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Source: AAFC Environmental 
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Federal Government Objective
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Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Plan

• New name for the Federal carbon pricing backstop set 

to apply in provinces without their own framework

• Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario, New Brunswick, 

Alberta(?))

• Constitutional reference case for Saskatchewan: 

February 13-14, 2019

• Scheduled implementation date: April 1st, 2019
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Federal Carbon Tax (Backstop)

Skipping this year…



Fall 2018 Update

Average cost impact per household* of 

federal system**

2019 2020 2021 2022 2019 2020 2021 2022

Ontario $244 $357 $463 $564 $300 $439 $571 $697

New Brunswick $202 $296 $386 $470 $248 $365 $476 $583

Manitoba $232 $342 $447 $547 $336 $495 $649 $797

Saskatchewan $403 $588 $768 $946 $598 $883 $1,161 $1,161

Average Climate Action 

Incentive
†

payment per 

household

• New backstop plan: Removes provincial revenue-return decision



Farm-Level Considerations

Soil quality, SOC, and working capital

• There are a variety of BMPs available for improving 
soil quality

• Many of these require diversions of management 
resources, technology adoption, and sacrificing 
short-term economic gain

• Without external assistance, these types of 
improvements may only be feasible for farms with 
high liquidity

• Look to Clubroot as an example



Net Market Income by Quintile: Canadian Crop 
Production
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Percent of farms using zero-till seeding by 
net-farm income decile
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Current Saskatchewan Incentives

• Drainage Stewardship

• Invasive Plant Biocontrol 

and Targeted Grazing

• Livestock Stewardship

• Native Rangeland Grazing 

Management

• Permanent Native Forage

• Permanent Tame Forage

• Riparian Grazing 

Management

• Variable Rate Mapping



BMPs plus Carbon Policy

Carbon policy as an opportunity for soil quality 
improvement

• Need for a robust provincial offset policy to 
complement the existing options under the Farm 
Stewardship Program

• Match payments to rising Federal Carbon Tax

Issues

• Farm-level measurement (issues with aggregators)

• Strong market for buying offsets (failure of the 
previous iteration)



Questions?

Thank you for your time

Tristan Skolrud

tristan.skolrud@usask.ca

306-966-4537

mailto:tristan.skolrud@usask.ca

