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Dear PALS member: 

Enclosed is a copy of PALS' policy statement "SUPPORT FOR FAPJliERS'•. 
Copies have been widely distributed to Niagara area provincial 

candidates, Ontario press and radio stations, farm journals and 

agr~cultural organizations, represeDtatives of interested organizations . 

federal and provincial politicians, interested citizens, and to 
PALS members. 

A note to those ·who may be asked questions about the policy:-

1. 0~ page 8, although Canadian Canners is the only major ca~ery 

in operation, there are others, such as Gerber Baby Foods and 
Culverhouse Canning Foods Inc., in operation for Niagara :fruit, 
and Bright Canning Co., E.D. Smith & So.ns, Biggars Frosted Foods, 

Cherry Hill Can...YJ.ers and Jordan Frozen Foods are cherry processors 

for Niagara cherries. Arkell Foods Ltd. at Grimsby processed Kieffer 
pears in 1976 and would like to be in fruit processing if economics 
perm.it. 

2.: Pa,ge 8 - misprint in Financial Post article. Henry Powells should 
read Henry Pauls. 

J. Page 4 - "r•lichigan" cherries should, we think, be just "U.S.A. 

cherries''. 

For more copies, or for further information, please write to 
John Bacher, Correspondence Secretary, PALS, 134 Church Street, 

St. Catharines, or on any questions, call Gracia Janes, Chairman 1 

PALS Farm Co~mittee ( 682-2150 ) or Les High ( 562-7200). 

If food lands are to be preserved for agriculture, then support 

fo~ the agricul~ural industry is vital. These points can be brought 

to the attention of your provincial and federal representatives. 

: 

Sincerely, 
')- -./t~ ~/.-,~ ,. /./~ ~ /, , / , ;,.v-'--r.--;Lv 4-

~ohn Bacher, 

Correspondence Secretary, 
PALS, ·134 Church St., 
St. Catharines , Ontario. 



Pre~ervation of Agricultural 
Lands 0ociety , 
6T.CATiiAQINE6, ONTAQIO 

SUPPORT FOR FARMERS 

Ontari t~ farmers, through agricultural organizations, have 

stated some needs, urgent and essential, if agriculture is to 
have a healthy and confident future in the province. 

PALS representatives have met with some members of these 
farm organizations, and have drafted a statement of policy 
endorsed by PALS that gives support to some of these needs. 

Through publicity, pressure on our politicians and by 
bringing these concerns to non-farmers, PALS hopes to assist 
farmers and agricultural organizations. 

PALS is a focus for people concerned about the preservation 
of good agricultural lands in Niagara and Ontario. Our membership 
includes farmers and non-farmers. 

Our position on the need to preserve good agricultural land 
for farming is known. We are often asked, "but what will you do 
to help the farmer?" This is part of our answer. 



OBJECTIVES 
as stated in the PALS Constitution, include: 

1. To seek the preservation of valuable farm areas from 

non-agricultural expansion and development forever. 
2. To foster development and support of federal, provincial 

and local policy which will provide a secure financial 
future for farming. 

AGRICULTURAL 
SUPPORT POLICY 
1. Reassessment of tariffs 
It is imperative that Canada negotiate a re-arrangement of tariffs 
for processed and fresh fruit and vegetables --- providing for the 
implimentation of ad valorem duties combined with specific rates 
where necessary equal to those of our major trading partners, to 
replace the use of specific rates of duty alone which have been 
in effect since the early 1930's. 

PALS supports the Ontario Fruit & Vegetable Growers' Association, 

Ontario Greenhouse Vegetable Producers' Marketing Board, Ontario 
Vegetable Growers' Marketing Board, Ontario Tender Fruit Growers' 
Marketing Board, related marketing boards, the Ontario Food 
Processors' Association and Flowers Canada, in their request for 
a new tariff system for processed fruits and vegetables. 
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Reassessment of tariffs - ~? 

