership is the annual
training opportunity for SENS students enrolledhie ENVS 806 field course who take part in a field trip

to RLBR where they experience firstind the environmental, social and economic complexities of
agricultural sustainability and the unigue community that lives and cooperates within a biosphere reserve
Students and community members learn from each otla@d openly discuss the future of farming and

their goals for achieving sustainable agriculture in RLBR. The goal of this project was to work with RLBR
representatives, local farmers and ranchers, &€NS course instructors to design and produce a new
studentbased farm sustainability assessment initiative that will have a positive impact on the students
and the community. The project aims to help farmers and ranchers increase their understanding of
sustainability and its relevance to their operations and to bridge connections between the university
students and academics with local farmers and ranchers to further the mission of RLBR toward achieving
sustinable agricultural practiceBarm visits andafrm information sheets were establishddr ten farms

in RLBR that are willing to participate in the initiative this year or in the fulitre information for each

farm was summarized and plotted to demonstrate that a variety ohfawas achieved.



Introduction

Sustainable agriculture has become increasingly important in our times as industrial agricultural trends
are damaging the environment and farming communities. Industrial agriculture is causing farmers to
either adopt unsustainable practices or &al/e farming altogether (Union of Concerned Scientists, 2013)
Rural communities are losing community members as farmers and their families move to the cities to
make a better wage or to live laetter life. The environmentis suffering as unsustainable ptices are
polluting the soil, water and air (Union of Concerned Scientists, 2G1@)s income of farms iacreasing

due to higher yields, butet income isdecreasing due to rising crop inpcosts and stagnatinmarket

costs Farmers are being pres&d to increase the size of their operatiofts the better economies of

scaleto reach the incom@&eededto make a living wagéStatistics Canada, 2014).

Despite these difficulties, it is a growing understangdihat susdinable agrialture can provide adution

to these problems Sustainable farms are saléifficient, productive and profitable. They enhance the
quality of the surrounding environmentmprove producer and consumer health, and support local
communities (Hansen, 1996). They are good fordbenomy, society and the environment. Sustainable
agricultural practices are recognized by crop and livestock rotations, conservation of natural areas,
growing a variety of cropsnd use of covercrops and no till systems, amowghers. These practices
enhance soil fertility, result in natural pest management, reduce or eliminate the need for purchased crop
inputs, improve livestock living conditions, preserve plant and animal biodiversity, and amaint

production while conservinthe environment (Horrigaet al., 2002).

Sustainabilityis a large focus of the activitieshappeninghA y { I a1 6 OKS gl yQa wSR06 SN
Reserve (RLBR). It especially strives to conserve its environment by promoting sustairiabltiradr
activities. Poducers in RLBR aseiccessfully employing sustainable agricultural practices and acting in

harmony with the environment (Lavoie, Parchewski & Swystun, 2011). Farmers in RLBR are demonstrating



the corservation of natural areas suchwstlands woodlands, grasslands and shfabds,which provide
habitats fornative species in the region arsdippot biodiversity. Many RLBR farmers are also making
sustainable use of the natural prairie for cattle grazing, which is having positive impacts on the
environment, the people and thecenomy. Cattle grazing, when done sustainably, prevents the spread
of trees onto the native prairie grassland, maintains the diversity of plants and slows the growth of trees
in woodlands. These effects mimic the balance between grassland and woodlaoritchit maintained

by wildfires and bison grazifWhitelaw and Schmutz, 2011).

