


Quebec is free from bird flu—for now

Andrew McClelland
Advocate Staff Reporter

World health experts and Canadian agriculturakadfs are becoming increasingly concerned
over a disease that could quickly become a fartgrélareat to Canada’s agriculture than BSE.
Avian influenza—or bird flu—has spread with incriegsspeed in recent months, forcing many
European governments to impose strict measureswliry producers.

Anxieties regarding the possibility of an outbredikhe potentially lethal flu escalated in early
March after eight Quebec farms were put under antisn@ by the Canadian Food Inspection
Agency (CFIA) once the federal government learmed the poultry operations had imported
ducklings from France. Tests later revealed thaeraf the ducklings brought into the country
showed signs of any strain of avian influenza d®dG@FIA has lifted the initial 30-day
guarantine from two of the eight farms who wereask of being infected.

“None of the ducklings bear any indication of haybeen infected,” said CFIA spokesperson
Jim Clark. “But the fact that there is a diseastmak in the countries these birds come from
leads us to be a little more precautionary.”

Thought until recently to be safe from infectiomakce acknowledged its first two cases of avian
influenza in late February when it was discovefeat two wild ducks had died from the disease.

But widespread concern mounted in the nation’stpputdustry when the first instance of the
flu caused the deaths of 400 turkeys on a farrhercountry’s central region. After swift
scientific testing was performed and discoveredptiesence of the virus, 11,000 turkeys were
slaughtered to curb the likelihood of a pandemat thould devastate France’s poultry industry.
In the same month, India, Iran and Germany annaltiesr first discoveries of bird flu within
their borders, mostly found amongst wild fowl.

What worries health authorities the most is thaistof avian flu called H5N1. It's one of the 16
known varieties of the avian influenza, and alsmdhly known strain that has been known to
pass among humans. Types of the flu are classaduking eithelow pathogenior high
pathogenic While low pathogenic strains of the virus freqiledo not cause any signs or
symptoms in infected birds, they have been knowmutate into high pathogenic viruses.

While many forms of low pathogenic avian flu virgsean have only the slightest of effects—a
bird’s egg production might decrease or a hen magiyce eggs with a softer shell—high
pathogenic forms of the disease spread rapidlyaa@djuickly lethal. The most notorious
instance of a high pathogenic form of the birdtfithit Canada was the H7N3 virus that
decimated British Columbia’s poultry industry inQ20

Yet many of the world’s leading experts in diseasthreaks and health claim that a pandemic of
the high pathogenic H5N1 strain is not only likdbyt could be imminent. Some have gone so
far as to declare that a worldwide pandemic ofatian flu is inevitable and say that its



consequences could be even more grim than thase &panish influenza of 1918, which killed
an estimated 21 million people.

Reaction across Canada has ranged from panicregdrisl. Alberta’s Conservative Minister of
Health, Iris Evans, recently criticized citizens fwt taking the threat seriously and of expecting
too much from the health care system should thanafli spread to humans in North America.

"What worries me most is the ignorance of peoplin@public who assume that if they get sick
there'll be something there for them, and theytdealize the devastation this could be," said
Evans.

Taking the opposite perspective, Dr. Richard Schatoamer medical officer for the Ontario
Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care, has goneexord in accusing the World Health
Organization (WHO) of striking panic in hearts @ttions the world over.

"Our science just isn't strong enough for us toviknand it's not strong enough for us to be
making these kinds of alarmist predictions thatreveearing from the WHO and others," claims
Schabas.

"This is the third time the WHO has told us weretloa brink of an avian influenza pandemic.
They said it in 1997 and they were wrong. They #aadyear ago and they were wrong."

QFA member profile: Michael Knight

Andrew McClelland
Advocate Staff Reporter

Born and raised in the county of Essex on Englaad&ern coast, Michael Knight didn’t come
to be an Anglophone farmer living in Quebec in wéragone might call the usual way.

A produce farmer living in Rigaud, Knight workedas information technologies manager in
London for twenty years before he and his wifeysddicided to “cross the pond” and pursue
their dream of farming.

“For the past five or six years, it's been a dredmours to become self-sufficient and be able to
supply food for ourselves,” says Knight. “I wantedoe able to live off the grid and never have
to look at a computer again, except for e-mailind things | really needed.”

But when Knight and his wife began to research estdte prices in the UK, they soon came to
the realisation that leading a simpler life in theative land was beyond their reach.