"We hope the tomato indus
try does not go the way. of the 
fruit industry," said Mr. Paw- . 
lowski, wbo is . ·president of 
·tile Ontatio Food _processo~s-
Association, , - · - -

Imports of canned tomatoes 
from low-wage countries, in
cluding Taiwan, Bulgaria and 
Israel, have increased dra
matically. In 1972, 300;000 
pounds were imported into 
Canada; in 1975, 23 mlllion 
pounds were !Jnported. 
Mr~ · Pawlowski said con

sumers were not benefiting 
from the lower priced im
ported tomatoes because mid- · 
dlemen were. taking larger 
pr_ofits. ' 

Globe. 4. Ma.il, Ma.rch :l'f. /77 

The problem came to a head recently over the 
importation of tomatoes from low-wage counu:ies. 
Canada's imports had increased to 23 million 
pounds in 1975 vs 300,000 pounds in 1972. Though 
the tomato suuation may have been resolved by the 
federal government's surtax of 3¢ a pound on 
tomatoes from Taiwan, all fruit and vegetable 
categories ·except raspberries show an increase in 
imports. 

Fino.ncio.l Post, A~r:l 2-?J/77 

rtrTAWA (CP) - A f~-
. f!!ar stu~by t~ ~~~tal' 'I'~-'. 
ift Board, ' i'ecomJ:D~' 
higher· ~ rates of .'Fo- , 
tection for the country's 135,· 
000 fresh frUit and ;v~ge~ble 
farmers; baS . been presented 
to the COmmons. · 

It proposed increased spe
cific duties on some commodi
ties as well as a surtax mech
anism that would be automat· 
lcally started when prices of 
seasonal imports dropped be
low a .pre-determin~d level. 

The bolml .said it is mainly 
.concerned with 1 'th~ cl>mpeti
tlve position of C2~adian 

. @«)Wets vetsilS those In the 
Vbited ··~tate$, who supplied 93 
per cent of Canada's·fmports 
of fresh vegetables and 71 per 
cent of its imports of fresh 
~ts in '75." . 

The Tariff Board recent-
, mended the abolition of all 

off-se¥On duties on fresh 
fruits 'and yegetables, a ~ove 
that could! lead to lower pnces 
for cciosumers during the win
ter months. , 

Globe~ Mc:UI, A~ril ~~ /77 

The example of a case of peaches: 
1971 1975 

Canadians pay 
U.S.A. duty of 

1965 

.90(20%) 1. 28 ( 20%) 1. 60 ( 20%) 
Americans pay 
Canadian duty of .~(14%) .~(9.9%) .~(8%) 

These figures (from a chart prepared by the 
Ontario Food Processors' Association), show 
how our specific rate protection has declined 
in recent years, while an ad valorem rate, 
illustrated here by the U.S. rate of 20%, 
remains constant with inflationary increases. 
Similar figures could be produced for other 
products. The Canadian peach growers costs go 
up and his ability to compete declines. 

. ~~rc:~a:~1e7~~ 
of the peaches consumed in 
'Canad~; now Jhey handle only 

4,7 per cent_. _ 

From a 1975 report of the Economic Council 
Canada, agricultural tariffs are shown in 
comparison to those of other industries in 
Canada: 
Food processing ....••.•.• 19.04% 
Text i 1 e s . . . • • . • . • • • • . • • • . 2 3 . 6 7% 
Knitting mills ..•••••••.. 33.73% 
Furniture & fixtures ..... 20.19% 
Petroleum & coal ......... 44.41% 
Chemicals ................ 10.43% 
BASIC AGRICULTURE ........ 00.52% 

Fresh vegetables: 

U.S. tariff on Canadian imports - 17.5% 
of value 

Canadian tariff on U.S. imports - nil 

Some imports into Canada: 

Guns & rifles - 10%, 20%, 30% (depending 
country of origin) 

Hockey sticks - 5% tariff 
Apples - no tariff to countries w~th 

"favoured nation" status tU.S.) 

on 

of 



2. Promotion of Canadian markets 
PALS is opposed to the practice of importation and promotion of 

foreign foods just prior to and during the harvest of the same 

Canadian products. We suggest a reassessment of present appeal 
procedures, which are often ineffective to meet this problem. 

We suggest revised tariffs so that Canadian producers can compete 

successfully in their own domestic marketplace. 

