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Public Policy Making 101

Gib Drury
QFA President

There are two accepted ways to develop the lawseandations that govern us all. The first
and simplest is to elect politicians who then delzatd decide on a complete range of public
policy. This tends to be a hit-and-miss approagh.the electoral process does not lend itself to
precise positions by politicians, there are no gagaes that they will follow through with their
promises, and there is little if any input from yaume.

The second way for developing public policy is wiaegovernment appoints a commission on a
specific issue. The beauty of the commission aggroes that anybody who has an interest in the
subject has an opportunity to have their say. gutdic hearings are followed by deliberation
amongst the commissioners who separate the wiweattfre chaff and decide what is relevant
and which policies best respond to the needs ifileshti The commissioners, who are selected
for their intelligence and competence, are entdugtéh the analysis and synthesis of all the
submissions received. They should be providedrészlom to make their recommendations
independently of political influence.

On August 27, the QFA had an opportunity to makeesentation to the Commission on the
Future of Quebec Agriculture and Agri-food in Queltity. (This followed an exhaustive
consultation of all English-speaking farmers in pinevince.) Our points were well received.
The commissioners were well prepared, having remgabmission in advance. They were
respectful and responded with good questions.

Quebec’s English-speaking farmers have had thelr &i the can. We are prepared to accept
and abide by the recommendations that the commissgilbpresent to the government next
January. Let’s hope that the ruling politiciansdalelay or shortcut the implementation of the
new public policy that should set the directiorafebec’s agriculture for the next five to ten
years.

QFA urges CAAAQ to pave the way for a brighter futue

lvan Hale
QFA Executive Director

“Quebec is on the right track for sustainable agdtizce and healthy food for its people,” stated
QFA President Gib Drury at a recent hearing befloe€€ommission on the Future of Quebec
Agriculture and Agri-foodCAAAQ) in Quebec City. Invited by the commissianghare the
QFA’s vision on Quebec agriculture at the Augustieting, Drury and | appeared as
witnesses for producers’ groups with province-wielgresentation.



Speaking on behalf of all English farmers, Druryphasized that Quebec has shown remarkable
leadership in areas such as traceability and calbeth the CAAAQ to stay on course. “Let’s
preserve our values that have guided us and ke€sgthen the tools that we have put in place,”
he said.

The QFA President went on to say that Quebec hést@y of family-farm based agriculture
that produces some of the finest food in the wdtliel . added, “Quebec society has adopted a
legal framework that allows its agricultural produsto receive a fair return for their
investments and efforts.”

Drury also commented that the province’s agricealtigradmired the world over for its
communal approach, still largely based on farmsrigasa human dimension. “The values that
define Quebec’s agriculture make it unique in Cang#dot in the whole world. They are based
on a collective, co-operative model with agricudiysroducers having control. It benefits
everyone and we don’t want that to change.”

One of the defining features of Quebec’s agricalturdustry is La Financiere Agricole, a
partnership between government, bureaucrats amch#gral producers. The organization was
created in 2001 after a consensus was reacheddretive government and the agricultural
community. Its mandate is to stimulate investmanis protect income with the aim of
promoting the success and longevity of Quebeds farsinesses. Mandated as the unique
Quebec government agency responsible for manamgiagdial tools for agricultural needs, it
plays a primary role in the development of the @adtural and agri-food sector.

In introducing this final round of consultationsABAQ chair Jean Pronovost said that since its
launch in October 2006 the commission had receb8dbriefs and 635 presentations—
impressive results to be sure considering thereamasterruption during the provincial election.

During the hearing, Drury also presented threememendations that QFA considers essential
for a bright future in Quebec’s agricultural sector

1. Identification of Quebec products (origin and prssiag)

2. Recognition of the many roles and multiple benedftagriculture beyond food
production

3. Promotion of local consumption and developing nictaekets

Drury urged the Commission to recommend that theegonent preserve the values that have
guided us to where we are presently, and alsa¢ogihen the agricultural laws and maintain the
programs that have evolved over the years.

| continued the QFA’s presentation by thanking@AAQ for having produced its discussion
document in both languages, and for inviting pres@ns and briefs in either language. |
explained that QFA had written to all 2,110 Englishmers in the province soliciting their
comments and input. All responses had been stagiddummarized, and the subject was
discussed on several occasions by the QFA’s bdattextors.



The Commission will sunset in January 2006 at whitie it will submit its final report to the
Minister of Agriculture. It is expected that them@mission will produce a very thorough and
detailed report containing a wide range of specémmmendations. Although the government
is not bound to act on the many ideas that wilptesented, there is a good chance the
recommendations will not be ignored. Many stakdéd including especially the UPA and
QFA invested much time and effort to participatBvaty in the public consultation exercise.
Quebec governments have a track record of takieig tommissions seriously and for accepting
and acting on their recommendations.

Harper stands up for supply management

Andrew McClelland
Advocate Staff Reporter

Agricultural leaders from across Canada are sintfiegpraises of the Conservative government
this month as Prime Minister Stephen Harper hasengadd on his promise to defend supply
management at the recent North American Leadersinditiin Montebello.

The two-day conference, which saw the Canadiandkitimister meeting with Mexican
President Felipe Calderén and U.S. President Gadtdggush, proved to be a watershed for the
tough issue of supply management in agricultureofding to a high-ranking Canadian
government official, Harper became livid with a gpoof senior American civil servants when it
was discovered that the U.S. had secretly madeaemgortant changes to the section of the
Summit’s agreement on supply management. The néthe #rime Minister’'s alleged temper
tantrum was leaked to the French-language dailfPresseand Conservative officials are not
denying its truth.

The unnamed government official stated that the tafplied a lot of pressure that could have
compromised Canada’s stance on supply managemeedli®ss to say, Prime Minister Harper
didn’t appreciate the gesture in the least. Thetiposof the Government of Canada on supply
management is clear—we are firmly supporting it aedwill continue to support it.”