RLBR was designated as a biosphere reserve by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization in 2000 (UNESCO, 2014). As a commitment to thisRiitBRY RSt A 3SN&E | YR A YL
programs that contribute to the conservation of ecosystems, biodiversity and countryside; to the
sustainable development of local culture, society, and economy and to build capacity within the area
through scientific research, leging, and public education. This work is accomplished by networking with

other organizations, community groups, educational and scientific institutes, and partnering Biosphere
WSASNIBSa gAGKAY (GKS @g2NI R ySig2N] éwithdthe[University of n MH O @
Saskatchewaf &chool of Environment and Sustainability (SENS) in 2012 to follow this mandate by
networking with educational and scientific institutes. This partnership consisted of starfielg aourse

as part of the Masterof QustainableEnvironmental ManagemerfMSEM)programin SEN$hat would

allow students to experience firtand the environmental, social and economic concerns facing farmers

in RLBR.His field course includesatural and social science methods to assessdistainability of the

region. The natural science methods consist of terres{gahsslands, native pastures, shrlamds,
woodlands)and aquatic(wetlands, sloughs, small rivershvironmental assessments, and the social
science methods consist of camtting interviews, focus group discussions and surveys faitiers,

ranchers and local residents to carry out seetmnomic analyse$reviously, producers were involved

only in the social science methods, but this year, the students will be doing emérdal assessmes
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2y LINE RdzOS NA Q theldhtavvéith theyh i refuialfoNdhe/tithe they offer to participate in
interviews. The studentswill prepare a sustainability farm template (SFT) for a farm sustainability
assessment that will provide laktfarmers and ranchers with an environmental health assessment of their
farm and provide direct feedbaak the current state of their agricultural operation&s more farmers
hear about theiitiative, discuss it with other farmers, andme to value thepositive effects it can have

on their farm andthe envirmmment, the hopeis that more farmers will be inclined to participat&his

initiative is viewed as a stepping stone to achieving the agricultural sustainability objectives of RLBR.

Methods

The Stugt Area

The Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve is the community partner organization for this project. Two RLBR
representativeswho assisted with this projecare John Kindrachuk, Executive Director, and Peter
Kingsmill, Chair of Board. Thégve shared theirlocal knowledge andxperiece in agriculture as

residents ofRLBR, and facilitated communication with the RLBR community.

RLBR is thiocusof the ENVS 806 Field Course, which has been held there successfully sirmarsbe ¢
began a few years ago. Thozation of RLBRnakes it a convenidrchoice because afs close proximity

to the city of Saskatoon where SENS is locatRtd BRtretches across five Rural Municipalities (RMs). Two
of themwere the focus of this projectthe RMs of Redberry and Dougldsecause of the convenience of

their locationfrom a logistical standpoint

RLBR encompasses two ecoregions of Saskatchewan: Aspen Parkland in the south, antaBsiteal T
in the north, as shown in Figure 1. The RM oti@as is fully located iAspenParkland, and the RM of

Redberry is mostlyn AspenParkland andomeBoreal Transition in the north. AspeBRarklandand Boreal



Transition ardransition ecoregiors between the boreal forest ecoregion in the nlo and the grassland

ecoregionsn the south.
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Figure 1 Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve Ecoregions

The natural landscapef RLBRontains many small lakes, paand slougs woodlands composed of
agen, poplar and oak, tall shrub lands, and grasslamddlife includes deer, coyo blak bears,

moose,rabbits, fo)es gopherspbeaverssquirrels, birds and waterfowl (Environment Canada, 2008).

Figure2 shows the soil orderdound in RLBRand he smaller red squares delineate Rpge or First
Nations Landwhich are not part of the RMThis mapdemonstrates that the @il orderin the RMs of

Redberry and Douglas Ghenozemic.The combination of fertileChernozemicsoils and favourable



climate in this region isideal for growing cereals, oilseeds, pulses dray, and gazing livestock

(Department of Soil Science, n)d.