Responsibility: 
federal government 

Present appeal 
procedures applying 
to "dumping" are 
often inapplicable 
as foreign surpluses 
may not be selling 
at a lower price 
than their domestic 
prices. Temporary 
measures of 
surtaxes and counter
vailing duties · may 
be too slow and 
there is possibility 
of retaliation. 

5% of jobs in Canada 
are directly related 
and at least 40% 
indirectly related 
to agriculture. 

Why? An example: 

In St. Catharines in 1975, Michigan cherries 
were selling at about $1.00/lb. for about 
a week prior to Canadian cherries reaching 
the marketplace. When Canadian cherries got 
to the stores, the ~rice of all cherries 
dropped to 49 cents/lb., consumer interest 
in the first-of-the-season crop had been met, 
and Michigan cherries were still promoted to 
the exclusion of local products. 

. The issue here is not so much that of price 
as it is the loss of markets over the long 
term for local goods and increasing consumer 
dependence on foreign goods. 

Every time a pound of food 
is imported into Canada -
food that could be produced 
here - it affects our economy. 
It · takes jobs away from 
Canadians and sales away 
from the Canadian companies 
that supply_ farmers and the 
Canadian companies that 
process Canadian food. as well 
as the Canadian companies 
that supply our processi ng 
compames. 

Agriculture is an important 
job-creator. In 1974 in Ontario. 
87.000 people were employed 
in !he food and beverage in
dustry - that is. in the food 
processing companies alone. 
Then there are the farmers 
themselves and the retailers. to 
say nothing of the people 
empl?yed in the auxiliary in" 
dustnes of package and label 
companies and transportation, 
as well as the farm input in
~~stries of machinery. fer
tJhzers. and so on. That's a lot 
of johs. The potential i~ there 
for many more jobs. but it's a 
potential· none of our govern
ments see fit to use. 



3. Long- term agricultural commitments 
Agricultural land use designations should be established and 

maintained as permanent. Food and crop production is a serious 

and long-term business and must be so recognized by local, 
regional and provincial governments. Working farms, prime 

agricultural land of unique or Class I, II and III value, and 

necessary buffering areas must be assured of recognition to 

best use, rather than subjected to an insecure future dependent 

on the economics of the marketplace and urban space demands. 

Responsibility: 
provincial, 
regional and 
local with 
federal direction 

Why? Without security for the future, 
the agricultural industry, or farming 
as a way of life, cannot survive in 
those areas close to our major urban 
centres. And it is these areas that 
are, for the most part, our finest 
lands for food production. 
We found concern over the permanence of 
Rural and Agricultural designations was 
frequently expressed by those in the 
agricultural industry with whom we 
talked. A typical remark was: Let the 
politicians recognize us and leave us 
alone to farm. 

The first step in preserving agricultural lands is to 
identify the better agricultural lands of the planning area. 

The Government of Ontario considers the better agri
cultural land to include the four categories outlined below. 
- All lands which have a high capability for the 

production of specialty crops due to special soils or 
climate. 

- All lands where soil classes I, 2, 3 and 4 predominate 
as defined in the Canada Land Inventory. 

- Additional areas where farms exhibit characteristics of 
ongoing viable agriculture. 

- Additional areas where local market conditions ensure 
agricultural viability where it might not exist other
wise. 
Specialty crop areas depend upon special soils or climate 

or a combination of both. The Niagara fruitlands, the 
Holland Marsh, and the Georgian Bay apple area are three 
examples of specialty crop areas. Such areas are of 
particular importance because they are limited in extent 
within the Province, and produce crops which would not be 
otherwise available. 

Sreen P.~, 1'111 
•' Food lAnd. G\.lide.lines '' 
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4. Provincial role 
It is the position of PALS that the province must take the 

initiative in designating areas of valuable a~ricultural land. 
The direction of the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food's 
Green Paper, "Foodland Guidelines", is welcomed and supported 

by PALS, but a major disagreement is that implimentation of the 
Guidelines is left, primarily, to the local municipalities . 
. ;: WELLA~DPOI\T ·- Bo~, 
_ J!;ato~ speci!ll •••~4lnt ta 
Ontario's agnculture'-aad food 
minister . told farmers . his 

, ministry would try to back 
,1irtners up on ~ land use 
; Issue$ that arise. . _ __ . . 