The details of what actually happened at the Surareiunclear. Some reports state that
American officials tried to slip a few extra paraghs into the first draft of the closing remarks
of Harper’s meeting with Bush and Calderon. Luckihe Prime Minister noticed the
amendments when reading a copy of the agreemenle Wis unknown what those extra
paragraphs said precisely, all key players in tfa@rasay that the changes would have severely
undermined Canada’s rights to defend its currepplumanagement system at the World Trade
Organization.

Witnesses also claim that the enraged Prime Mingstefronted those responsible and
demanded that the paragraphs be removed from tbaderaft. After talking with top members



of the Mexican and American governments, PresiBesh finally complied with Canada’s
request.

Industry gets its way

Industry leaders from Quebec have repeatedly stes® importance of maintaining the
country’s supply management system, which allowspitovince’s farmers to guarantee the
price of products like eggs, poultry and milk. Slypmanagement also ensures that the quality
and quantity of agricultural products meet consudeznand.

Dairy Farmers of Canada have been heavily actieBumming up support for the program,
citing that supply management’s major success bas to ensure “farmers receive stable
income in exchange for producing high-quality fadile not costing taxpayers a penny.”

In preparing for the Summit in Montebello, the Cemnvatives knew that the stakes were high.
All four key parties in the House of Commons hamanimously supported supply management
since 2004, when former prime minister Paul Matidinled the Declaration of Support. As
opposition leader at the time, Harper voted forpsymanagement along with 130 other MPs.

Later, in 2006, a letter to Alberta Premier RaldRiK sent to all of Canada’s premiers shows
Harper repeating the Conservative stance thas fit the best interest of Canada and Canadian
agriculture that the industries under the protectbsupply management remain viable.”

A little more agriculture

The only other issue directly affecting agricultdiscussed at the Montebello Summit was the
leaders’ decision to unveil the North American FianAvian and Pandemic Influenza. Giving
themselves a deadline in 2009, Harper, Bush ande@ah hope to fully prepare the continent for
the deadly H5N1 virus that is yet to reach Northekiza.

“The plan allows the three countries to definezbees that contain the infected areas, thus
permitting the other regions to continue theiringtional trade,” explained Francois Caya, a
veterinarian with the Canadian Food Inspection AggiCFIA), the country’s top authority on
matters concerning exotic animal disease manageffidrdre is not yet an official trilateral
agreement with regard to the sharing of avian #ocines, as is the case for foot-and-mouth
disease,” Caya added, although he is convincedXthaada could count on its partners if its
inventory of ten million doses against the H5 antidtrains of avian flu were to be insufficient.



New agriculture minister knows the field

Barry Wilson
Special to the Advocate

By all accounts, the first meeting in late Augustviieen new federal agriculture minister Gerry
Ritz and leaders of Canada’s supply managed sestswell.

The 57-year-old Saskatchewan farmer was no straod&a¥5 leaders when they trooped into
his office. They knew him when he was chair of Hmise of Commons agriculture committee
last year when he typically gave them a courteowlsgeenerous reception.

“Many of us knew him from his previous role so hasmw't an unknown quantity,” said Dairy
Farmers of Canada vice-chair Bruce Saunders &emeeting. “The bottom line is he certainly
was up to speed on our file as we expected he warithd he gave us every indication that he is
open to ongoing dialogue with us on issues affgabur industry and that is what we wanted to
hear.”

Ritz, appointed Canada’s 32nd federal agricultumgster August 14 when previous minister
Chuck Strahl was moved to the Indian Affairs andthiern Development portfolio, sat on the
committee through hearings on butter oil importsyld/trade talks and dairy compositional
standards.

On November 22, 2005, he rose with all other MPhéHouse of Commons to suppoilac
Québécoignotion that Canadian negotiators at World TradgaBization talks in Geneva accept
no deal that involved undermining the tariff andftaate quota import protections now
available to supply managed sectors.

So the dairy, poultry and egg sectors expect liti@nge in tone or policy from the new minister.

Of course, the Ritz style and stance only will eggesver the next months as he asserts himself
in helping set Canada’s WTO policy, negotiates \lin provinces over the shape of the next
generation of agriculture policy and stickhandlesviiay through the myriad issues that always
face a national agriculture minister.

That the former grain and ostrich farmer from wessitral Saskatchewan comes into the job with
an understanding of at least the fundamental issnesading how to grow a crop and balance
the farm books, is a bonus.

For the industry, meeting the new agriculture merifas become almost an annual ritual.

In less than four years, Canada has had five dturreuministers, a revolving door that is
unprecedented in the 140-year history of the aliticeidepartment.



In late 2003, Liberal Lyle Vanclief was droppedrfr@abinet by new Prime Minister Paul
Martin. His choice for minister, Bob Speller, wasmptly defeated by voters in southwest
Ontario.

His next pick, Andy Mitchell, suffered the sameipcél fate in 2006. Strahl, a former British
Columbia forestry contractor, was the surprise piskhe first Conservative agriculture minister
in more than 13 years.

Now, it is Ritz’s turn.

At least he won’t have Strahl’s initial problemtofing for a second time to make a first
impression.

When Strahl, Ritz and the rest of the Reform Peatycus arrived in Ottawa in the 1990s, they
were western free traders with a skeptical viewrotectionist supply management.

As the party morphed into the Alliance and themlfiynthe Conservative Party, its leaders began
to change policy on supply management, embraciag & successful system.

Cynics saw it as a political manoeuvre to appealeeded rural votes in Ontario and Quebec.

Strahl proved through 18 months that he and higgowent were prepared to walk the talk, to
support supply management at home and in Geneva.

Ritz inherits that record.
It is unlikely he will tarnish it.

Barry Wilson grew up on a West Quebec farm andspast more than a quarter century
covering agricultural, rural and trade issues onrRPament Hill as National Correspondent for
The Western Producer newspaper.

Don’t skimp on the first meal!