“There was no way that we could find a large enopattel of land in the UK without taking up
an enormous mortgage. That would have meant twatlld have to work a full nine-to-five job
as well as my wife—and then get out to the fieldd send to everything afterwards.”



That's when Michael and Sally began consideringoaerto Canada. With Michael’s brother,
sister and mother already living in Calgary for mgears, it seemed like the ideal place to begin
a life in agriculture. And when Sally was offeregbl in Montreal, the couple decided that the
time was right to make a move.

“We really bought the house over the internet, glasiKnight describing the couple’s whirlwind
relocation to Quebec. “We found the property onliceme out to see it in December, and were
moved in by March!”

But for a unilingual English couple trying to st & farm in rural Quebec, the going can be
rough. And when you're in the unique position whigre Knights find themselves—producing
food to feed yourself, friends, and perhaps sedl f@w small farmers’ markets—answers can be
hard to come by.

“Of course, the main problem for us is that we depeak French. We've made friends that we
can ask for help when it comes to not being able&d your mail or a website. But I'm a very
independent person, and I'd rather learn sometimnmyself than run for help every time | need
something done.”

That’s how Knight came to learn about the QuebemEes’ Association. While searching the
website of theJnion des producteurs agricolese found mention of the QFA and decided it
may be just what he was looking for.

“l was trying to find a farmers’ association, blltthe ones | discovered were predominantly
Francophone,” says Knight. “What | love about tHeAQs how everyone has opened their arms
to me as a new member. It's a very friendly ancpsufive environment.”

At the moment, Knight is farming only a 13-acregai®f land, but he already has a mind to
expand his farm to include more property—along witickens so he can stop buying eggs, and
perhaps some pigs.

“It's funny; when you tell people back in Englaricht you have 13 acres, they're astounded!”
jokes Knight. “They’re used to having 120 squast fa the back garden. But once you start
planting on only 13 acres, you realise that it's very much.”

But whether or not Knight's hopes of running a &réarm will be come to fruition in Quebec is
another story.

“We would like to stay in Quebec,” says Knight. “We the Eastern Townships, and would
buy there if the commute to Montreal wasn’t toodad the price was right. But we have been
looking at land in Ontario as well. If things faito place there, it's possible that we could end
up moving again.”



QFA across Quebec
A report from the ever-active Quebec Farmers’ Aggmmn branch in Ayer’s CIiff

Margaret A Cheal
Secretary, QFA Ayer’s Cliff

On March 2, the Ayer’s Cliff branch of the Quebexrfiers’ Association held its regular
meeting in the Legion Hall at seven p.m. It isaya held on the first Thursday of the month.

President Bob Suitor opened the meeting and welddhase present. The minutes of the
previous meeting were read by the secretary, Mat@zineal and approved. Several thank you
notes were read from those to whom the Ayer’s @liinch had given donations. These
included local schools, hospitals, the 4H club aryduth group.

The treasurer, Myrna Conner, gave her report thatved a satisfactory balance with all bills
paid. A discussion followed on the 4H Rally Bodkwas decided to have our ad remain the
same.

Our director, Wendall Conner, gave us an updafgofincial affairs at the QFA. The
association has received money from Heritage Cawétlamore to come later. Memberships
are being received regularly and prospects fofuhee look bright. Several members
mentioned that they enjoyed several good articldee Advocate.

As one of our friends and fellow members, Ben Cngtan, is in hospital having tests the
Ayer’s Cliff group decided to send Ben a card toamage and keep him in good spirits.

The highlight of our meeting was the talk prepasgaur guest speaker, Karolyn Kirby. She
explained the differences between the 4H club aneb®c Young Farmers. Karolyn also
explained the benefits of 4H and showed picturdseofvarious activities. She has been on
several exchanges and presented a speech sheveadga conference. Everyone enjoyed her
excellent presentation. She was thanked by Lydig &l given a cheque as our appreciation
for her coming, as Karolyn has a very busy sched8lee wants to continue her education in
Ottawa in hopes of becoming a politician. Beduck, Karolyn!

We enjoyed lunch and a social hour. Our next mgetiili be on Thursday, April 6. The Ayer’'s
Cliff branch is hoping to arrange a speaker to gitalk on wood management for that meeting.

Snowmobiles and ATVs

UPA calls for compensations

In addition to vandalism and property damage, snokiles and all-terrain vehicles (ATVS)
cause significant yield losses to the crops of &asxand wood producers. These producers



should therefore receive some kind of cash compiensir the right-of-way that they have
been granting without fees for years.