"" 'You say you can.~o that, ~"t 
dQ :you have any teeth to db · 
lUlYthing?" one far~er wanted 
to lmow. r., 
,, i' "ln the futurt' Defore aDI ' 
'agricultural land can .be used 
:_,r other uses, the ~uriicipality 
'flould have to sbOilr; wliy qa ·;e·" Mr. Eaton said, in 

~ . ~ce to the Ministry's 
; · !P ppper on pliltOOJog for 
agrlCulblia. WetloM TriluJI'I£-/77 

Dr. Smith summed up his 
view of the Government: 
"By their deeds shall they be 
known; not by their green 
pajlers." 

Why? Local municipalities do not have 
all the necessary information or 
resources to fully plan for agriculture. 
It is only realistic to recognize that 
the power of the pressure to convert 
farmland to non-farm uses may often be 
more than a local, or even regional, 
council, can withstand politically. 

Responsiblity: 
provincial 

5. Curtailment of non-farrn severances 
The criteria for building permits and severances on good 
agricultural land should relate to the continuation and development 

of an agricultural operation and a farm-supportive environment. 

Responsibility: 
provincial, 
regional, local 
governments, 
land severance 
committees 

Why? Non-farm uses in rural areas are a 
major contributing factor to the loss 
of farmland, having disruptive effects 
far beyond the amount of land actually 
used. There is an inflationary effect on 
land prices. There is disruption to the 
social and political structure of the 
rural area and to the network of agri
cultural support services. Farmers are 
exposed to the hazard of complaints by 
non-farmers for normal and necessary 
farm practices. Long-term agricultural 
commitments are jeopardized. 
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6. Promotion of Canadian foods 
PALS suggests more could be done in this regard. It is not jus t 
a question of government officials drinking more Canadian wine at 

receptions (although public bodies must support Canadian produce), 
as it is a question of continuing to inform and encourage consumers 

to shop for Canadian and local produce. PALS suggests the adoption 
of a maple leaf or trilium, or other symbol, as a means of 

indicating Canadian-grown or Ontario-grown produce. 

Why? We feel Canadian consumers have the 
right to know where their food is coming 
from and to be able to recognize this easily. 

Responsibility: federal, provincial, 
agricultural organizations, general 
public; assistance from consumer groups 

MARCH
ONlMlc> cANNf:O mLJIT 
MONTH, q.-ta.Joli~he.d. b!:J 
On-brio Foc>d C.0()"c:41, lei\du 
Fruit 11\shtvte 4¥'1d T~l\dU 
frVit Grower~,' Marketi"' eJ. 

7. Lower production costs 
PALS suggests that lowered production costs would assist the 

Canadian farmer to compete with foreign imports of surplus foods, 

and assist the consumer, for example: special low-interest 

assistance loans for farm capital investment, equipment and land 

costs (possibly limited to farmers earning 75% or more of their 

income from farming). While depreciation of farm machinery is .now 
new p~ant1ngs of 

recognized, depreciation tax benefits could also be given toAfarm 
stock such as grape vines, fruit trees , perennial crops, etc. 

Why? While some farm costs cannot 
realistically be lowered, farm assistance 
in other areas would help reduce the price 
of the final product. Farming requires 
long-term investments of capital and such 
investments in our capacity to produce food 
in the future should be encouraged. 

Responsibility: 
federal 
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Canadian • process1ng 8. Assistance to 
In Niagara, lack of long-term stability in the markets has led 

to reductions in food processing plants. PALS supports financial 

assistance to farm co-operative processing outlets and to 
Canadian companies interested in starting processing industries, 

or expanding existing ones, in Niagara or other areas. 

In the Niagara 
Region, there is 
only one major 
cannery operating 
at present, and 
that, Canadian 
Canners Ltd. , 
Hamil ton, is a 
subsidiary of 
Del Monte, 
San Francisco. 

· · "Many Nlagafa fami«i . are 
discouraged ,, 

"They could Pow· oillicb rn~ 
food, but ilisufficient markets 
~it poil)tle~~~ ·~them to do 
set.'" 

