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INTRODUCTION

As the process of "fine tuning" the Agricultural Land Reser;re ‘(A.L.R.) cont.mues
there are same impbrtaxﬁ: agricultural’ land resource considerations which sheuld |
be analysed in detail. 'A.L.R. 's should reflect the characteristics of a region's
land‘.resource and land use nosaic. The "fine tuning" process must involwve a :

_ detailed analysis of the agricultural possibilities of the region and local
a‘gricultural priorities and Vplanning policies develcped accordingly. |

it is offen claimed that class 4 and 5 soils (C.i..I. soil capability for agri-

- culture) | are 'marginal fof .agricultural production and should therefore nct be
included in the A.L.R. - | .
Additionally, prcperties are sonetinés considered to be wnsuitable for agxi-
cﬂtmﬁ production due to small parcel size énd,/or sérioﬁs urban encroachment.
It must be recognized that marginal agricultural soils (i;e., class 4 and 5)

may have high capability for certain specialty agricdltural uses. This paradox |
necessitates careful .regional evaluation of marginal lands rather .th-an a general
' approach to the questicn of whether such lands should be in the A.L.R. This
discussion paper could be entitled "The Paradox of Specialty Uses on class 4
and 5 Lands".

In many areas a special case can be xrade. for the retention énd/or inclusion

of marginal 1ahds within the A.L.R. These include the following:

(1) where; the cla_ss 4 and 5 soils, although generally wnsuited for ma;'xy
crops because of unique soils and climate characteristics,are well
suited for,speci.alty' Crops.

(2) where class 4 & 5 soils may produce as much forage as higher class
soils. | .‘ _ |

(3) where la;;ds stbject to urban encroachrent are suitablé for a range

¢ vegetable and/or fruit crops because such crops can often be



marketed on a local or foad side basis; |
(4) where marginal land can be used for intensive non-soil bound
agriculture. o
Marglnal land may therefore have a low C.L.I. capability zatir;g but a high priority

for agriculture use.

'SPECIALTY CROPS

British Colutbia has a wique position in Canada's agricultural possibilities.
Due to the oonple:aty of soils and climate,production of numercus specialty
crops is possible. In the Okanagan Valley soils which are often wnsuited for
. moét agricultural crops are especially suited to grape and tree fruit productim. )
In the coastal region (Vancouver Island and the Lower Mainland) specialty crops
of raspberries, strawberries, loganberries, blﬁeberries, cranberries, apple;,
‘pears and filberts are grown on class 4 and 5 soiié; These crops ére not ‘-
con51dered m the C.L.I. classification system Examples 6f margmal lands
presently used for the production of specialty Crops are:
.(i) rapldly drained soils south of Abbotsford used for raspberry .
'and s’crawberry productlon,
(2) well dralned upland t:Lll deposits used for 1oganberry, holly
| and apple productlcn on Saanich Peru.nsula,
(3) ac1d, organic soils of mdmond used for cranberry and blmberry
production; _ |
(4) rapidly dfained, coarse textured soils of the Okah<a.gan Valley
used for grape and tree fruit production. '
The soil limitation which causes low productivity for most c.:rops and results
in a low agriculture capabilify may be the characteristic which makes certain
solls highly suited to a spécialty crop. For example the coarse, droughty

solls suited for grape production wbuld have low productivity for most tradit—

ional crops. The fpoorly drained, acid organic soils in Richmond are highly



suited to cranberry and blueberry production; however, other crop production

is often impractical. Many areas now gronihg these specialty crops were only
developed within the last 20 years and were previously oonsidered unsuited for
agriculture. Where specialty crops are grown on marginal lands the agricultural
potential of these lands is well recognized. However, the possibility for
additional specialty crops on other marginal lands has not been fully explored.
Brlta.sh Colurrbla has some of the most favourable climate for agriculture in
Canada. _'I_n such areas the possibility of producing specialty crops on class 4
and 5 soils is considerable. Such potential must be evaluated in the A.L.R.

"fine tuning” process.

FORAGE CROPS

-

Where Beef and/or Dairy production is a major agncultural act1v1ty the need
for forage production is recognized. The beef industry of British Coluxrola s
interior has Leen identified as an area of econcmic expansmn. For the beef
:Lndustry forage crops produce winter feed needs which cannot be supplied by
grazing lands. Forage producing lands are often in great demand because of
the key role they play in the ranchJ.ng cormmnity. Dairy farms throughout the
Province also rely on forage producing lands. Class 4 and 5 lands may have
as much or more potential for forage crop production than lands of a higher
capability class. These marginal lands ehould_ be recognized for their forage

production capability when located in areas of beef and/or-dairy production.