This is the principal demand made by tion des producteurs agricol¢gPA) before the
parliamentary commission on transport and envirarinféor several days now, MLAs have
been holding consultation sessions on the Minstriransport’'s document concerning off-road
vehicles.

Foremost, the UPA criticizes the fact that thema@on document makes no reference to the
damages or inconveniences suffered by its mem@aes. and above the yield losses in pastures
and hay fields, it is not uncommon, according ® tHPA, that farmers must mend broken fences
and repair vandalized buildings. A special fundaficed through trail fees and fines, should be
available to compensate producers.

‘No’ to increasing age limit to 16

In a surprise move, the Ministry is proposing torease the age limit from the 14 up to16 years
of age in order to be allowed to drive a snowmobilan ATV on the trails. The UPA is
astonished by this proposition and demands thanthenum age be maintained at 14 years, at
least when doing commercial work. A landowner s@iso be allowed to travel on the trails
even if he is not a member, and even if his typeediicle is prohibited on trails.

Concerning the civil responsibility of the landowsigranting the right-of-way, the government
agrees with the idea of giving immunity to farmagainst lawsuits issuing from an accident.
The UPA is also pleased to see that the provineespio enact two protections, one against
unneighbourly behavior and the second in the chaeadents.

The UPA also welcomes the establishment of regidisaussion tables, which would bring
together all the stakeholders in an area on theisSince the presence of the agricultural and
forestry communities at these tables is considesséntial, the UPA requests that seats be
reserved ex-officio for both an agricultural regemtive and for the wood producers syndicate
of the region. These tables would have the spetifindate to set out permanent and semi-
permanent inter-regional networks of trails forwnmbiles and another all-season trail network
for quads. The union also demands that the traikema not cause additional restrictions to
farmers. In addition, it insists that new moneyntede available by the government to maintain
these trails and has denounced the Ministry’s pitgglan to limit itself to the existing programs.

In the opinion of the UPA, the notion of permanen€yhe trails is unacceptable. Producers,
they say, must be allowed the possibility to redatljhe location of trails to suit their needs. The
primary vocation of the land must remain the ptjoand the designation of the trail network
must not be part of the permanent regional landplese Finally, the union is not opposed to the
government’s suggestion concerning the signindpiedfe or five-year leases.

Overall, the UPA is pleased to remark that the goawent acknowledges that access to
agricultural and forestry land is not a right, buytrivilege granted by the landowner. The
province and municipalities must also renouncer tfegiourse to expropriation, says the UPA,



citing that they are carefully following the cadeSaint-Zénon in the Lanaudiére region, where
the municipality has chosen to use expropriatiooliain access to their territory.

Pierre-Yvon Bégin
LTCN 2006-03-09

Annual meeting of the CFA

A decrease of $5.7 billion in net farm income ovehree years

The federal government would have had to give aitiadal $5.7 billion to Canadian farmers
over the last three years just to maintain the diing net income of the nation’s agricultural
producers. It is not surprising then that net famoome was a priority at the annual general
meeting of the Canadian Federation of Agricult @A), held from February 28 to March 3,
2006. In fact, even more worrisome predictionssli@ving an additional decrease of 16 per
cent for net revenue in 2006.

“Agriculture, including Quebec’s, remains very filagwhere a small increase in the interest
rates could send many farms, even dairy farms gihgninto the red,” declared CFA Vice-
president Laurent Pellerin at the end of their sy, which marked the #Danniversary of this
unionist organization.

The CFA had just finalized its Canadian Farm Bibjpct, with the adoption of 50 resolutions
concerning, notably, income security, food safetiygply management, international trade, the
reinforcement of power to farmers, milk ingredieatsl the environment.

Strahl disappointing

Ontario farmers, wearing yellow shirts bearing shagan “Farmers Feed Cities!” denounced the
inefficiencies of the Canadian Agricultural Inco®@ebilization program (CAIS) for grain
producers in particular, on the occasion of a \agithe federal Minister of Agriculture, Chuck
Strahl. They claimed that they were waiting impatliefor the Conservative government to keep
its promise to increase the agriculture budget®30&million per year. While waiting for the
complete reform package promised by the Conserativhich is not due until 2008, the
assembly demanded the creation of supplementaistasse programs to permit provincial
governments to maintain support and flexibility épecific agricultural products. The delegates
also asked for a more equitable baseline for thmilzdion of reference margins, a simplification
of the administrative rules and the replacemenihefcash deposit by annual fees.