Paul Meldrum
Dairy Supervisor
Macdonald Campus Farm

We have all been told of the importance of gettheg first colostrum into the calf within an

hour or two of birth, but how many of us actuallgge a lot of importance on this? If the calf is
born in the middle of the day, will you take thed to milk the cow by hand and feed the calf or
will you wait until chore time? If you're attendjrto a calving in the middle of the night, will
you head for the house the moment the calf is putilbyou make sure it gets its first meal
before you get some shut-eye?



While we may feel jubilant and somewhat relieveat the have delivered a live calf, the job is
only half done. What we do for that new calf ie thext hour will have a big impact on its
chances of survival, its growth rate and the amotidbctoring and treating we will have to do.

It starts with that first meal. The calf's ability absorb the immunoglobulins from the

colostrum diminishes quickly. Think of it as a widpen door that starts to shut the moment the
calf is born. After two hours, the door is stilbstly open. After 12 hours, it is half shut, se th
benefit of the colostrum is only half of what it wid have been right after calving. After 24
hours, the door is completely shut so any benefihfthe colostrum is purely nutritional—the
opportunity to introduce passive immunity has pdsse

Some calves will be able to suck from the cow safber birth; others will not, for a host of
reasons: a deep udder, a nervous first-calf hefehimsy stupid calf (usually a bull!), and
sometimes you just won't know for sure if the dadid anything to eat.

| like to take two bottles of colostrum from theacabout a half hour after birth (giving the cow
time to lick the calf) and give the calf as muchitwdt two litres as it will drink. If for some
reason it won't suck, | will tube feed the calft the same time, | will snip the navel, leaving
about two inches, and dip it in a mild disinfectaoap (we use Endure 400). For years
producers have been dipping navels in a one pera@gine solution, but while killing bacteria, it
also burns the soft young tissue, and can actpatlyent the navel from closing, leading to a
higher incidence of hernias. If it's a heifer, wal give one half cc of Muse vaccine and one cc
of Vitamin A & D, because calves are deficient @esium and vitamins A,D and E at birth. We
give the same attention to bull calves as we dwetters, (with the exception of the injections
due to withdrawal times before slaughter), becaulsealthy bull calf is money in your pocket.

If for some reason the calf's mouth or navel cante contact with manure during or
immediately after birth, or if it was a difficulirth, | find that 2cc of Excenel gives the calf som
added ammunition to fight off infection. This miaged to be repeated in two days. | will also
do this for bull calves and wait the extra dayobekhipping them to the sale barn. If you're
selling your bull calves directly to a veal growee, or she will appreciate this attention to health
and will often pay a premium for your calves. Igeping every bull calf alive and healthy, you
gain an additional $100 to $200 per calf. Evernyenealf that you don'’t lose is another
opportunity to cull two years down the road, omgrin extra income.

| simply don't like to lose calves, be they bullsheifers. It has always been a source of pride
for me, as it now is for my staff at the collegehtve a zero per cent calf mortality. The extra
time and effort pays financial dividends but thesfaction derived from a job well done is

priceless. Next month, | will discuss how to kéleat calf healthy from the time it is taken from
its mother until weaning, including tips on howget the calf eating grain within the first week.

Paul Meldrum is Dairy Supervisor at McGill Univetygs Macdonald Campus Farm. In the
past, he has run successful dairy operations i l&xttario and New York state, hosted and



produced CJOH TV’s “Valley Farmer,” and has beerafgeon agriculture reports for CBC
Radio Noon in Ottawa.

United front against COOL

The Canadian Cattlemen’s Association and the Candelork Council are united in their
opposition to the country-of-origin labelling (COPproposed by the United States. The two
organizations have formed a coalition known as GemalLivestock Producers Against COOL
(CLiP COOL).

Under COOL, only meat from animals born, raised pratessed in the United States would be
labelled a ‘Product of the USA.” For example, theathof an animal born in Canada and fattened
south of the border would have to be labelled ‘Bobadf Canada and the USA.’” In addition to
pork and beef, COOL also applies to fish, peanntsadl perishable agricultural commodities.
For CliP COOL, this new measure puts up a barodreef exports to the United States, which
were valued at more than $1.8 billion in 2006. irtiended regulations violate the North
American Free Trade Agreement, as well as Worldl@@rganization obligations, says the
coalition.

“The problem is that access for live animals to.$l8ughter facilities will be impaired if those
facilities do not want to incur the burden of traxckwhich product satisfies which origin label.
So even though Canadian meat might do well with da8sumers, Canadian livestock
producers will face lower prices for their animaltates Hugh Lynch-Staunton, president of the
CCA. The coalition is calling on the Canadian goweent to intervene.

COOL was first mentioned in the 2062rm Bill. In January 2004, the U.S. president delayed its
implementation until September 30, 2006. Then, avénber 2005, George W. Bush pushed
back the schedule to September 30, 2008. On JurZ003, the United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) reopened the comment periodd@0rdays, until August 20, 2007.

Our U.S. neighbours have mixed reactions to thearmof COOL. The American Meat Institute

is opposed to it, in particular because of the duceatic red tape it will cause. The reaction of
stockbreeders is divided. Many dread the added gesterated by COOL. Others see it as a way
to limit Canadian meat exports. According to thengas Livestock Association, less than ten per
cent of the beef sold at retail comes from outtigeUnited States. The vast majority of imports
are destined for restaurants, which are not affielsyeCOOL.

Julie Mercier
LTCN 2007-08-16



Feeder calves: specialized auctions have begun

This year’s round of specialized auctions for feezdves began on August 24, with Saint-
Isidore hosting the first sale.

The 2007-2008 season of the special auction civallitnclude 65 sales, spread over a period
from the end of August until May 2008. This yede feeder calf marketing committee will
continue to emphasize vaccinations. “We want tardisish ourselves from our western
competitors,” explains Alain Juneau, the commifiessident. “As of January 1, we are changing
the vaccination protocol, in order to increaseitheunity level of the calves.”

