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Letter from the Chair of the Resolutions Committee 

June 7, 2016  

Dear Delegates, Substitutes, Presidents, and Secretaries:  

 

On behalf of the Resolutions Committee, I thank all delegates and pork producers’ associations for 

participating in the resolution process. Your efforts in developing thoughtful resolutions and 

participating in meaningful debate provide another valuable means for the Board to attain and capture 

your input. This booklet contains actions taken and/or planned on the resolutions debated and carried 

at the Annual General Meeting on March 23, 2016.   

 

I encourage each of you to read and consider the responses given. Further questions pertaining to the 

issues outlined in these resolutions can be directed to the Board of Directors, or directly to the staff at 

the office.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Teresa VanRaay 

Chair, Resolutions Committee  
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Ractopamine 

RESOLUTION 1 – Ractopamine 

Whereas many Canadian hog processing plants require producers to certify that hogs were raised 

without use of ractopamine; and  

Whereas each plant has a separate certification form; and  

Whereas one industry wide form providing certification would be more efficient for producers and 

transporters; 

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork work with industry partners to develop one industry wide 

form to certify that hogs were raised without the use of ractopamine 

Submitted by the Grey Bruce Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: Ontario Pork is working with Canadian Pork Council (CPC), Animal Nutrition 

Association of Canada (ANAC), processors and the government to streamline all processes. 
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PED Elimination 

RESOLUTION 2 – PED Elimination in Ontario 

Whereas the Canadian Pork Industry has an urgent desire and need to eliminate PEDV from the 

Canadian Swine Herd; and  

Whereas PEDv has and can be a devastating disease to the welfare of pigs and financial viability of 

the farm; and 

Whereas PEDv has affected many sites in the province over the last two years; and 

Whereas producers and their industry have invested valuable time and resources to a considerable 

length to eliminate PEDV from sites and equipment across the province; and 

Whereas some producers have taken the stand to not work towards the goal of elimination which 

jeopardizes the rest of the industry to re-infection 

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork work collaboratively with OSHAB, OMAFRA, and Swine 

Health Ontario to provide direction and leadership to put in place the necessary measures that entails 

all stakeholders to eliminate PEDv from their sites, thus eliminating it from the province of Ontario 

and Canada. This will give Canada, Ontario and individual pork producers’ predictable health status as 

to the concern for PEDv. 

Submitted by Wellington/Dufferin Pork producers Association   

RESPONSE: Swine Health Ontario (SHO) is taking the lead on Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea Virus 

(PEDv) elimination in Ontario, working with Ontario Pork Industry Council (OPIC) and Ontario 

Pork. SHO is seeking Growing Forward 2 funding for an industry project which will see strategies and 

tools developed for elimination of PEDv and Porcine Deltacoronavirus (PDCoV) from farm sites and 

also better prepare the industry for controlling and eliminating future disease challenges.   
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Animal Rights Activism 

RESOLUTION 4 – Protest Free Zone 

Whereas livestock truckers and the animals on the truck are faced with frequent harassment from 

animal rights activist at the hog processing plants; and 

Whereas their actions are creating dangerous circumstance for the livestock truck drivers, the animals 

in the trailers as well as for the activists themselves; and 

Whereas the activists are creating an unacceptable, dangerous situation by hanging off the side of the 

livestock trailer and reaching into the trailer with their arms. This could frighten the animals causing 

the livestock to inflict bodily harm to the activist by moving around in the trailer; and 

Whereas the activists are creating an unacceptable dangerous situation by trying to feed and give the 

animals liquid of unknown origin and thereby creating a risk to the food chain, as well as to the 

animals in the trailer as no one can control what is being fed to the animals; and 

Whereas the activists are creating an unacceptable dangerous situation by seeking confrontation with 

the livestock drivers, causing a lot of added stress to the drivers as the activists try to get video footage 

to post on the internet; and 

Whereas the activists are creating an unacceptable, dangerous situation by trying to stop the livestock 

truck by physically standing in front of them as well by hanging off the side of the truck. This could 

easily cause someone to be run over as they could stand somewhere in front of the truck where they 

are not seen by the drivers; 