Minister Strahl disappointed dairy producers wherdid not make any reference in his speech
to milk ingredients. The president of Canadian Miloducers, Jacques Laforge, interpreted this
as a sign that this issue is not a priority formnmaister. “The Minister must get on track, either

by using Article 28 of the WHO regulations, to linmnports of milk ingredients to the present
volumes plus 10 per cent, or to pass legislatioenid the entry of these products into Canada—a
measure that would hurt food processors, who vashdintain their historic volumes and would



probably lead them to lodge disputes.” For the matirtbe cooperatives support the milk
producers’ petition, while the private sector opm#.

Minister Strahl antagonized delegates when he teddas party’s promise to create a “parallel”
system of marketing for grain in the western Canéafdabelieves that the Canadian Wheat Board
does not respond well to new niche markets thah gnaducers wish to explore. “The CFA
opposes any attempt by the federal governmentrtorelte the monopolistic power of the

Wheat Board, by allowing voluntary membership,”ldesd CFA President Bob Friesen. “It is

up to farmers and not government to make any clsaimgihe structure of the board, if they care
to.”

The delegates responded favorably to the invitaiypMinister Strahl to create new agricultural
markets and to develop new products, such as dtpasduction, as long as these activities are
profitable at the farm level.

Finally, the assembly referred to a committee saltgion aimed at neutralizing the effects of the
countervailing duties levied on imports of heawlbsidized American grain corn.

Jean-Charles Gagné
LTCN 2006-03-09

A proud heritage

Laurent Pellerin
UPA President

February 23, 1956 marked a decisive turning poithe history of agricultural syndicalism.

After years and years of continuous demands, Quiaeers finally obtained, with the
sanctioning of th&oi des marches agricolgthe right to collectively organize their jointgpls
and to establish th@ffice des marches agricolé@sow called_a Régie des marchés agricoles et
alimentaires.

On this anniversary, we cannot deny that this |las e end result of a long and fierce fight on
the part of farmers, a reality now etched forewethe pages of history. Previously, during the
mid-1940s, the regional meetings of the UCC (nolledahe UPA) called for “the passage of a
law concerning collective agreements for the shbkgacultural products.”

The idea of collective marketing contracts had bgerminating for a long time before the final
adoption of the law itself, having even appearethénoriginal demands of the UCC. It is helpful
to understand the conditions that preceded theganee of this idea, which formed the defining
issue and central purpose of our present agri@llyndicalism.



The farmers of that era worked hard—and succegdslit turns out—to adapt to the
requirements of a more modern economy (particuthrgugh mechanization). However, this
did not seem to improve their standard of livirtggit revenue remained relatively low and they
lived with an almost permanent instability.

There were several causes for this phenomenoeyaaled in certain written records of the
time: price drops caused by increased productittigincreased share of the retail price going
toward middlemen and the dealings with purchasés were more and more concentrated and
powerful. While rereading this, | can almost piettine farmers of today!

To counterbalance this, came the formation of n@operatives, the pioneers of collective
action, but this formula reached its limits: theg®so profited most were those who did not join
and thus did not have to abide by the rules andetsns imposed on the members—certainly
an unfair situation. The result was that buyerddcantinue to play one producer against the
other—which they did.

It was on fertile grounds that the seeds of a riea ifell—“collective contracts applied to the
sale of farm products,” to use the terminologyraf UCC. Along with this idea came the
valuable concept of “judicial extension,” or thgad obligation of all farmers to abide by the
terms of the collective agreement. The objectivaght after by the UCC was to find a better
equilibrium between buyers and sellers in ordestitain an “equitable share” of the selling
price.

It took over ten years for these pioneers to attaéir goal. They not only had to struggle under
difficult conditions against strong forces, whicle atill battle against today, but moreover, they
had to fight for the tools which would permit théonbetter advance their cause.

“Another time—the same fight?” you might be sayiNgt exactly, because we now possess
these tools today and have even improved on theendompass the marketing of over 85 per
cent of our agricultural products—a heritage thatforerunners of this law would be proud of.

A march for equity

What stands out most when we go back to the oafjtheLoi sur la mise en marche des
produits agricolesis the similarity between the demands of the L.lE@at time and the issues
that the UPA is fighting for today.