The new protocol will be accompanied by increasearfigations at the auctions. Consequently,
blood tests will be taken at random, in order teuga that the vaccinations are being done
properly. “We also want to increase the numberabfes that have been weaned for at least 45
days,” added Juneau. TRédération des producteurs de bovins du Quédizes; in fact,

published a guide on the preconditioning and bamkgding of feeder calves, in order to help
producers get started. The 15-page document wiistebuted free of charge.

This year, producers whose calves meet certaierierifweaned for at least 45 days, dehorned,
dewormed, unbred heifers, declared date of birih)o& invited to complete a Feeder Calf
Promotion Form. “We hope to reach a critical massdll these calves at the same time,”
declared Juneau.

Review of 2006-2007

In 2006-2007, the number of feeder calves soltiénspecial auction circuit dropped by almost
ten per cent, reaching a total of about 71,000 h&sador prices, castrated males in the 500-600
pound category went for $1.28/lb compared to $1b18f the 700-800 pound calves. For female
calves, the average price was $1.12/Ib and $1.@drlthe 500-600 pound and the 700-800
pound calves respectively. “Last week, on our Allbeeference market, 16,000 feeder calves
were sold at about 10 to 12 cents per pound lessl#st year,” disclosed Juneau. According to
him, the specialized auctions are a very good wayfoducers to get higher prices. “For good
calves, prices are five to ten cents per pounddritian the average price during the week,” he
calculated. “With a sales commission of $12.75qadf; producers tell us that selling at the
auctions is too expensive. However, it only takes tents more per pound to pay for the
commission. Also, another advantage that produnfées forget about is the guaranteed
payment,” Juneau remarked.

His committee is continuing to work on a projecsapervised direct sales between cow-calf
producers and feedlot operators. Since January, 200@st 3,000 calves in the Saguenay-Lac-
Saint-Jean region have been sold in this mannen t®jective is that both the buyer and seller



can get something out of it. Our role is somethikg a referee,” Juneau explained. This year,
the project is scheduled to expand to include thiildi and the Outaouais regions.

Julie Mercier
LTCN 2007-08-23

Public conference on food sovereignty

“We don’t want to oppose [the proposals currentlytioe table at the World Trade Organization]
just for the sake of opposing them. We want to ssgg different model, which would allow
farmers to feed their population first,” said MdrGgoleau, spokesperson fGoalition GO5and
president of thé&édération des producteurs de lait du Quélsa press conference announcing
the Quebec Conference on Food Sovereigiitye event includes a public conference in
Montreal on September 6, 2007, in conjunction g hearings of the Commission on the
Future of Quebec Agriculture and Agri-food.

Groleau was accompanied by Frédéric Paré feogmiterreand Ghyslain Cloutier frorha Coop
fédérée The three organizations hope that citizens vattidime involved in the food sovereignty
debate. Food sovereignty is a concept that enablastries to give priority to local agricultural
production in order to feed their populations.

The three organizations acknowledge that this axénwuery different from the one proposed by
the WTO, which, according to Groleau, does not esklthe issue of the general impoverishment
of farmers worldwide. “It's not easy to put a numba the losses incurred by farmers, but it's
clear that globalization places enormous pressagoducers by focusing on the price of
products,” he explained. To achieve food sovergigmvernment authorities would first need to
exercise greater control over imports. Local pradumcshould be promoted through an
identification of origin policy for food and ingreshts that encourages people to buy locally, in
short, a policy focused on feeding people, notdrad

For Equiterrg its involvement in the event is a logical resaflthe actions the organization has
taken over the past ten yearBqtiiterrebelieves in food sovereignty, and we hope to nizbil
citizens on this fundamental issue,” added Par®, iwlhe coordinator diquiterrés Ecological
Agriculture Program.

Union paysannéas already indicated, via press release, tlatis not intend to participate in
the Rendez-voyslespite its support for the concept of food sengnty. It rejects the idea of
associating supply management with this concegtingt that the UPA is confusing the issue by
giving the impression that food sovereignty depesrdsupply management.

Richelle Fortin
LTCN 2007-08-16



Harper won’t budge on supply management

An aggressive defence of supply management by Rtimster Stephen Harper and an
announcement of a trilateral management plan agam®@n influenza constituted the two main
points concerning agriculture that came out of Narth-American Leaders Summit, held in
Montebello on August 20-21, 2007.

Supply management is being defended at the hidgnesdtin Canada, followinga Presse’s
discovery of Prime Minister Harper’s alleged temfaartrum with top American civil servants.
Officials tried to slip a few extra paragraphs, gfhivould have weakened the Canadian position
on supply management, into the first draft of tlesing remarks at the end of the meeting
between Mr. Harper and the presidents of the Uriitiades, George W. Bush and Mexico, Felipe
Calderon. The U.S. finally complied with Mr. Harfgeinsistence and removed the text.

A high Canadian official revealed k@ Pressehat their American counterparts “applied a lot of
pressure that could have weakened the Canadiatomosh supply management. But Mr.
Harper did not appreciate the gesture. The postfdhe Government of Canada on supply
management is clear. We are supporting it firmlg ese will continue to support it.”

Mark Quilan, the press secretary for the Secrat@State for Agriculture, Christian Paradis,
would not comment on thea Pressarticle. However, he did add that it confirmed thet that
“Prime Minister Harper has always shown very chgatirough his words and his actions, he is
committed to defend supply management, both in @aaad abroad, in keeping with his
election promisea and with a unanimous motion éHlouse of Commons.”

Bird flu

The North-American leaders also took the opporyuiaitpublicly announce the “North-
American plan against avian flu and the influenaagemic. “This plan describes the manner in
which Canada, the United States and Mexico willkmogether in the fight against the avian flu
and the human flu pandemic in North America. Inegywt completes the three countries’
national emergency response plans.

“The highly-infectious H5N1 virus, which has beeeimtified in 59 countries, has not yet
reached North America,” the plan reads, “but CanddaUnited States and Mexico must
prepare for the eventuality that this virus—or &eotone just as contagious—could one day
reach our shores.” The plan provides for an integrapproach on matters concerning
communications, the prevention of an avian flu cedlkk and its transmission to humans,
interventions in times of emergency in order toimize the number of dead and the disruption
to economic activities, border surveillance, ad asglfor the return to normal life. The three
countries also created a trilateral coordinatiayaarzation to monitor the follow-up on these
commitments, with a deadline set for December 2009.