Proper mcentin!s to the food 
processing segment ~vould en
courage that very tmportant 
part of our economy to build 
the needed new facilities and 
machinery. 

P. .,.o.nn~U~~. "Fa.rm t; Co&>trlf'j" 
Aprn 12./71 

Why? Such assistance would develop a 
farm-supportive rural environment. It 
would help farm sales. If directed also 
to the fresh fruit and vegetable 
industry, financial support could help 
with improved refrigeration and storage 
facilities, enabling riper produce with 
greater appeal to reach the buyer. 

Responsibility: federal, provincial, 
Canada/Ontario Development Corporations 

What is the public doing? Cauadians arc buying 
store brands of the major retailers-which ·often 

, are imported fruits and vegetables. Henry Powells, 
director of marketing development for the food 

( cotincil of Jhe Ontario Ministry of Fo.od & 
Aariculture, says: "The strenath o( the processors 
has been declining and going into the hands o( a 
relatively few retailers." · 

The Canadian food processing industry is 
dominated in dollar terms by American-owned · 
subsidiaries. This foreign ownership may be in part ' 
responsible for what many critics call an "out
moded" tariff system that allows almost unim
peded entry to relatively inexpensive foreign 
produced goods·. · · 

The Canadian fruit and . vegetable 
· processing indust..Y is in a bad way. . 

With increased competition from · imports, 
Canadian processors are ·building up inventories ... 
Several processors, in fact, predict the imminent 
demise of many small, independent Canadian · 
firms ...- the small firms that constitute 89'lo of· 
Canada's processing companies. 

fi"CU\C.io.l Poet., April 12./77 . .. 

; . .. - . ~~J!:il't!j·~ .• e .. weie .l6 •~.~..J::"!"' . . 
~~-~-of. o,n~:·_fr.{if<~ _ ! 
~·~~· .• ....!_, i·····'il' N 
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9. Marketing boards 
PALS supports the promotion of an orderly marketing system for 
agricultural produce. At the present time, we understand from 

those in the agricultural business in Ontario with whom we 

talked, the marketing board system is fulfilling this need. 

. .. Supply m~ement i8 
simply the ~e of at
tempting to balance 
production with the an
ticipated · marketing 
demand. Automobile makers 
do this. So does the television 
in~tfv." Phil Anorewes, 
ch~rman of the Ontario 
Fresh Fruit Growers' 
Mar~~ting~~@!!. 
He said that supJ?l~ 

management !]l,Hketing 
boards only · regulate 
production ~ from Ontario 
farms , anq- th~. market 
rernail!.~- f!:e~lY::··<'Pe!l . for 
almost all imported and 
competing food products. 
Most bOards only negotiate 
prices with processors or set 
price levels for direct sales. · 
. Marlteting boards 

streamline getting products 
. to market , eliminate mid
dlemen , broaden .and 
strengthen markets and 
marketing methods, he said. 

"They do all this and OJOre 
through If levy on the crops 
they handle," he said. "With 
my board -the Ontario Fresh 
Fruit Growers' Marketing 
B:oard - that levy is less than 
one per cent." 

Fonth;ll 1'\erald, Noll/76 

Why a marketing board system? 
The boards provide a vital service, 
assisting the development of stable, 
long-term markets, and are supported 
by the farm organizations. The con
fidence of a farmer in the future of 
his busin ess is increased. Assistance 
is given to the small and family farm. 

General suspicion of the marketing 
board system by the public is unfortunate. 
Responsibility for increased public 
relations: provi ncial, marketing boards, 
agricultural and consumer organizations. 

To add to the industry's woes, ·the processors 
have still not accepted the marketing board fun~
tion, though most agree that marketing boards are 
necessary for the protection of the producer, 
existing as he does at the bottom of the price chaln. 

r•'nca.nGial Post, Apr;! ?.?J/77 

Most consumer criticism 
has been aimed at farm prod
ucts marketing boards which 
they say control the supply of 
food products in order to keep 
prices UP: ·-

But Lome Nystrom, the 
New Democratic Party food 
critic from the Saskatchewan 
riding of Yorkton-Melville-, 
said(thelfigures may be used 
to make farmers and market
ing boards a scapegoat for 
high food prices. 