While our forefathers were claiming “ a fair shafehe price,” here we find ourselves a half-
century later “marching for equity,” with the firgesire to obtain the major part of our revenue
through the sale of our produce on the market plakteough the slogan may essentially be the
same, the context has changed: competition hasased while profits have diminished, often
moving away from the transformation sector towdhdsdistribution sector.

During the ‘50s, the objective was to regain thiaiee of power for farmers and to improve the
marketing networks between the farm and the praoggdants. And, as mentioned earlier, we
were able to perfect our methods to organize cieenarketing. This acquired expertise will



always remain necessary, especially for the dewedoyp of such emerging sectors as lamb
production, goat milk or big game farming. Howewg@mply improving the traditional
marketing networks is no longer sufficient.

To obtain an equitable income on the market pladayt requires that we have some influence
even farther up the marketing chain than the piogglant. For some, such as beef producers,
this means becoming a player in the transformatemtor, in order to be closer to the

distribution network. For others among us, it mesigaing agreements directly with the
distributors. New models must be found—we musth&ginative. Our special conference in
June 2004 was in keeping with this, where we laedfoundation for our medium and long-term
strategic action plan.

Nevertheless, whether it be in 1956 or in the preday, the key to success remains the same—
“the strength of numbers,” in the words of formeegpdent Abel Marion. Changes and
improvements are only possible if the farmers renuaited and jointly responsible, whether it is
to establish collective marketing for the emergsegtors or to extend our limits into the
marketing network.

This is even truer today, where agricultural tresdleecoming more global and the farmers of the
planet are feeling the aftershocks of this phenandhat, in the end, only results in
undermining their revenue. Faced with decisionadpé&aken “elsewhere,” a new solidarity is
emerging amongst the rural people, with a needdk towards new collective methods, to
enable them to re-establish the balance of powainagthe forces at hand. In this sense, the
marketing challenge surpasses our borders andusatts action; it is for this reason that we have
become involved in UPA.DI and MAE MAE.

We also have an obligation to enlarge this supjportollective marketing, to include the
country’s population at large. It is up to each ohas to defend the policies and methods that
presently guarantee the ‘sovereignty’ of our foogmy. We must be the front-line ambassadors
of this cause and rally an increased number obals, as we did last October when we
publicly reaffirmed our right to “feed our peoplest” under the banner of a wide-spread
coalition, including representatives from all levef society.

During all this flurry of activity, the governmentust strengthen its support for tRégie des
marchés agricoles et alimentaitds must give it the means to play a more actole and to
develop the necessary expertise, over and aboweaitslate to regulate and settle disputes, to
permit it to take a much more proactive and cons&repproach. Let’'s not forget it is the trustee
of that law whose anniversary we’ve just celebrated

Moreover, we are all partially trustees of this+ayroducers, processors, stakeholders in the

marketing network and consumers—because everyatfiésgrom it. This is what brings us
together to “march for equity.”

LTCN 2006-02-23 & 2006-03-09



Quebec will advance $42 million in April.

As of April 3, Quebec pork producers will be aldecash their first advance of this year’s
stabilization payment. The 2065 pork producers atgocovered by the Agricultural Income
Stabilization Insurance (ASRA) will share a globatount of $42 million, in the form of an
advance they would normally receive in July.

“Our objective is to lend a helping hand to porkdgucers who are presently going through a
difficult time. It is a question of survival,” deasled Yvon Vallieres, Quebec’s minister of
Agriculture, des Pécheries et de I'Alimentat(®dnAPAQ). Last week, the minister had
announced that he was working to speed up the casagien payment.

The advance will be split between the feeding djmra, which will receive $45 per sow, for a
total of $25 million, and the farrowing operatiomg)ich will receive $3.40 per piglet, for a total
of $17.1 million. On top of this amount, tR@anciére agricolewill inject an additional $7.4
million during the third week of April, as final paent for last year's compensation.

In July, theFinanciéere agricolentends to intervene again, with an additional pensation
advance. Furthermore, pork producers can request\zance on their federal Canadian
Agricultural Income Stabilization Program (CAISY fine 2005 and 2006 period.

“The situation is extremely difficult in terms ochsh-flow and the financial health of the
producers. We have been hit hard, ” declared Cl&aibeil, president of theéderation des
producteurs de porcs du Queb@PPQ). Although satisfied with the financial aithrbeil
underlined that pork producers have been contngut this insurance fund, which has been
growing over the past two years. In addition togtabilization insurance, he also indicated that
producers expect a special assistance programgomernments. The federal CAIS, he says,
will not be enough to cover the deficit.