Legend
10841°W

(- RLBR rural
municipality

Shelibrook Prince RLER soil
Abert Déspla ]
et sou._'g?bu

Brunisdic

N.ITES

| Chernea emic
N Lusisalic

W Regusalic

523rN

N \
A op— 15 kn (11 niles) OATA ) Basin
1065.80'w

Figure 2 Redberry ke Biosphere Reserve Soil Orders

The maireconomic activities in RLBR are crop farmingramghing. Tt is reflected ithe vastexpanse
of cropland and pasturas found throughout the RMs of Redlrey and Douglas, as demonstrated by the
tan areas (Annual Cropland, and Perennial Cropland and PastuFegure3. In this projed, Annual
Cropland washortened tocropland, andefers toland used focropsthat areharvested onlynce, such
as cereals, oilseeds and pulses. Pei@n@ropland was referred to hayland, which is definedraps that
can be harvested more than once, such as alfalfa and dgPassure is defined as land that can leed
for livestockgrazing(beef and airy cattle, bison, elk, sheep, and otherBhe rest of the RLBR countryside

is composed of grasslagdshrublands, woodland and wetlands. Grassland, also referred ds native
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prairie,is defined as land where naturgkerennial grasses grow, typically whegmass, fescue, oat grass,

and sedges. Shrdand Shrub lowy is defined as &as dominated by shrubs like wild ros#iver willow

Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve Land Cover
Annual Cropland (Class 1)

- Perennial Cropland and Pasture (3)

- Broadleaf Open (6)

- Broadleaf Closed (7)

- Coniferous Pine Dense (8)

- Coniferous Spruce Dense (10)

Coniferous Spruce Open (11)

[ Mixed Wood Open (12)

] Redverry Lake watershed
RedberryLake_core_zone

—— Redberry Lake buffer zone Exposed Land (16)
[ Rural Municipality 10 B Water (17)
[] reBR_boundary S— km
§ I wetland-Herb (18)
- Barren non vegetated (20)
I shrub low (21)

I Ocveloped (25) o SEESTIERENT N S

Figure 3 Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve Land Cover

and hawthorn. Woodland encompasses broadleaf, coniferous and mieesbts, and refers to areas
dominated by tall trees,which aremostly aspen in thisecaegion.! ¢gSidflyR Aa afl yR
permanently flooded by shallow water, as well as land where the water table is close to the éurface
(Ministry of Natural Resources, 2008hisincludes small lakes, ponds, slosgimd small riversWetland

water can be contaminated byap inputs such as fertilizers, pesticides dmabicides as well as livestock



access and run off from livestock manusdternatively,contaminatedwetlands candamage the health
of livestock that drink from thevetland, and it can also contaminaggound water, which is used as
drinking water for farmers andural communities (Whitelaw and Schmutz, 201The wethnds areall

freshwater except foalargesaline lake called Redbgr_akdocatedat the heartof RLBRUNESCO, 2014).

Project Framework

We usethe Adaptive Management Cycle as a framework to implement the studaséd farm
sustainability assessment initiative. The Cycle has six steps: 1) assessing dfgar2nplanning, 3)
AYL SYSyGFrdA2yZ no Y2YyAG2NRAYy3IS po SOlFfdad GA2Yy S | YR
research project are steps 1 and 2: assessing opportunities and planning. Assessing opportunities involved
raising community awaresss by mailing out information about the field course and initiative, engaging
with farmers through phone calls, and recruiting farmer participation and support for the initiative by
visiting their farns. Planning involvethe production of a sustainabilifiarm template (SFT) that students

will use to produce a report fahe farms they assessed, and a set of operational guidelines that will be
used by instructors and students during the farm environmental health assessment component of the
ENVS 806 Fieldo@rse.The final four steps of the Cycle are the ENVS 806 Field Course ddllvery.
implementation of the nitiative will beginin September @15 when the students will participate in the

field course. The initiativevill be monitored and evaluated as tHield course proceed® assess th

success of the initiativeRroducer andthe RLBRommunity satisfactiorwill be consideredas well as
student results. Adjustmemill involve making changés the field coursen future yearsat the discretion

of the course instructors

The implementation of the ENVS 806 Field Course will occur from September 8 to 12 and the farm visits

will occur on September 10 and 11. Students will travel to RLBR where they will learn about the socio



economic and environmental famts concerningthe area. They will be lodging the Hafford hotel and
studying atthev [ . ReQearch and Educatioer@re located on the ban&f Redberry Lake. The students