“The plan allows the three countries to definezbees that contain the infected areas, thus
permitting the other regions to continue theiringtional trade,” explained Francois Caya, a
veterinarian with the Canadian Food Inspection AggiCFIA), the country’s ultimate authority
on matters concerning exotic animal disease managierfThere is not yet an official trilateral
agreement with regard to the sharing of avian #ocines, as is the case for foot-and-mouth
disease,” Caya added, although he is convincedXthaada could count on its partners if its
inventory of 10 million doses against the H5 anddttdins of avian flu were to be insufficient.

Jean-Charles Gagné
LTCN 2007-08-30

EDITORIAL

An outstretched hand

Laurent Pellerin
UPA President

There is a changing of the guard at the head oicAljure and Agri-food Canada: Gerry Ritz,
the Conservative member for Battlefords-LloydmingteSaskatchewan, has succeeded Chuck
Strahl who held the reins of the department dutiiregpast year and a half.

Representing a rural riding along the Alberta borthee new minister was himself a farmer, a
grain producer to be exact. He comes to the cahbiitet having served as president of the
Standing Committee on Agriculture and Agri-food X}, which means he is already up to
speed on the needs of the agricultural sectorhEurtore, his predecessor paved the way for him
through several important accomplishments, duripgréod where expectations were extremely
high. Chuck Strahl did, in fact, succeed in esgdidtig a closer relationship and understanding of
the concerns of the country’s major agriculturgasizations. At the WTO, Strahl spoke up
about American subsidies, undertook to defend titleingredients issue and stood up in favour
of supply management. He also started to fix thesnethe CAIS program by introducing an
element of individual risk management and addipgaciple of flexibility in the Agricultural
Policy Framework.

Gerry Ritz, however, will have to change the coudasen in the Canadian Wheat Board (CWB)
file. It is unbelievable how the government so biuinly tried to take away the rights producers
have to group together in order to balance the atddkces and re-establish a level playing field.
It is even more abnormal in the context of a gdird decline in farm revenues! Who are they
trying to please by acting this way? The large mattonals that are more and more present in
the West? The Americans, who take pot shots aEW®& every chance they can get? To
undermine the Wheat Board is to call into questienfoundation of our collective marketing



itself. It is inadmissible! In fact, the Federal@brecently disallowed the process on legal
grounds.

In the same vein, Mr. Ritz would be well advisedhimk carefully about “the differences in
perception that exist between farmers and civitaets regarding the future of agriculture in
Canada,” as stated recently by the committee thatrésided over. He must act on the issues
that the country’s agricultural organizations haeen demanding: a new Agricultural Policy
Framework, which would create a predictable fufardarmers, similar to the American Farm
Bill; a Canada that is more proactive in the WT@at&tions, capable of gaining acceptance for
its interests, notably on supply management asdhgber one priority; and a good clean-up in
the jumble of current regulations regarding thentdeeation of products. Well, all of these
among other things, of course...

Must we remind him also that time is of the ess@ridee most recent data from Statistics
Canada again confirms that farm debt continuesdease in Canada, while it continues to
decrease for our neighbours to the South. One tkingrtain; this is not the time for
consultations, but rather for a vigorous farm potw reverse this tendency. If he can speak out
for our demands, Mr. Ritz will find us to be stropartners. As was stated by the SCAA, the best
way that “the new agriculture and agri-food policgmework can put farmers and farm
production in the forefront” is to accept the hanat the country’s agricultural organizations are
stretching out.

LTCN 2007-08-23

NAFTA: reducing trade obstacles for pork

More than ever, trade has become a major issuédnadian pork producers, who are struggling
with production and slaughter problems, due primaoi the rise of the Canadian dollar, which
has weakened their position on export markets.

Producers welcomed promises made by trade ministéhe United States, Canada and Mexico
to reduce some of the obstacles that are hampleusigess opportunities for the pork industry,
as announced at the"1ghinisterial meeting of the NAFTA free-trade comsiis on August 14

in Vancouver.

“Pork producers are pleased that pork is amondptinepriorities targeted for improving trade
conditions,” declared Jean-Guy Vincenlt® Zice-president of the Canadian Pork Council, on
August 17. According to Vincent, the issues aresaterable for the Canadian pork industry,
where exports attained 2.5 billion dollars in 200@specially since the planned COOL (country
of origin labelling) program for American labelsutd have an enormous impact on Canadian

Y In a report tabled in the House of Commons lasehy the Standing Committee on Agriculture andiAgpd,
after conducting consultations across the country.



exports, he added. Supermarket chains and foo@gsocs could decide to stop buying
Canadian pork in order to avoid the supplementasyscand headaches of the COOL program.
Furthermore, Canada does not have the necessaghstaing infrastructure to process the 8.7
million head that are exported annually to the U.S.

Obstacles

First of all, the trade ministers would like to &vsituations where a whole country could be
forbidden to export pork due to an animal diseatealed in one region, explained Vincent. To
this end, they plan to initiate a regional stratdgat would allow any negative impacts to be
limited to a particular zone or region. Accordimglacques Pomerleau, the director-general of
Canada Pork International, “this is an importamgiple that will have beneficial effects, not
only for NAFTA trade, but also for about 130 otleeuntries that import Canadian pork.”

The commitment of the three countries to put inee@ harmonized national programs for the
traceability of animals constitutes another positiveasure. “This will not only permit the rapid
tracking of animals and meat products in casesnargency, but will also promote increased
consumer confidence concerning product safety,haakedged Vincent.

