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Approach to lobbying very slick

Kitchener - The Toronto Hu-
manc Socicty is run by a slick

bunch of promoters.
They want luws that will crack

down on what they culi fnetory
farming. But their ideas ave not
likely to scll to a Tory caucus in Ot
lawa that’s conservative, rural and
fuvors deregulation,

So the Toronto Humane Sociely
has tuken notc of two things the Tao-
ries have been pushing — free
irade and competitiveness — and
has woven its lobby into those
themes,

The smooth tactics arc cpntaincd
in a brief the Toronto Humane So-
cicty submitted to the HoOuse of
Commons subcommittee on regula-
tions and competitiveness.

This subcommitiee has chosen
Agriculture Canada as onc of the
frst departments for review, and
the aim is 10 identify rules and repg-
ulations that hinder Canada’s com-
pelitive position, und 10 cither wa-
rer them down or get rid of then al-
together.

The brlef from the Toronto Hu-
mane Socicty begins by noting that
Canada's agriculture Industry and
“animals play & significant role in
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the Cunndian cconomy' and gocs
on to say “the potential exists for
substantinl gains to be made for
Canndian agriculture in an interng-
tionally liberalized trading chvivon-
mett.”

This Is the kind of line the Tores
will love. -

Then the brief says, “Canada’s
competitive position is under threat.
Import restrictions that discourage
muarkct acccss
and various di-
rect and ndirect
agricultural sub-
-gidies that dis-
tort trade have &
direct umpact on
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Canadian agri-
culture.”

= SMooth,
Romahn “If Canada's

agri-food ifidustry is to take advan-
tage of any futire liberalization,
produccrs and processors must
adopt a pro-uctive position in order
10 prepare for a new mternational

trading cnvironment,™ the bricf

says.
That's exactly what the Tories
have been saying, and what the
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The Toronto Humane Society

therefore recommends that Canada
change all of its 1aws and regula-
tions to provide “at least equal pro-
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the health of®

subcommittee is all about.

Then comes the twist.

“This cnvironment will be gov-
crned by new rules, standards and |
codes of practice,” says the Toronto
f lumane Society. |

And then it points (o Lurope d4s
the trend-settimg i,

Slowly, defily bullding potnt on
poifit, the briel eventually geis
down 1o the nitty gritty — that
Switzerland has banned (he housing

of laying hens in ¢ages, that Swe-
den has “passed legislation which
liberated cattle, pips and chickens
from the restrictions of factory
farming methods. Denmark has leg-
islated minimum living space re-
quirements for chickens. Britain
banned the use of veal crates.”
This lcads the society 1o its con-
“clusion, which is a quote from John
Thompson, cxceutive director of
the Mackensie Institute: “1f our
farmers are not subject to the same
animal rights legislation that Euro-
peans face, tcchnically they possess
an unfuir advantage, Tihink the pre-
cmptive action we should take 10
avoid this situarion is obvlous,”

Plouse see ROMAHN page 6
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tcction” for animals ‘o that of...
the Buropean Econuiic Communi-
ty.'ﬂ .
The socicty is also recommmend-
ing that the federal government
grab jurisdiction s0 there won't be
different provincial standards.

What the sociely wants is 50 rad-
ical, and would so totally distupt
Canadiun farming, that it concedes
that “the proposcd regulations
should be subject 1o & 10-ycar
phase-in period, thereby provifimg
afvected industrics and firms with o
<uitable adjustment period,”

So how should the politicinns
deal with this brief?

{ have o suggestion: tell the
Toronto Humane Socicty's lcaders
that just as soon us they can s¢ll

(heir ideas to the Americans, Cana-
du will == it the intctcsts of harino-
Cization and competitiveness
give their proposals serious consid-
cration,

w— Jantes Romahn, based In
Kitchener, is vone of Canada’s

leading agricultural Journalists.