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork lobby the Ontario Government for a 100 foot floating 

protest free zone around livestock trucks in Ontario 

Submitted by the Oxford Pork Producers Association  

RESPONSE: Based on the previous court cases, when property access issues developed as a result of 

picketers blocking traffic or deliveries, only a person or business that is directly affected has the ability 

to seek an injunction against picketers. The burden of responsibility of injunction lies solely with those 

transporters, producers and processors directly affected by the protest, as they have a higher likelihood 

of success. Ontario Pork will continue working with all stakeholders to achieve the appropriate 

protection for all parties in the value-chain. This will include providing further education to trucking 

companies and conversations with the government. 
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RESOLUTION 6 – Animal Rights Activism  

Whereas the past two years have seen an escalation in the number and intensity of animal rights 

activist activities; and 

Whereas farmers have no issue with these groups exercising their right to protest in a peaceful 

controlled manner within applicable laws, however the increasingly bolder actions by such groups 

pose food safety, public health, traffic and trucker safety concerns; and 

Whereas the appropriate government agencies (CFIA, law enforcement, etc.) that could get involved 

to help improve the situation for our transporters are very reluctant to do so; 

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork invite the other relevant animal ag sectors, that are also 

targets of Animal Rights groups, to participate in developing a provincial strategy and member funded 

initiative to counter the anti-animal ag propaganda these groups spread by using any and all legal 

means necessary.  

Submitted by the Middlesex Pork Producers Association 

Supported by the Oxford Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: Ontario Pork is actively engaged in the industry-wide Ag Advocacy Project led by 

Presidents’ Council. The objective of the project, undertaken collaboratively with Farm and Food Care 

Canada, is to develop a model to proactively bridge the gaps between farmers and decision makers. 

The model will be implemented by Presidents’ Council members to ensure a regular dialogue to help 

decision-makers make informed decisions with credible information and farmers’ perspectives. Phase 

1 of the project will cover the strategy development and phase 2 the initial implementation up to 

March 2017. The Ontario Pork Board of Directors financially supported the initiative up to the 

amount of $10,000. In the coming months, the President’s Council advisory committee of Egg 

Farmers of Ontario, Ontario Pork, Food and Beverage Ontario, Ontario Agri Business Association, 

and Ontario Fruit and Vegetable Growers' Association, will be commencing work on the project.     
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Associations 

RESOLUTION 7 – Public Relations 

Whereas in the past, pork promotion and industry public relations at regional and county level events 

have largely been done by county associations; and 

Whereas county associations are now a small fraction of the size, in terms of  the number of 

producers, that they once were and therefore no longer have the manpower needed to properly 

undertake many of the same such activities; and 

Whereas Ontario Pork has public relations and promotion experts already on staff as well as other 

needed man power, expertise and resources;  

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork takes a larger role in the areas of pork promotion and 

public relations at local events and develop a program and materials to assist county associations with 

these activities. 

Submitted by the Middlesex Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: Ontario Pork supports events that benefit all Ontario pork producers; events are 

evaluated using the following criteria: cost to benefit ratio, event attendance/reach, promotion of the 

Ontario pork brand, changing purchasing behavior and increasing consumption of local pork, 

opportunity to work with value-chain partners/health, food professionals/other commodities to 

reduce costs and educating consumers. Ontario Pork’s staff continues to develop resources that can 

be shared amongst associations. New signage for the PigMobile and the travelling farmer are nearing 

completion and can be shared and transformed for local promotion. A variety of promotional items 

are available for purchase from Ontario Pork. These items may be eligible for associations for a 

reimbursement through supplementary grants.  

RESOLUTION 8 – Association Transformation 

Whereas county associations have seen a steady decline in producer engagement over the last five 

years, to the point where many are left with participation levels inadequate enough to function 

effectively; and 

Whereas larger numbers of producers engaged at meetings more often can make them more effective 

and productive, resulting in a more representative and focused outcome with the necessary man power 

available to follow through on initiatives; 
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Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork help facilitate a move to more frequent zone/regional 

meetings and assist counties that express interest in amalgamating to do so.  

Submitted by the Middlesex Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: The Board of Directors decided to hold information meetings, open to all producers, 

in each pork producing zone in June 2016. The purpose of the meeting is to gather feedback from 

grassroots on key issues in the industry. Ontario Pork will evaluate the effectiveness of this meeting to 

determine value for producers. 