In addition, similar guidelines concerning veterinmedicines that can be administered to swine
will allow the elimination of costly border contsodnd will avoid penalizing producers of both
countries, Vincent confirmed. “Since we are sellamgthe same markets, Canadian producers
must be subjected to the same standards if thetp aegnain competitive,” he added. For
example, American producers can use the medic@awhodox, which is prohibited in Canada
and must be replaced by more expensive produetelili weakening the competitive position

of producers here. Vincent did emphasize thatgusimilar regulations must result in
diminishing the Canadian standards. One thingrisite however, Canada must reduce the
unnecessary delays in approving new veterinary caéidns.

Vincent is pleased with the promises made by theetministers to adopt a common definition
of the term “dumping,” in order to avoid eventuade disputes. “We must determine which
criteria (price on the domestic market or pricetmmexport market) will be used to justify the
necessity to initiate anti-dumping measures,” hiethoOtherwise, Canada will again be wrongly
accused of dumping, because it sells its pork bét@acurrent American market price, although
this selling price is higher than the price on @snadian market.

Jean-Charles Gagné
LTCN 2007-08-23

Recycling farm plastics is catching on

Between March and June of this year, a group ofieb0 farmers in thIRC du Val-



Saint-Francoisof theEstrie region recuperated no less than six tons of glasted to wrap their
big-bale silage. Instead of ending up in landiiis, the plastic will be recycled for the
production of new plastic products.

“It's a good start,” exclaimed Michel Brien, presitt of the local UPA syndicate in Valcourt,
and also a dairy producer. He hopes to convince ofdbe 250 farmers in his region to
participate in the pilot project conducted joinbly theSocieté de Gestion des Matieres
Résiduelles du Val-Saint-FrancptheFédération de I'UPA-Estriand its local syndicates.
During the period of August 23-25, producers wgaan be able to bring their plastic to three
collection points in Richmond, Windsor and Valcourt

“It is really quite simple,” explained Brien. “Wdl @arry knives or exactos in our pockets to
open the silage bales. All you have to do is cutloe small strip of soiled plastic that touches
the ground and the rest is in good condition. Tiperator of the recycling plant was pleasantly
surprised with the quality.”

In fact, the cleanliness of the plastic was themadiistacle to deal with in convincing this
Sherbrooke recyclerGestion Ressources Richeteparticipate. The promoters must now meet
to discuss the next steps to take in the projdetyTare looking at the possibility of holding
collection days once each season or perhaps tolisbtdeposit sites that would group several
farms.

“The timing was right, and by doing it in partnegsht was a win-win situation,” declared

Martin Lemieux, the environment manager for 8oxieté de Gestiohle also added that the
continuing increase in the use of plastic bale wraies the effort of doing a selective collection
worthwhile. TheMRC du Val-Saint-Francoialso sees the recuperation of farm-source plastics
as a positive step, since they are still a long fkay attaining their objective of recycling 60 per
cent of their waste materials by 2008.

Yves Coutu, a farmer from Saint-Francois and itoti@f the project, recalls that producers have
been asking for the recycling of farm plasticsddong time. Furthermore, he is convinced that
big bale silage will remain part of the landscaperhany years to come. At an affordable cost,
big-bale silage still constitutes an excellent optivhen faced with the whims of our weather. In
his case, he uses big square bales, so he ontg halsthe bale over and clean the plastic with a
pressure washer.

“With everything that is happening to our enviromnédike blue-green algae for example, when
you look at a bag of garbage, you ask yourself whatbe recycled. Farmers want to do their
part as well,” he concluded.

The potential for recycling is significant. It istenated that the 250 producers of the region use
nearly 40 tons of plastic each year. The pilotgrbgeems to be generating interest. Since the
media coverage on the project last week Sbeieté de Gestidmas received several calls from
other regions of Quebec. It should also be mentighat the producers from Compton in the
Townships are also participating in a recyclingj@ct

Pierre-Yvon Bégin
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Secret negotiations for milk ingredients

Negotiations to limit the importation of subsidizeilk protein concentrates into Canada are
proceeding under a cloak of secrecy. So much dacinthat the newspapka Terre de Chez
Nouscould not even obtain the list of exporting coig#ithat had officially registered their
grievances with Canada during the legal notificaperiod. This period extended from April 18,
2007 to July 18, 2007.

The only thing certain is that the main exportdrmdk protein concentrates to Canada are the
European Union, Switzerland, New Zealand, Austraifid the United States. Also, the recourse
to use GATT article 28, announced in February 200e Conservative government, will not
apply to the U.S. because of the North Americare Himde Agreement (NAFTA).

Article 28 allows a country to increase its tardiisd to establish new tariff quotas to limit
imports, as long as it compensates the exportinglee countries of the World Trade
Organization (WTO). The previous federal ministeagriculture, Chuck Strahl, had stated in
February 2007 that Canada would offer quotas, edgm to the average of the last three years,
along with ten per cent compensation to the exparte

The exclusion of the U.S. from the impacts of #&t@8 was probably of little importance a few
years ago. However, the partnership concluded @2 2@tween the Dairy Farmers of America
and the New-Zealand cooperative Fonterra, whicle gee to DairiConcepts, L.P., could
certainly change the picture. “Until now, the presiag plant located in Portales, New Mexico
has been producing 70 per cent milk protein comaésg,” affirmed Brian Kipping, executive
director of Fonterra in Canada. “These productsal@ mostly on the American market, but the
plant also supplies some Canadian buyers. Milkgimasolates, which have a concentration of
85 per cent, come directly from New Zealand. Thedbes plant has the equipment to make
isolates, but no decision has yet been made t@do s

Jean-Charles Gagné
LTCN 2007-08-23

Panel rulings will be binding on internal trade

Canada’s provincial premiers want to strengthenekiim trade, which is close $300 billion
annually. At their August 10 meeting in Moncton vNBrunswick, Canada’s premiers agreed
that provincial governments would be fined up tadilion if they did not respect the decisions
of the panels created under the Agreement on lattdmade (AIT). They mandated the trade
ministers from each province to establish, by Ddo@n2007, mechanisms for ensuring that the
decisions of AIT panels would be respected.