He said concentration of 
ownership of food stores was 
a much more important issue. 
His office produced figures 
from the B.C. marketing 
board that showed farmers 
had received about 37 cents a 
pound during the week chick
ens were selling for $1.09 at 
the retail level. Ontario pro
ducers were receiving about 
33 rents a pound when food 
&tores were charging 63 cents. 

~lobe 1.Mo.il, A., ... a 11/77 

~-

.. 



• • 10. Realistic pr1ce Insurance 
PALS realizes that this is a complex issue on which there is some 
disagreement among members of the farm community. After discussion, 

PALS decided to support the statement of the Ontario Federation 
of Agriculture: "Farm Income Stabilization programmes should be 

instituted to protect and improve the income of farmers." 

TH£.' TOTAL N£:T 
JNCO""-IC. F'"OP
FARME:RE. IN ONTAR-IO 
])~CR£ASC..D :&Y 2 '3% 
F'R.OM ll:f7~ 'Tt> 197"1-. 
A I:>£CL.IN1(. IN INCC>N\E. 
CONIINU£~ ( 1'9 ~to THIS 
PAST 'i~AR.). 

Responsibility: 
federal, 
provincial 

11.' Loss-leaders' 

Why? Farm income should at least equal 
a realistic cost of production a s 
established for individual commodities. 
If this is not possible by direct 
marketplace solutions (and this is a 
preferable solut ion), then a realistic 
price insurance programme funded by the 
farmers and the province should be · 
available to farmers. Such a programme 
may be necessary, but only as a part of 
an over-all agricultural support policy. 

Everyo~·s hope and expec
tation is · tbat the industry will be sound , 
enough never to require a claim ~n the in
surance fund. However, farm prices are of
ten . both dependent on international market' 
trends @d on a federal government whieh 
~- unwilling to stem the tide of imports into · 
this country. With farmers at the mercy of 
eyer-in~ .Jpput .costs, one bad· year .. 
can Spell . b&Pkruptcy( Donald ci'ilaeDOnald 

MPP for Yort South . 

PALS deplores the use of fresh foods as loss-leaders~ as this can 

upset the effectiveness of the marketing boards and the attempts 

by producers to balance production with demand in the marketplace. 

Responsibility: 
grocery stores, 
consumer groups, 
general public 

Why? Recent actions by some southern 
Ontario stores using eggs as loss-leaders 
ere seen by many producers as a way chain
stores have to create profits at the expense 
of the producer. Loss-leaders in Grade A 
large eggs increased sales, depleted Can
adian supplies, and eggs were imported to 
meet demand. Eggs could be sold for a higher 
price than it cost to import them. Ontario 
eggs of other grades and sizes were not 
bought, and the balance of the market upset, 
with long-range implications for the 
consumer and very little short-term 
advantages to the individual consumer. 
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12. Urban planning considerations 
Urban centres, particularly those situated in valuable agricultural 
areas, should be encouraged by financial incentives and the with
holding of municipal grants to develop higher densities where 
environmentally appropriate within the serviced urban area or 
designated hamlet area, and to develop innovative interior 
recreation and open space systems. 

It has been estimated that 
!!.!.!lof the farmland lost 
to urban expansion fs 
coming from the best 

Why? In the Niagara area, local 
municipalities can take advantage of 
existing permitted densities and infill 
on already serviced lands to meet future 
projected population needs -- without 
expanding onto tender fruit or grape one- twentl eth 

of our farmland. 
Sc.ic.r'ICC. CC't . .mc:.il of CIUIAtllA/16 

or prime lands. Indeed, recent projections 
show further reductions in the urban area 
boundaries are justified. 

Responsibility: 
provincial, 
regional, local, 
area builders & 
architects 

In Niagara in the past 5 years, more than 
80% of new urban growth has been on the 
tender fruit and grape lands of the north 
quarter of the region. 
NIAG~ PR..£SfiNT.l.""'/ PA,c>J:>I..JC£'5 80% tJF 
t5R.AP£S, .5.5% OF GHJ<:RRifi~ Ai'll> 75°/p DF 
PJ!AC~~S <SA.C>W~ IN!. CA..NA))A. 