Regarding the matter, Yvon Valliéres clarified ttiFinanciére agricolds in the process of
gathering a complete picture of the situation.dctfeach producer is being contacted
individually by telephone and the operation shdadccompleted by Thursday, April 9.
Presently, 130 pork producers are in arrears am pa@gments to their financial institutions,
compared to 100 enterprises at the beginning of¢he.

Last week, Yvon Vallieres discussed with his fetlecainterpart, Chuck Strahl, on possible
federal participation in a special aid packageeAgharing views on the global picture, both
parties agreed to look at possible solutions.

“One of our strengths in Quebec is our ability take decisions rapidly. Our reaction time is
faster than others,” exclaimed thmanciere agricoleand UPA President Laurent Pelletier.

Vaccine

According to Minister Valliéres, the present sitaatfacing producers is due primarily to a
disease callegost-weaned wasting syndromia 2005, he explained, 50 per cent of pig farms



experienced a mortality rate of 7.6 per cent. Tineouirus, he added, is not transmissible to
humans.

The MAPAQ), in cooperation with tHeederation des producteurs de porcs du Québec
practicing veterinarians and the Faculty of Vet@nnMedecine are presently studying the
possibility of importing a vaccine that is alredsiing used in Europe to fight the circovirus.

Pierre-Yvon Bégin
LTCN 2006-03-02

FPMQ elects its first female president

SAINT-ROCH-DE-L’ACHIGAN - For the first time in it25-year existence, th&deration des
producteurs maraichers du Québ@Ed®PMQ) has elected a woman to the president’s.chai
However, it will not be an easy year for Lise Légla 35-year-old producer from Sherrington.
The FPMQ is going through a difficult period anérd are many issues to take care of.

Leclair expressed confidence in the project adoptethe Annual General Assembly. “It will
work. We can't allow the federation to die—we ndégdshe stated with optimism. On this point,
she believes that people often do not completetietstand the role and mandate of the FPMQ.
“If we went door-to-door, | am sure that everybadyuld become a member,” she speculates.

Leclair was also the first woman to have a seaherexecutive committee of the federation. She
notes, “I am used to working with men, and for le&ing a woman is not a hindrance. On the
contrary; | am well supported.”

One of the new president’s objectives is to clbsegap between the various stakeholders of the
sector, so that they may work better together.ckother key issues, such as income
stabilization, crop insurance, approval of pestsidnd crop protection, she is counting on the
strength of her team to get a better grasp thelslefahese issues. “I am very familiar with

these files, but I'd like to delve deeper in ortiebetter defend our positions,” she asserts.
Former president Michel Sauriol has promised tqsuphis successor to insure a proper follow-
up on these topics.

Resolutions

In addition, the delegates at the annual generatingeadopted several resolutions aimed at
resolving various issues. They decided to suppertPMQ in its attempt to improve the
advance payment program. In addition, they reqdesia their Federation lobby the various
governments to improve the income stabilizatiorgpan (CAIS), in order to make it more
equitable for market growers. They also gave ittfamdate to discuss with tR@anciere
agricoleto re-establish the Net Income Stabilization Actdqurogram (NISA), retroactively to
2005, and to permit producers to have access tbasieof either program (CAIS or NISA).



Turning towards the MAPAQ and tikénanciére agricolethey asked that cost of production
models be established for the principal market gatops, in cooperation with the FPMQ. A
request was also made that Bieanciére agricoleaccelerate the processing of payments due
under the CAIS. Finally, a motion was approvedgpraach the federal Pest Management
Regulatory Agency, in order to obtain approval esticides needed in celeriac production.

Julie Roy
LTCN 2006-03-02

Market gardeners federation sends out a cry for h@

TheFéderation des producteurs maraichers du QuéB&MQ) is celebrating its 35
anniversary. To most, that’s something to celebrdtet for the fact that the federation is facing
some serious financial difficulties. The organiaats financial troubles came to light on
February 21, where members were attending themargeneral meeting. “If we can’t find more
money, we will have to shut down,” exclaimed théVkPs out-going president, Michel Sauriol.