On August 1, 2007, a coalition of Canadian busigesaps demanded that provincial
governments be required to fully comply with the@arulings. “Quebec’s non-compliance with
the panel finding that its measures restrictingsle of coloured margarine in Quebec are a
barrier to trade and should be repealed is justesaenple of the AIT dispute resolution
mechanism’s ineffectiveness,” stated Sean McPhesident of Vegetable Oil Industry of
Canada. Coalition members also include The Canddlmmber of Commerce, the Canadian
Council of Chief Executives, Canadian ManufactuéiExporters, the Canadian Petroleum
Products Institute and the Canadian RestauranFaadservices Association.

Margarine

“What's new is that the premiers set a deadlinB@tember 2007 for establishing an effective
dispute resolution mechanism and for rewritingAi€ agriculture chapter,” notes Marc
Lalancette, interim press agent for Quebec Ministekgriculture Laurent Lessard. “We can'’t
assume that the new rules for dispute resolutidireyply to previous decisions, such as the one
on coloured margarine,” he adds, “What is certaithat Quebec defended its coloured
margarine regulation before the Supreme Court, kvbjgheld it after the AIT panel’s decision.
The government will defend Quebec’s interests, eer necessary.”

For their part, the agriculture ministers will haeerewrite the AIT agriculture and food goods
chapter. “Quebec is satisfied that rewriting th& Agriculture chapter will serve in particular to
guarantee that the agreement and its mechanismgtdoterfere with Canadian supply
management systems,” says Lalancette. In Mondbenpitemiers adopted a plan to make AIT
stronger and more effective. The plan touches lbodamobility, dispute resolution, energy,
agriculture and reconciliation of regulations.

Jean-Charles Gagné
LTCN 2007-08-16

Tag readers—and getting rid of paperwork!

Sylvie Boutin
Information officer
Agri-Tragabilité Québec

Perhaps you are a beef farmer and you need tata&mplete inventory of your cattle. Or you
may be a sheep producer who must do numerous wegigind you own an electronic scale.
ATQ can suggest various modelstad readersthat will enable you to read your animals’
electronic ear tags. These readers can store lisdféag numbers, which can then be
transferred directly into your computer forms oytur management software. In addition to
eliminating paper, this procedure can also saveaylmt of time!



Would you like to try one of these tag readers feefoaking your choice to buy one? Contact us
for information on our tag reader loan programdanonth, which is available for the low cost
of $25 (this fee covers the cost of shipping anmttiag).

Free software

In order to make your traceability reports eassa,recommend that you use finee software
available on our website at www.agri-tracabilitecge which will permit you to complete the
forms directly on the computer and send the reslilestly to ATQ with a simple click of the
mouse. This software is compatible with most taglezs and allows you to save all your data on
your computer. Do away with paperwork!

This software also has some new features of p#aticuterest to sheep producers, including real
time readings that allow direct recordings of adimeights and the use &luetooth(wireless)
technology.

ATQ Direct

You may also make your reports VBAQ Direct, which allows you to access your ATQ file
over the internet. In this way, you can consultnjfile whenever you wish and make any
necessary updates—and you don’t need a high-speerbction to do it. All you need is a
password that you can obtain by phoning the ATQaruner service department at 1-866-270-
4319.

Happy Traceability!

Important message to cow-calf producers

This is a reminder that you only have until Novendlde 2007 to update your ATQ file, in orde
to be ready to make your January 2008 declaratibimgurable animals to thEinanciéere
agricole du Québec.

=

Do you need an electronic tag reader in order to ecoplete your herd inventory? Contact
us!

Information — ATQ: 1-866-270-4319




Sweet pearl millet for ethanoland fodder

Marc F. Clément, agronome

MAPAQ
Outaouais sector

Since it was first cultivated in 1997, pearl milkets constantly amazed us. A strain that produces
highly sweet sap now heralds a significant changarming methods in the sandy soils of
Quebec, as it provides not only fodder but alsambh It's like having your cake and eating it,
too!

Introduced in the late 1990s by AERC Inc., foddeanbmillet is known for its ability to reduce
lesion nematodePfatylenchus penetrahpopulations and adapt to light and acidic soks |
potato soils. Fodder pearl millet occupies apprataty 1,500 hectares in Quebec and

2,650 hectares in Eastern Canada; it is primasgduas green manure and also provides a
backup fodder supply. The potential yield is eighten tonnes per hectare (t/ha) for a base
consisting of 100 per cent dry matter. Given thesrpmillet provides no direct income as a
rotation crop, many potato producers still choggeand oats, even though these grains offer no
protection against the lesion nematode—differeminfthe golden nematode discovered recently
in Quebec.

Introduced in the early 2000s, grain pearl millas lan estimated seed yield of 2.5 t/ha. It could
be sold on both human and feed grade food markegsldition, since the grain is rich in omega-
3 fatty acids, poultry and hog producers are vetgrested in the animal nutrition testing
underway in Guelph, Ontario, and Macdonald CollegQuebec. Grain pearl millet cultivars
provide the same nematicidal properties with ressfecrop rotation as fodder pearl millet.
However, this plant suffers from competition witinaial grasses, as it is short and allows light
to penetrate down to the ground. For this reaserhitide is needed for the plant to grow.
Despite this major difficulty, grain pearl millet cultivated on some 60 hectares in Eastern
Canada, including 20 hectares in Quebec. On Mascht fhe Canadian Minor Use Pesticide
Priority Setting Workshop organized by Agricultuned Agri-Food Canada’s Pest Management
Centre, this problem (lack of a graminicide) waes#n from a long list of registration
applications. Work begun three years agdviigistere de I’Agriculture, des Pécheries et de
I’Alimentation (MAPAQ) andCentre de recherche et de développement technolegigricole

de I'Outaouais{CREDETAO) will continue with a view to securingagninicide registration.