13. Rural planning considerations 
PALS supports the encouragement of research into rural planning 
techniques and programmes of instruction for officials at the local 
level in rural municipalities in rural planning implimentation. 

Responsibility: 
provincial, 
universities, 
community 
colleges 

Why? Rural planning techniques are not 
generally as well developed or understood 
as the more traditional urban planning 
perspective. Co-operation and understanding 
at the local level in rural areas is vital. 

"Dec is l on makers have begun to rea I i ze the Imp II catIons of 
this prof I I gate retirement of prime agricultural land, and 
It is possible that ultimately some of it may be returned to 
food production. Even so, rural pol ley Is stll I considered 
subordinate to urban policy, and many experts believe we 
heve only one decade In which to redress the balance." 

- Science Counci I of Canada, Report No. 25, 
July 1976: 'Population, Technology, Resources' 
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14. Recycling 
More can be done to eliminate unnecessary packaging, and the 

recycling of containers where possible is one step. 

15. Urban- farm 

Why? For the most part, it is the farm 
gate prices that have helped keep food 
prices from rising higher. An increasingly 
large proportion of food costs is due to 
packaging, costs that do not benefit the 
producer directly. Lowering these costs 
would help the consumer and possibl y 
increased sales would occur. 

Responsibility: 
general public, 
provincial, 
agricultural 
organizations 

relations 
PALS supports the encouragement of local markets in towns and 
cities, and expansion and promotion of "pick-your-own" sales 

methods. 

Responsibility: 
individual farmers, 
farm groups, 
general public; 
Publicity and 
assistance from 
consumer groups, 
media, province 

Why? . To assist appreciation of fresh 
produce, promote greater understanding 
between producers and consumers, and 
to help reduce middle-man costs. 

.. ... t. • 

~n~ cOmpetition! Are they kiddbtg? Se\>'etr ' 
leading chains in Canada control the price of food · 
in Canada more than anybody else. . _ 
. Those -jieOple, those~ other people outside '"~ .' 
agriculture producer get 6()¢ out of every food 
dollar. Who the hell are they kidding? 

-E. Whelcut, F'inCV\c io.l Post, April l3/77 
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16. Consumer interests 
PALS recognizes the struggle of the consumer to make ends meet 
at a time of inflation and high unemployment. We are consumers 
also, some of us in the low income brackets. We suggest that the 
above proposals will assist the consumer in the long-run. Short
term social measures affecting consumers and farmers such as 
increasing low-priced foreign imports of food and allowing prime 
farmland to be sold for non-farm uses, will, we feel, be detrimental 
in the long run. In Niagara, the future of the fruit and vegetable 

industry is in question. 

IF L.ACK. OF SIJPPoA.T FoR. 
LONG -T£RM. AG~ICUl,TvAAL lF" AAC..I<. OF N\.AR...J<.6.T 
LANl> lJSia COMM.ITM!CNTS .SoP,.oR...T 

~ 1 long-term implications l 
short-term: 
higher higher land prices fresh fruit and 

vegetable marketing 
and marketing for 
processing more 
difficult, as basic 
production costs 
higher here 

land with urban use 
prices for competition for 
some prime land - fewer 
farmers farms able to 
greater 
supply of 
building 
lots (not 
the same 
as more 
houses 
where 
needed 
and when) 

expand, fewer new 
farms started 

farms out of 
business, farm 
base acreage 
eroded past 
point of 
economic viability 

l 
loss of local 
food sources, 
reliance on 
imports, losses 
in processing 
industry, jobs 
~ 

......v 
local processors 
turn to cheaper 
imported foods 

...J....
closing of small 
local canneries 

~ 
loss in markets 
leads to increased 
farm sales, good 
land out of 
production 

dependence on f oreign 
food supplies, vulnerability 
to world shortages, 
dependence on transportation 
network - higher prices -
loss of abil i ty to f eed 
ourselves 

short-term: 
lower food 
prices as 
long as 
local 
produce 
on market 
greater 
varie t y 
of low
priced 
foreign 
food imports 

• ·. 
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