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Alberta’s agriculture industry is export oriented. In 2023, the
province exported about $17.9 billion in agri-food: roughly $8.2
billion in primary commodities and $9.7 billion in value-added
products. Alberta is described as a “top beef & wheat exporter.”
Yet, producers consistently report that farmers’ trade priorities are
overlooked. To portray Alberta farmers’ priorities, the Simpson Centre
surveyed 222 Alberta farmers (within a national sample of 979) as part
of the “Voices from the Field” project.

When asked about policy preferences, “Trade and market access”
turned out to be the top priority, selected by 90% of Alberta
respondents. In terms of international markets of preference for
enhanced trade: United States (49%) leads the pack followed by China
(27%) and the European Union (13%), with moderate interest in India
(7%) and limited attention to Japan, Mexico, and the UK. Please refer
to Figure 2.

Figure 2: Trade partners most preferred
by farmers (%) for diplomatic efforts
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Figure 1: Trade challenges experienced by Alberta farmers (%)

Despite daily frictions, Alberta producers view modern trade
architecture favorably. About half report positive or highly
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APPENDIX

Figure 3. Alberta farmer opinions regarding the impact of recent international trade agreements
(e.g., CUSMA, CPTPP, etc.) on their agricultural operations
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Figure 4. Extent of financial loss from negative trade impacts
(only those who claimed they have been negatively impacted)
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