will visitthe farmsparticipatingin the nitiative this year. Thetgsdents will be placed into small groups of
around four students each, with one course instructor or teaching assistant per group, and each group
will be assigned to a farm. They will interview the farmer to gather information about the farm, and to
colled sociceconanmic data. They will perfornenvironmental assessmenbf terrestrial and aquatic
features on the farnusing the farm informatiorsheetsand locations othe farm specific features. The
assessments will reflect the needs and cansevoiced by the producediiring the farm visitsand reflect

local community sustainability objectives. Students will analyze the data they collected and determine the
sustainability of the farm they were assignélthey will prepara sustainability fan template (SFWith

the findings. Te farmers will receive a cgpf the report for their farm.

Farm Selection

The choice of producers was based on l@gttype and size of farpbecausetiwas important to include

a variety of farmgor students to ecognize, experience and learn from thdifferences and similarities.
Location was important for logistical reasons, and becausestindentswill be staying in Efford during

the field courseRLBR includes a variety of agricultural practices and wyjpiegsms including crop farms,
livestock farms, mixefhrms, and vegetablgardensEach farm hadifferent sizes and numbers gpecific
features, includingotal area of the farm land (owned and rented), pasture, cropland, wetland, grassland,
shrubland,woodland, conservation land, livestosgecies and numbesy soil types and any historical or

cultural monuments
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Resultsand Discussion

A list of potential producers located in RLBR from the RMs of IB®amnd Redberryalong with their
mailing addresses and phone numbexss preparedy John KindrachuR.onotify the RLBR community
farmersabout the field course and initiativd developed a letter and brochur@ppendices A and B)
which weresent by mdito the producers on thést. After sending the letter and brochure, the producers
were contacted by pbne and were asked if they would likarticipate inthe initiative. Theinitiative was
explained to them and that as preparation for it to occur in September, a visit to their farm would be

necessary to gather some armation about their farm

As a restulof contacting farmersa total of tenfarmers agreed to participate anglan a farm visitThe
producers were igited on their farms during th month of JuneThere were thredarm visits onJune 9,
three on June 18, twmn June 29 and twon June 30Thefarmers were very supportive of the initiative,
despite the problems the weather has contributed this ydareezing temperatures in spring required
canolareseeding, andiry weatherthroughout the summeistunted crop growthHot, dry weather can
alsoharm livestock, andeduce pasture and hagrowth, diminishing summer and winter foragelS EPA,

2013).

A = L oA x>

5dz2NAy3 Sl OK FI NY @A A soatact informétidri, an8 GescEiptiondi dhésr faim: NI S NI &
operations and practices, agell as the sizes anmtumbersof farm specific featuresThe sample sheet |

used to collect this infor@mtion can be found in Appendix Ediscussed with producers to assess their

needs and concerns, and | toured important locations of their farm with thEnis allowed me to take

pictures and record GPS locatiofhese farm visitprovided the information | needed to establish
environmental parameters that need assesents donebased ontheir importanceand concerrto the

farmer. At the end of the visitsl, provided the farmersvith some more detailed information about the

field couse and initiativAppendices C and)D
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Farmer contactinformation and a summary of the farm descriptionan be found in Appendi& The
detailed information for each farmincluding directions to the farmGPS locations, pictures and
descrigions of farm specific featuregan be found irAppendixG. Theseinformation sheetsgroduced

for each farm are meant tbe an aid tahe students and instructorduring the field couse