In fact, with a monetary shortfall of this magnigydt’'s estimated that the FPMQ’s coffers will

be empty by August 2006. The deficit is estimatetdd $125,000 and is due mainly to the
withdrawal of theAssociation des jardiniers maraichers du Quélvdto were supporting the
federation through their own operating budget.fi@an being bitter about this decision, Michel
Sauriol suggests that it is high time that the fatlen pulls its own weight. “Solutions to the
financial problems must come from the producersdedves,” he insists. Presently, out of a
total of 1200 producers, only 300 subscribe volaiytaHe also believes it is out of the question
to increase membership fees. “We do not want teefanybody, but the fact remains that we are
working on issues that are important to all mageetvers and we must collect money from the
whole group,” he explained to the assembly.

A fee on seed stock?

The solution proposed at the annual general megtitgglevy a fee directly on seed purchases.
Contacts have already been made to explore thrsuaweith the four principal seeds

distributors, who have expressed interest in supmpthe sector, but they are not ready to act as
‘police’ to ensure that everyone pays.

Ideally, Sauriol estimates a need to collect betwkand 14 per cent of the annual seed sales,
but this is easier said than done. The rules havget been established, the legal structure is not
yet in place and time is passing. This solutionidmot be functional before next fall.

To redress the finances of the FPMQ, a joint ptartife market gardening sector was proposed
in 2001, but members rejected it. For the time dgpeno other solutions have been put forward.
“We have come to the end of the line and this islast chance,” warns Michel Sauriol.

Julie Roy
LTCN 2006-03-02



A breeze of optimism for farmers at Mirabel

A promise by the new federal minister of Transporsell back the reserve of 11,000 acres of
land at Mirabel airport has delighted farmers whwéhbeen cultivating this rented land.

“The 11,000 acres will be sold back. | am confidefnthat,” exclaimed Marcel Denis, president
of the Committee for the 11,000 acres. It is theosd time in the history of the Mirabel airport
that the scene has repeated itself. With the aravpower of the Conservative government
during the ‘80s, a first wave of retrocession aheaB0,000 acres took place. At that time, Denis
was able to buy back his family farm. Unfortunat¢he tenant farmers on the remaining 11,000-
acre tract of land were not so lucky.

The retrocession of this land would stimulate agtical development in the area.
“It's not prudent for farmers to make large investits when they are not on their own land,”
explains Denis. After more than twenty years, toasgrvatives may now remedy that situation.

For the last 35 years, the on-going saga of thalblrairport has known many ups and downs.
In 2004, the transfer of passenger flights to theval airport rekindled the hopes of Mirabel
farmers. In December of last year, work by the @eremt transportation committee resulted in a
vote by federal MPs in favour of the resale ofldred. However, the then-minister of Transport,
Liberal Jean Lapierre, remained opposed to theeptoj

End of uncertainty

Before closing the book on the case, Denis—who at$® as president for his local syndicate of
theUnion des producteurs agricol¢dPA) in Sainte-Scholastique—would like to clear up
several points with the directors Aéroports de MontréglADM). “On an area comparable to
the Dorval airport, the Los Angeles airport handidbow of 55 million passengers. At the

ADM, they are worried about a lack of space hethwnly nine million passengers. Are they
simply bad managers?” he asks. “Why was the ADMai¢ to predict that passenger flights
would be transferred to Dorval, when they are alygaredicting a return to Mirabel in 35 years?
Furthermore, investing $100 million in an aquariwvhen they know they will be re-opening
Mirabel in 35 years—that's ridiculous,” adds Denis.

Dream or nightmare?

Mirabel farmers strongly denounce the nekefoDreant project to convert the Mirabel airport
into a recreational theme park. “People are angty were always told that we were
expropriated for an airport, not an aquarium. Rewnterprise will make millions at our
expense, on our expropriation! Enough is enoughr®eearing a lot of talk about a class-
action lawsuit. | don’t know if we will go that fabut we’re talking about it,” warns Denis. The
president of the Committee for the 11,000 acres aaether struggle on the horizon. “I worry
that this will open the door for other projectsg &admits. In fact, not only farmers have their eye
on the 11,000 acres. The City of Mirabel would dike to acquire the land for commercial and
industrial development. “Mirabel has no right testhiThe expropriation occurred in 1969 and the



city was not created until 1971. They did not ggirepriated,” points out this field crop
producer, who fears that the government has learathing from their errors.

The words of the late Mr. Jean-Paul Raymond, pessidf the expropriated Mirabel farmers, are
worth thinking about—*Now that it is all over, whe&n | say to governments? | would first tell
them to think twice before making the kind of demis that so upset a territory and its
population, as it happened in Mirabel. They lacketiment. A huge airport, with a projected 70
million passengers, three hangars, seven runwlaggrttranceway to North America, (...) a
university in Saint-Jerome, industries lining tlegikon...it was all a pack of lies. It was a crazy
illusion. In the future, we must be more realistispecially when it comes to agricultural land,”
wrote Mr. Raymond in 1988.