More recently, new data has shown that selectedeioplearl millet produces highly sweet sap,
consisting of over 20 per cent sugar. This sapccbalused for ethanol production, while the
fodder itself could be used to feed cattle. Ethgmotiuction using this plant is akin to
production from sugarcane, with one major diffeeerance pressed, foliage and stems can be
used as fodder. CREDETAO and MAPAQ are workingtos project in the Outaouais region
by calling on area producers and community orgdiozs to help finalize the financing package
required to carry out scientific research. Accogdio preliminary studies conducted in the



Outaouais, sweet pearl millet could produce 6 th& of fodder (100 per cent dry matter base)
of equivalent quality to grass silage, as wellasr@,000 litres of ethanol.

There are many benefits for the Outaouais regiearlfnillet cultivation would double the
fodder yield of sandy and acidic soils, and streagtcattle production in the area. Additional
revenue from sap sales would increase and divettsfyncome of farmers. Although pearl
millet is an annual crop, it is grown in narrow ®and yields a significant amount of stable
humus. While the objective is not to do away wigngmnial crops in favor of an annual crop,
increased crop rotation in the Outaouais wouldigkIy beneficial.

The area currently occupied by all forms of peatletrepresents only a tiny portion of what
Quebec and Eastern Canada farmland could becotaens of crop rotation. With its
considerable adaptability to sandy and acidic sagsvell as excessive drainage, pearl millet
could be the key crop for all rotations across madd of thousands of hectares.

For more information contact Marc F. Clément, Agoamist, Large Scale Farming and
Agroenvironmental Consultant, MAPAQ, Outaouais &etel. 819-986-8544, ext. 225

Resilience
or the capacity to do well in life despite difficultconditions

Vincent McConnell, agronome
Farm succession and environmental advisor
MAPAQ, Outaouais sector

During a recent year-long work exchange programriigpated in between Agriculture and
Agrifood Canada (AAC) and thdinistére de I'’Agriculture, des Pécheries et ddil#entation
du Quéebe€¢MAPAQ), | had the opportunity to see first-handahthings happen in the other
Canadian provinces. As | am particularly interestefamily farm succession and the
establishment of young farmers in agriculture, s\&hle to observe some of the major
difficulties that the younger generation must owvene in order to establish themselves on the
farm, even when their families have made significatrifices on their behalf. But in spite of
this, | also saw many success stories among them.

One of the highlights of my experience with AAC whae honour of participating as a judge for
Canada’s Outstanding Young Farmer National RecmgniEvent, which was held in Saskatoon
in December 2006. There, | met young farmers whieewaeabelievably positive, along with

about 200 other guests, most of them former ppditds themselves, who meet every year at the
event. They come to discuss and share their idsasgll as to have a good time together. Here
is what the winners of the 2006 competition, Clopst and Erika Weder of Rycroft , Alberta had
to say about it:



“Contrary to what many people think, there are smynpossibilities in agriculture. Producers
must keep an open mind, try to build alliances laank a long-term vision for their business. We
are convinced of the immense potential for youngppein agriculture and hope that our
example will encourage others.”

The eight finalists who won in their respectivepnees or territories this year are indeed
examples to follow. I invite you to visit the weteshttp://www.oyfcanada.com to learn more
about this competition.

| also attended a conference where an economistthieCoop fédéréelescribed, in his

opinion, how agriculture in Canada is headed towartbrick wall,” due mainly to the rapid
development of countries like Brazil, Russia, India China. The competition that these
countries will bring to the market place will béense. Another participant added that not only
are we driving towards a brick wall, but there wailbo be a fight to see who will be driving the
vehicle! Perhaps not the smartest thing to do! H@ran their conclusion, they presented the
gualities that young farmers must have in ordesuicceed in agriculture. Most of all, the ability
to adapt rapidly, to have resilience and to mamgasense of hope. Not surprisingly, these same
gualities were apparent in the group of participdat Canada’s Outstanding Young Farmer
National Recognition Event.

Adaptation, that which governs our survivalCharles Darwin)

Many of these young farmers try new technologi¢slligently, while continuing to conserve the
best of the traditional techniques. For instanftey aecognizing the low profit margin associated
with the sale of their new products, some took# step further to produce value-added
products, sometimes joining with other farmersthe marketing aspect or for direct sales to
consumers, in spite of the challenges that thengfioses. Others took a new look at their
management practices in order to squeeze maximafitsgirom their traditional productions.

Resilience: What doesn’t kill you makes you strond&tefan Vanistendael)

Some of them are not on their first attempt, buémwthey try something new, they are smart
enough to not risk everything. They learn from tleerors and do not repeat them. They go and
get their information from the source (find the toesd learn from them!). They have also
learned that when they venture out into this coitipetworld, it is often better to associate with
partners who will not end up working against thewen if that means finding them in another
province or in another country.

Hope: the hopeful person sees success where otbeesfailure, sunshine where others see
shadows and stormg0.S. Marden)

Paradoxically, during the BSE crisis, some beetipoers saw their profits increase. They had
the ability to separate themselves from the packaeate a recognizable trademark, like ECO
beef (which stands for ecological and economiedhich is produced as naturally as possible,
following specific guidelines and which proved ® frofitable by adhering to certain
‘fundamental values.” These producers take the tov@mnvince consumers, by some non-



traditional means, of the right to receive a faice for their work and to be able to make a
decent living from farming. These farmers oftenj@cba certain exuberance toward life and a
remarkable inner strength!

Canada’s Outstanding Young Farmer competition allssved me to meet many people who,
having gone through difficult times, were able toegge all the stronger for it. A good number
of them were stimulated by ideas that could justassly be applied here in our own region.
Often, they benefited from relationships that theijt with entrepreneurs and business leaders in
other sectors than their own. They were also recept ideas from members of their families
and from their partners. Understanding and respgthie objectives or goals of others, and
genuinely helping each other to attain them, caateran excellent atmosphere between family
members and partners. By relying on a sense afasttly and mutual support, these young
farmers succeeded in making their projects a kedlltis new generation of entrepreneurs have
also developed their ability to adapt, as wellhasrtresilience and their solid confidence in the
future.

| am now convinced, more than ever, that it is mdegor young farmers to establish themselves
in agriculture and to fulfill their dreams.



