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House of Commons Standing Committee on Finance – Pre-budget Consultations 2013 

This brief is submitted by: 

an organization  Organization name: ________________________________________________ 

or  

an individual   Name: ___________________________________________________________ 

Topic:  

*Recommendation 1:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 

 

Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 

 

 

Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation.  For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc. 
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Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation.

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 

 

Topic: 

Recommendation 2:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 

 

Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 
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Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation.  For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc. 

 

Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation. 

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 

 

Topic: 

Recommendation 3:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 
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Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 

 

 

Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation. For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc.

 

Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation. 

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 
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Please use this page if you wish to provide more explanation about your recommendation(s).

 

*Please note that at least one recommendation must be provided 


	Organization name: Prince Edward Island Fishermen's Association
	Name: 
	rec1: Our recommendation is to provide additional funding for the buy out and retirement of additional fishing licenses on Prince Edward Island. The previous funding that has been provided by the federal government has resulted in the retirement of 70 plus licenses and the removal of over 44 thousand traps from the PEI lobster fishery. This has assisted in making the remaining lobster fishers more viable although the industry is currently experiencing low prices. The price issues are related to several factors which we as a fishing organization are currently seeking solutions for. 
	rec2: This program could be financed by the allocation of fish quota to the PEIFA specifically for rationalization purposes. The allocation of quota would provide a stable source of funding so that licenses and various species could be rationalized on an ongoing basis. The recent changes to the Fisheries Act once again allow the Minister to allocate fish for the purpose of "science or resource management". We see this as a definite resource management improvement measure. There are stocks such as groundfish and snow crab that have been increasing and could be allocated for this purpose.
	rec3: This type of program would greatly benefit Prince Edward Island as we have several regions that would like to do additional rationalization. For example LFA 26A has received 6.2M of the 10M rationalization amount recommended and approved by DFO to make this LFA economically viable. The traps and licenses that have been retired have greatly assisted keeping the remaining fishers viable despite the price challenges currently being experienced in the lobster industry. By increasing the revenue of existing fleets dependence on outside sources of income is greatly minimized. 
	rec4: The fishing resource in Atlantic Canada is owned by all Canadians. It is our previlege to fish the resource and provide a appropriate financial return. By improving the viability of existing fleets, Canada benefits in many ways. The positive impacts are felt by local businesses as new vehicles, boat repairs, upgrades and new boat purchases are made. In addition this keep the local tax bases stable and generates additional income tax for the Federal coffers. The ability of individual fleets to fish longer periods of time secures existing crew positions and creates longer stable employment. 
	rec5: 
	rec6: 
	rec8: 
	rec9: 
	rec10: 
	rec11: 
	rec7: 
	rec12: 
	rec13: This recommendation of stable rationalization funding would provide the fishery on Prince Edward Island with baseline funding that could be leveraged from other sources to increase the rate of rationalization. This will allow fishers wanting to retire in the next 5 to 10 years the ability to leave and attract the right amount of new fishers to the industry. The east coast fishery has a long history of management by crisis and many times federal funding has been allocated in this manner. The allocation of fish resources would not put any additional strain on the Federal budget but could result in significant benefits to both provincial and federal governments, local communities and the overall economy of Canada.Statistics on savings to the Federal government can be calculated in more depth should this plan be approved. The PEIFA would welcome the opportunity to explain in more detail this forward thinking plan to the Federal Finance Committee as we view this as a progressive way in which to tackle a serious problem currently facing the fishery in Atlantic Canada. 
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