 Monday, June 13, 5:30pm – Registration  

Best Western Stoneridge Inn & Conference Centre 

6675 Burtwistle Lane, London, ON N6L 1H5 

 Tuesday, June 14, 5:30pm – Registration 

Best Western Plus Orangeville Inn & Suites  

7 Buena Vista Drive, Orangeville, ON L9W 0A2 

 Thursday, June 16, 5:30pm – Registration 

Quality Hotel & Suites & Convention Centre 

580 Bruin Boulevard, Woodstock, ON N4V 1E5 

 Friday, June 17, 11:30 am – Registration  

Holiday Inn Express 

11 Benson St, Kingston, ON K7K 5W2 
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Research 

RESOLUTION 9 – Research Infrastructure  

Whereas the Arkell swine research station is slated to be closed in the next several years; and 

Whereas this is the only public swine research facility in Ontario; 

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork actively lobby for funding and possibly invest in a new 

swine research facility for Ontario in collaboration with industry partners. 

Submitted by the Elgin Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: The Board of Directors accepted a final report from the Strategy for Swine Research 

Infrastructure committee and supported in principal the strategy outlined in the “Strategy for Swine 

Research Infrastructure Committee – Recommendation Report” 

(http://www.ontariopork.on.ca/Portals/0/Docs/Research/Highlights/2016-04-19-OP-Research-

Infrastructure-Recommendation-Report.pdf).  

As part of its due diligence, Ontario Pork will now participate in an external committee to actively 

engage in the discussions with Agricultural Research Institute of Ontario (ARIO), Ontario Ministry of 

Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA), and University of Guelph with respect to the new 

swine research facility project including infrastructure, governance, long-term sustainability and 

research priority-setting. 

 

 

http://www.ontariopork.on.ca/Portals/0/Docs/Research/Highlights/2016-04-19-OP-Research-Infrastructure-Recommendation-Report.pdf
http://www.ontariopork.on.ca/Portals/0/Docs/Research/Highlights/2016-04-19-OP-Research-Infrastructure-Recommendation-Report.pdf
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Education 

RESOLUTION 10 – Agricultural Education  

Whereas the knowledge gap between agriculture and the public is widening; and  

Whereas this education is important for making food related decisions,  

Therefore be it resolved that Ontario Pork work with industry partners to include mandatory 

agricultural education in the Ontario school curriculum 

Submitted by the Niagara Pork Producers Association 

RESOLUTION 10: In follow-up to the Addition of Ag Education to Secondary School Curriculum 

resolution submitted by Grey Bruce Pork Producers’ Association in 2015; Ontario Pork sent a letter of 

support to Huron Bruce MPP Lisa Thompson in support of her motion which was debated in October 

2015.  

MPP Thompson’s motion passed second reading with support from all parties. During her debate, 

MPP Thompson had called on Education Minister Liz Sandals to work with Ontario Agri-Food 

Education Inc. (OAFE) to implement a component on agri-food careers into the grades 9 and 10 

guidance and careers curriculum. 

According to Lisa Thompson’s office, MPP Thompson will follow up on the implementation of the 

agri-food component into the grades 9 & 10 Guidance and Careers Curriculum, when the curriculum 

comes up for review later this year. Ontario Pork continues to monitor the progress.  
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RESOLUTION A 

Whereas the new CQA & ACA are in the process of being written, and 

Whereas the CQA focuses on Food Safety and the ACA focuses on Animal Welfare, and 

Whereas CQA is crucial part of our export market, and 

Whereas the new ACA will have the Pig Code added to it for adoption, and 

Whereas the new Pig Code has many components of housing which will take substantial capital 

investment to become compliant, and 

Whereas some farmers may not have the resources at that time to be compliant, and 

Whereas the CQA could remain intact and fully accredited for food safety and maintaining our current 

export markets, 

Therefore be it resolved that the new CQA and ACA be administered at the same time but not 

connected together for certification as one comprehensive program 

Submitted by Perth Pork Producers Association 

RESPONSE: Canadian Pork Council (CPC) is creating Canadian Pork Excellence (CPE) which will 

contain a suite of programs, namely food safety, animal welfare, Ractopamine and other export and 

trade requirements. CPE, the re-designed CQA® program, would fall under food safety, whereas 

ACA™ would be animal care. The goal is to link various programs and requirements for efficiencies 

that meet the varying requirements of provincial, national and international markets. Ontario Pork’s 

concerns with respect to combining CQA® and ACA™ programs were expressed in a letter sent to 

CPC on November 5, 2015 (see Appendix A). An official response from CPC was received on June 3, 

2016 (see Appendix B).  
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