The farmsalong with their specific features were mapped with Google Earth using their GPS locations and
the RMmaps for Redberry and Dougld$e GPS device used was the Garmin® Oregon®Tégdiarms

were located in different areas around Hafford in tR#¥s d Redberry and Douglas (Figure 4

lan King farm

-

Alticane

Bev & Derrl% Reid Farm

fe

eDallasiSimmonds Earm

d

Glynisjand Chrisi@liverdEarm

8

jNick PRTVRAIER Johni©genchukifarm
/:_Brlan YiasieniukiEarm

N

J/”
i
[ A _]'_/,(_’/
Rob-Jorfs-,far-m—Hgfford JRedberry Lake
b

~

Speers!® DougiHerringifarm
g ?Br:an Krsacok farm

©12015 Google c S l .
©2015 Cnes/Spotiimage (O 33 (€

Image ©2015WigitalGlobe

Figure 4 Farm leations and the roads connectitigem to Hafford
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The ten farmsverea varietyof types of farms including grain farms, ranchmsxed farms and eegetable
garden (Figur®). Five of the farms wer mixed two were rancheswo were grain farms, and one was a
vegetablegarden.Mixed farms are the most comon in this region, while vegetabggrdens are the least

common.

Farm type

m Ranch
m Grain
= Mixed

Vegetable
garden

Figure 5 Number of farms peffarm type

The sizesof farms rangedrom 72 aces to 32,000 acre@-igure6). There appear to be four groupings of
farm sizes: very large (32,000 acres), large (around 7,000 acres), medium (around 2,000 acres) and small

(around 100 acres).

Farm Size
Brian Krsacok| 72
lan King 1 160
Doug Herring | 160
John Ogenchuk @@ 1600
Rob Jones @ 2000
Brian Yasieniuk il 2170
Nick Partyka @ 2600

Bev & Derrick Reid I 7200
Glynis & Chris Oliver e 7840
Dallas Simmonds |G 32000

0 5000 10000 15000 Acres 20000 25000 30000 35000

Figure 6 Farm size in acrggr farm
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The land used for agricultel (cropland and pasturddr each farmis presented in Figure All of the farms
reported having pasture land, and eight farms owned or rergepland The anount of pasture ranged

from 50 to 2,140 acres armloplandrangedfrom 110 to 28,68%cres

Agricultural Land Use

Brian Krsacok 50

lan King | 80

| 110

Doug Herring | 110

500

John Ogenchukh 970

60
Rob Jones B 1800

. o 1120
Brian YaS|en|ukI 210

. | 100
Nick Partyka B 1000

. I 800
Bev & Derrick Reld- 1100

Glynis & Chris 2140
Oliver 5700

: P 575
D S 25655
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000

Acres

H Pasture = Cropland

Hgure 7. Cropland and psture land use in acres per farm

The number and specia¥ livestockraised on the ranches and mixed farrmshown in Figure.&he cattle
were all beef cattle, and their numbers per farm ranged from 20 to 350. Only one farrlhadd bison.

Three farms had horses, but only one farm (Doug He®)itighinedand soldhorses as a source of income.

14



Livestock Production

. 18
Brian Krsacok & 7

Doug Herring 20
B 20

Rob Jones 3
s 56

John Ogenchuk
I 140

Glynis & Chris Oliver
I ————— 200

Brian Yasieniuk 7
— 314

Bev & Derrick Reid
T 350

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Number

Elk mBison mHorses m Cattle

Figure 8 Livestock number per animpér farm

Natural land features are presented in g 9 These include wetlars woodland, shub land and
grasslandWetlands encountered on the farms involvethall lakes, ponds, creeks and dugolttsvas
observed that some wetlands have been overflowing for the past couple of years and prevent the
previously farmed land surrodiing themto be famed. Snowpack going into spdrwas below normal,
whichreducel the spring runoff. A rapid spring melt retad in some flooding in wetland arefé/ater

Security Agency, 2015).
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Natural Lands

1((Wmland%
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13
lan King W 80

. 10
Doug Herring W 40

%%
John Ogenchuk. 20
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150
Nick Partyka
L Kl
e
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1600

Dallas Simmondsm 600

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Acres

© Wetland mWoodland ® Shrub land = Grassland

Hgure 9 Natural land distribution in acrgser farm.