Julie Mercier
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The Conservatives considering retrocession on
Mirabel land

The Conservative government has re-kindled the siopé&armers in the Mirabel region by
opening the door to a possible retrocession ofli)e00 acres of land surrounding the former
international airport.

In 2004, Conservative party leader Stephen Harpenised, in front of Mirabel farmers, to sell
back the 11,000 acres. On the eve of the lastdédaction, current Minister of Transport
Lawrence Cannon met with Mirabel farmers and regzbhts leader’s promise.

Cannon has now kept his promise and has givendnatsire to the necessary paperwork. “It's
now underway,” confirmed the MP for Pontiac. Cantmok the opportunity to discuss the issue
of retrocession by phone with the presidenAéfoports de MontréglADM), Pierre Martin.

“Mr. Martin has assured me of his complete collabion. Meetings have already been
scheduled between the Transport Canada persormh#h@iDM representatives. There is good
will on both sides to render justice to the farmarMirabel,” assured the minister.

However, last week a major Montreal daily newspapeealed that the CEO of the ADM,
James C. Cherry, was not particularly interestetiendea of reselling the 11,000 acres back to
the farmers, who are presently cultivating the lander lease. Cherry has always supported the
position that the ADM should keep this tract ofdan the event that passenger flights are
eventually returned to Mirabel. The UPA Committeethe 11,000 acres has requested a
meeting with Cherry, but so far has received ndyrep

“The government is the owner of this property. Amers, we are the ones who will be making
decisions,” declared the Minister of Transportrastructures and Communities. In fact, the



ADM rents the land where the Mirabel airport isdtexl from the federal government and a 60-
year lease was signed in 1992.

The government will also have its say in the pr@glgsroject to convert the former airport into
an “AeroDreani theme park. “We must insure that the terms andlions of the lease are
respected. At first glance, | think it does. laigood project for the economy of the region,”
declared Minister Cannon.

Several years ago, one of the two developers dfAkeoDreami project, Gilles Assouline, was
involved in an aquarium project in the Niagara oagn the state of New York. With a cost
estimate of $30 million, thAquafallsproject finally fell through. Mr. Assouline deni&aving

any responsibility in the demise of the projectitipg the blame on the financial problems of his
partners.

Julie Mercier
LTCN 2006-03-02

“A law with some teeth” for protected appellations

“After many attempts Quebec is finally proposiniga that will have teeth, and if applied
correctly, will guarantee the authenticity of pratkiand protect the know-how of agri-
businesses,” said UPA President Laurent Pellerin.

Appearing before the parliamentary commission shglthe new bill No. 137 dealing with
Protected appellations of origin and other promaofabterms the president of the UPA was
visibly pleased. Pellerin also added that he nosvdumfidence that the government has rallied to
the consensus of the agri-food sector, which haa bemanding tighter legislation.

However, certain irritants still remain. The UPAibees that the bill is too restrictive in limiting
itself only to food products. In the opinion of theion, non-food products, such as emu oil or
goat-milk soap should also be covered.

“Wool is also a good example,” added Laurent PielléEven if we don'’t eat it, it is part of
agriculture.”

Minister of Agriculture Yvon Valliéres declared theae shared the conclusions of the UPA
memoir “to the letter.” However he did show somsitaion to include non-food products,
judging that it would be preferable to concenti@idood products for the time being. “Since it
is a new concept,” declared the minister, “we Wale to give ourselves a bit of time.”

On another question, the UPA asked that the lamddified in order to limit the use of the

word “terroir” to only products using a protectgupallation. According to Laurent Pellerin, it

will be much easier to restrict its use right frdme beginning and then enlarge the use over time,
if required.



“If [packaged food company] Cordon Bleu doesn’twrdhry abstain from the use of the term
‘produit du terroif in its canned products now, then ten years fraw,nwe won’t be able to ask
them to do it. It would be a major struggle.”

In a final important recommendation, the UPA asiet the government require that all imported
products, no matter what their origin, be subjettethe same rules concerning the protected
appellations and other promotional terms.

“What would happen, for instance, if an Ontariariar suddenly decided to produce ‘Charlevois
veal?”” questioned the UPA president.

Pierre-Yvon Bégin
LTCN 2006-03-02