"MARKET GARDENS" IN AN URBANIZING ENVIRONMENT

Urban encroachment reduces the viability for many types of agricultural pro-
duction. These areas came wnder increased pressure for urban infilling.
However, where the lands have the potential for high productivity for

vegetable and/or fruit production, the possibility of intensive farming and
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marketing the produce on a local or roadside basis provides ecanamic possibil-
ities for these properties. The surmm;xding urban population provides a ready .
-market for the fresh produce. |
These properties may be small in size and would not normally be considered an |
eoconcmic unit. ﬁmvever, the part time famer is a reality in B. C. and a
substantial portion of an individual's incare can be gained from roadside
néﬁceting of produce. When a propei-ty is inténsively cropped and the produce
- marketed locally a substantial fam incame can be cbtained from a relatively
' small size property. Examples of ‘areas of agricultural production in an .
urbanizing environment are the "Market Garden" farms of Richmond, the Big Bend
area of Bumaby, and the Blenkinsop Valley and Oldfleld Road area of Saan:Lch
_Pen_msula. |
.These areas have potentiél for intensive agricuitural production. The i:.radi‘_j—
ional concepts of large scale mechanization cannot be épplied. Marketing may
need be largely based on local "you pick”, or roadside saies .and often anly a.v
portion of an owner's incore is the cbjective. fThese areas provide an open

.'space for the urban dweller as well as supplying fresh p:coduoe neods. Prov:m--~
cial and Iocal Gove:cmrents may have to utilize additional measures to preserve
" these lands. Tools such as tax policies, lend acquisition (leasing for agri- .
cuituxe) and protéction from vandalism may need to be considered. |
Sare basic reqln:cerrents for pockets of agricultural land in .an urbanizing |

(1) capability for intensive vegetable and/or fruit proaucﬁon;

(2). - good road access for the uban consumer;

(3) proper polici_né against vandalism;

(4) well Gefined _aéricultural area, geographically or by man made

barriers - examples, small valley bottoms, organic lowlands



(5)

(6)

N

¢ "'5.".' C. .

and river terraces or areas bounded by major roads, parks or
other such buffers;

the areas should be relatively large although property size
need not be large. For example 50 acres of 5-10 acre lots may
prow.de a reasonable area for protect.lon. Where the area is a
well defined geographic wmit it could be smaller in size.

loca_ﬂ. by-laws, regulations and taxes rmst not Lmduly restrict

-agricultural activities

Acequate water supply and greenhouses are well suited to agri-
cultural areas within an urbanizing environment as well as

mafginal lands in an agricultural setting. Intensive livestock

- operations have more llmltatlons due to odour and manure dls—

posal problems.
Small property sizes of 5-20 acres are often well suited to many'
forms of intensive, housed. agriculture. Iand area or capability

of a given property is not a major requirement. However, the

- pxotectlon of a well defined agricultural cammunity is mportant

NON-SOIT, BOUND AGRICULTURE

There are many types of agriculture which do not require soz.l for productian.

These :anlude

(1)
2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(8)

Greer&ou.ées
Muashrooms

Forced Rhubarb
Container .Nu.rse-ries- |
Poultry

Hogs

Beef Feedlots -
Dairy farms are approaching the point whemthe feed is produced off the

farm and the animals are always contained.
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Whén these operatiéns are built on high capability soil the loss of good agri-
culture land to buildings and farmyard can be conpared to that of industrial
uses; however, the need for these operations to be located in an agricultural
commnity must still be recognized; Many of these commodities hava the sarre.
needs in terms of flexibility of operation as other forms of agriculture (e.g.,

| early nmoming working noise, farm odours, protect-.lon fmn vandallsn) Intensive
livestock operations also need lands to ch.spose of their manure, therefore crop
lands should not be too great a distance away. '
Class 5 & 6 lands suited to bu:leJng sites for :Lntens:we agncultural operatlons -
should be retained or incorporated into an A.L.R. where they are 1ocated in con-
junction with lands suited to crop production. These forms of agricul%:ure _'
should be 'enoourag'ed to build on the marginal lands and their investmant be
afforded the protectlon of an A.L.R. (using the Green Zcne conoept) .
Agncultural uses such as forced rhubarb, nmshrooxrs, nurseries, and g'xeenhouses |
can be Z!.ocated in any area of A.L.R. and are well suited to both the small |
pockets. within an uibanizing environment as well as a large A.L.R. in an ovefali
agxicultural setting. Intensive llvestock operatlons would have more restnctlons

. dve to the odour and manure dlsposal prcblems. o o

| Small property sizes of 5-20 acres are often well suited to many foi:ms of in-
tensive, houseqd, 'agrj.c:ulture. Land area or capability of a given property is
not a major requirement. However the protection of a well éefined agricultural

i commmmnity is important.



S U M M A R Y

Land which has limited capability for 'égricultugal production (i.e-. ’ C.L;I.
class 4 andVS) and land which is in small legal parcels or wnder pressure
of urban encmachment is often oons:Ldered marginal agncultural lcnd. The
argurent is scretimes made that such land need not be retained in the A. L R.
In the A.L.R. "fine tuning” process careful consideration must be given to

the unique agricultural potential that such land may possess.

Tt must be recognized that no "hard and fast” rule can be established relative

to the inclusion of all "marginal® land in the A.L.R. Such decisions must be
made in the local context, but d& require a regional, and in some cases, a
naticnal perspective. he validity of at least four (4) possible uses must
be assessed when evaluating marginal agricultural lands. These are;

speciality crops; forage crops; "urban" market gardens; and non-soil bound

‘ agriculture.

Although land use decisions regarding marginal agricultural land will often
need to be made on a site specific basis, the sbove mentioned uses can serve

as a general guide.
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