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1.  What is your vision for how agriculture/farming should evolve over the next 30 years in 

Saskatchewan? 

With the world population projected to be 9 billion by 2050 and some currently productive 

lands in coastal areas being threatened by long term flooding due to rising ocean levels, 

productive farmland will be of unprecedented value.   The most sound scientifically based 

methods of farming and land stewardship must be practised to keep the land as productive as 

possible.  Without regulation of land use, it is possible that some entities might seek to cultivate 

even marginal soils for maximum short term production and financial gain and then flip the land 

before it is depleted to maximize their return on investment.  People and corporations who 

have no long term commitment to responsible stewardship of the land, regardless of where 

they are based, could make and have made these types of land use decision.  Given the need for 

long term sustained production, those engaged in farming now and in the future should be 

encouraged, even regulated to use best stewardship practices.   

Certain types of soil and soil zones will be regulated according to their best use.  Unless there 

are exceptional circumstances all currently native prairie will remain as native prairie. Any 

drainage activity in wetland areas must be approved in advance by the appropriate body 

(Watershed Security Agency). Adherence to the government’s 25 year Saskatchewan Water 

Security Plan, while defining the province’s Vision for wetlands will provide for sustainable 

agricultural production. Saskatchewan must increase its food production on the existing land 

base; we should not be bringing in to production marginal lands, nor flooding our neighbors as 

one tries to increase their own bottom line.  

 

There will be a wide range of ownership structures and financing arrangements to enable 

maximum appropriate land use and production whether cropping or grazing. 

 

2. Do you feel we need changes on the issue of farmland ownership?  Why? 

a. Should foreign ownership of farmland be allowed...?   

No, not exclusively, we think the Alberta farmland ownership rules provide sufficient 

protection to Canadian sovereignty which is one of the essential issues in foreign 

ownership and/or financing of farmland.  Accessing and using foreign funds to finance 

farmland purchases should not be an issue if the financer is not allowed a position on 

title.  Any security must be based only on capital and not on the real property.  The use 

of foreign capital to finance farming operations should also be allowed.  Again, the land 

must not in any way be used as collateral.   

b. Should pension plans and investment trusts be permitted to own Saskatchewan 

farmland?  Should entities that are majority but not wholly Canadian owned be 

permitted to own Saskatchewan farmland? 



Yes, they should be allowed.  

 

In addition, the current exemption that conservation organizations are able to operate 

under (3% of a given RM) are sufficient and workable.  

 

c. If you want a more liberalized set of rules, why and what would you hope to achieve? 

A more liberalized set of rules would allow a much wider variety of farming operations.  

Young people who want to farm and have the knowledge and skills, but could never 

afford the capital would have more opportunity to farm given a greater availability of 

capital and the need of land owners to have capable and qualified farm operators.  

Farmers who are ready to retire would have greater opportunity to sell and to realize a 

return on their investment.  Farmers planning on retiring would have more opportunity 

to sell and remove the risks of ownership while continuing to manage the farming 

operations and mentoring new farmers all for reasonable and secure wages.   

d. If you want more restrictions, why and what would you hope to gain? 

Science-based restrictions on land use in order to maximize stewardship of 

Saskatchewan farmlands and to protect sensitive and critical habitat. 

 

3. In your opinion, is farmland inherently different from other real assets (eg. Office buildings, 

mining equipment and residential properties)?  Why or why does it not warrant special rules? 

Farmland is inherently different.  Land is the base of a nation and allowing dominant foreign 

ownership could threaten sovereignty.  Food is a basic need and agricultural production 

provides a significant contribution to Canada’s GNP and balance of foreign trade.  If foreign 

entities controlled the land and there was a dispute between nations, the land and food 

production and the resulting trade loss and contributions to the GNP could be used as leverage 

against Canada.   

 

4. Under what conditions do you think government can or should impose restrictions on the 

private sale of land?   

Any restrictions should be based on sovereignty and best land use for agricultural production.  

The current land ownership restrictions in Alberta seem appropriate.  Land use restrictions need 

to be considered further and should consider  the increasing monetary and social value of 

productive farmland. 

 

5. What effect are existing farmland ownership rules having on the sellers of farmland in 

Saskatchewan?  What effect are existing farmland ownership rules having on the purchase of 

farmland in Saskatchewan? 

Existing rules do make it more difficult for farmers to sell their land and has probably held the 

value down as competition is somewhat restricted.  Adopting the farmland ownership rules 

used by Alberta would increase the competition and the value of the land which would be a 

significant gain for sellers.  Purchasers are restricted in how they can finance purchases. For 

decades young farmers have had difficulty raising capital to purchase farmland in Saskatchewan 



and this will continue to be the case.  As land values, equipment costs and the costs of 

production increase, it is unlikely this issue will be resolved.  Intergenerational land transfer will 

continue to be a challenging issue.  One positive is that young people with the knowledge, skill 

and desire to farm will be in high demand and many who would not have had the opportunity to 

farm should be able to find ample opportunity with reasonable wages.  There may even be 

opportunity to buy land over time.  

6. Should the powers of the Farm Land Security Board be enhanced to ensure compliance with 

the law?  What additional powers might be considered?  Should the onus be on the purchaser 

to prove to the satisfaction of the Board that the transaction is in compliance with the law? 

The Board should be provided with powers and staff necessary to ensure compliance with the 

land purchase and ownership laws.  The Board should have staff capable of investigating any 

persons or companies involved if a transaction is suspected of being non-compliant.   

Purchasers and potential purchasers must be able to prove to the satisfaction of the Board that 

the transaction is in compliance with the law. 

 

 

 

 