1400 1600

Thenumber ofyearsthat each farm has been in opion ispresented in Figure 10rheyranged from

1.5 yeardor the vegetablegarden andfrom 10to approximately 40 years fahe mixedfarms, ranches

and grain farmsThe vegetablgarden is just starting out and not yet ready to participate in the initiative

this year
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Years in Operation

lan King @@ 1.5

Brian Krsacok [ 10
Doug Herring S 12
Glynis & Chris Oliverjiae 14
Dallas Simmonds S 15
Brian Yasieniuk e 16
Bev & Derrick Reid e 20
Rob Jones [ 22
John Ogenchuk GG 27
Nick Partyka | 20
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Years

FigurelO. Years in operatioper farm

Wildlife is important totake note of becausecertain agricultural activities can lead to wildlife habitat
damage and loss. ®rnatively, wildlife can have a negative impact oniagjtural activities by harming
or damaging infrastructure, crops atidestock (The CanadgBritish Columbia EFP Biodiversity Steering

Committee, 2010)The wildlifethat have been spotted on the farsare reported in Figure 11

Wildlife Reported on Farms

» 10 m |lan King
% 8 m John Ogenchuk
L E Glynis & Chris Oliver
o 6
g 4 m Doug Herring
g 2 I I I l Dallas Simmonds
zZ
0 H N [ | I H H H B B BN [} m Rob Jones
I S T G R T - TN S R H Brian Yasieniuk
FFFF Cp¥ T T O TS e
N o S & & S@,@ & ® m Bev & Derrick Reid

Figure 11 Wildlifenumberreported per farm.
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Land inconservation includes land wittonservatiorprogramsand easementOnly two of the farméad

land in conservation. Beand Derrick Reid haBucks UnlimitedCanada easeents, which works with
landowners to manage the land in a way that pd®s habitat for waterfowlground-nesting birds and
wildlife (Whitelaw and Schmutz, 201Brian Yasieniuk had a field seeded with grass for 10 years with the

PrairieHabitatJointVerture (PHJV, 2008).

Soil type was noted for each farm as itesftdetermines land use (Figure 18pil types ranged from light
(sandy) to medium (loam) to heavy (clagand is defined as loose singhained soil, coaes than silt,
finer than gravellt usuallycannot be molded ird a form Silt is composed ofery small rock or mineral
particles, smaller than vefine sand, but larger than clafg can be molded into aofm by hand, but easily
crumbles Loam isa mixture of sand, ik and clay.Clay ismade of very finegrained, watetolding
minerals. It igenerally soft when moist and will harderhen dry.It will maintain its shape when molded
(Ministry of Natural Resources, 2006)Vhen speaking with producers, soils were referred to as
Chernozenic,sandy clay,clay loam and heavy clay loafrhe soil types found on thfarms are presented

in Figure 12Some of the farms have m®than one type of soil present on their land

Types of Sall

sandy to heavy clay loami g
sandy to clay
sandy |GG
heavy clay loam |G
clay loam |
chernozemic D

0 1 2 3 4
Number of Farms

Figurel2. The occurrence of the major soil typfesind onthe farms.

18



Recommendations

A

Certain farms that were visited during this project are moeeammendable than others for

participationA y G KA & & S IINd2r& aréhdt énbugh fraedeNdiladletoparticipatefrom

recommendationdor participationare offeredin Appendix=

More information on each farm should be collected as the initiative grows to fill in any details that
may have been overlookeduch as farm business names

Assessinghe state of the farm in the years following thenitiative will demonstrate whetheithe
program is helping to make th@actices on each farmore sustainableBased on thosgends, the
course and farm environmental assessmeo# be adjusted to meethe changing needs and
concernsof the farmers This will enable adjustents to be maddo improve the field course over

the following years.

It could be examined whether the field course could be placed at a different time of year that would
be more convemint for certain farmers and enable more of them to participdtke field course and
initiative is placed in September during the first and second weéldasses, becauseig most
convenientfor the academic yearHowever,September is also harvest tanfor farmers.A few
farmersstated that harvest timeis too busy for tlem to participate One farmer mentionedhat
winter would be a more suitable timeAlthough he environmental assessmentsan onlybe done
during summer conditionghe timing of the iield course could be reconsidered to address this issue.
Over time and as the initiative progresses, it would be beneficial for praduoereceive a report
cardas a result othe environmentalassessment that would give an overall score or ratinghe

sustainabilityof their practices angnvironmental health of their farm.

19
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Conclusions

Both the RLBR communigynd SENS will benefit from the ENVS 806 field coursénitiedive, and heir
partnershipwill be strengthened s a resultThis partnership in sustainaity research between the two
organizations fosters a vision of responsibility and care for the environment, and passestthisitome
generationsTheSENStudentsregisteredin the field coursevill learn through the experience by building
skills in quantitative and qualitative rtteods used in the natural and social sciences, and receive hands
on experience from knowledgeable course instructors andhéay assistantsThey will learn about the
interplay betweenthe ecological, social and economic aspects of sustainability, and tfieateon one
another. Thewill gain an appreciation fdhe beauty and potential of RLBR, whietay encourage them

to conduct research there in éhfuture. RLBR producers will gain insight and knowledge into farming
practices that promote agricultal swstainabilityby having arenvironmental assessmeutone on their
farm. They will be ableotapply the knowledge they gaihrough the process to improve the sustainability
of their own farming practicedlt is anticipated that this project will help RLBRftirther its mission
towards achieving sustainable agricultural gffees in the region. This willesult in a healthier

environment and highequality of life for the local community.
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Appendix A

A StudeniBased Farm Sustainability Assessment Initiative

for Producers in the Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve

May 31, 2015

Dear resident of the Redberry Lake Biosphere Rese

I am writing to inform you of a studetiitased farm sustainability assessment initiative developed by the

School of Environment and Sustainability at the University of Saskatchewan in partnership with the

Redberry Lake BiospheReservewhichwill ocair in your area this September. This initiative is part of a

field course, which is an annual training opportunity for students to assess the social, economic and
SY@GANRYYSyidlt O2YLX SEAGASA 2F | INA Odze, Stadbliksivill & dza G | A
be doing environmental assessments on the farms of a few producers in the area. The initiative is

intended to provide an environmental report card to participating producers with the results of the
assessments for their farm. Please retf@the brochure included in the envelope for more information

about the initiative and the field course.

I would like to invite you to take part in this initiative by offering to be one of the producers to
participate in this initiative. In preparation ftie field course in September, | would need to collect
general information about your farming operation, as well as your location in the Redberry Lake
Biosphere Reserve. This will occur as a short interview on your farmstead during the first or second
week in June, at a time when you are available.

LT &2dz NE @OSNE AYGSNBAGSR Ay o0SAy3 | LINIH 2F (KA
306-380-0847 or email me ahgg884@mail.usask.ca emailJohn Kindrachuk ategp@redberrylake.ca

at your earliest convenience. Otherwise, | will be contacting you shortly to hear if you are interested to
consider this initiative.

Sincerely,

Heloise Garez
Masters ofSustainable Environmental Management
School of Environment and Sustainability

University of Saskatchewan
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Appendix B

Contact Us for More Information

School of Environment and Sustainability
University of Saskatchewan

Héloise Garez

hgg884@mail.usask.ca

(306) 3860847

The KBar Inn

Redberry Lake Biosphere Reserve

Community Discussion John Kindrachuk, Executive Director

Keep your eyes open for an event held as part
of the field course that will take place early
September at the K-Bar Inn in Hafford.
Students will be handing out surveys and
leading a discussion on sustainable agriculture
in RLBR. Signs will be posted closer to that
date. We would love to see you there.

aegp@redberrylake.ca

(306) 5492360

A StudeniBased Farm
Sustainability Assessme
Initiative for Producers i

the Redberry Lake
Biosphere Reserve

UNIVERSITY OF
SASKATCHEWAN
Photo credits: Héloise Garez, Vladimir School of Environment

Kricsfalusy and Hafford.ca and Sustainability
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