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hutving animals free from these disesses is
worl(l wide, it should be our urgent desire

o maintain that reputation. That can be
done only by constant vigilance, and I think
Piîe staff of the Department of Agriculture,
iîealth of animais branch, is te be congratu-
ited. net only now but ail through the years
hack as far as you like, or at ail events from
Doctor Rutherford's time, for the vigilance
wit~h which they have watched these problems
and built up the reputation that we have as
rcgards freedom from live stock diseases.

MÎay I draw attention te the tremendous
propaganda that lias gene throughi the coun-
try about the effect of this agreement on
our cattie trade. As bias been pointed eut
by many hion, gentlemen, it cannot have any
effect in prometing trade as long as the
exchange remains as it is. It is a littie tee
bad that that should be the complaint,
because possibly if the exchange situation is
finally corrected, the complaint will ne longer
exist and then wve shahl have the opportunity
of reaping some of the henefits of this trade
agrcement. But se long as the present ex-
change situation continues, that will be the
compiaint, and it is during- the next ycar or
two that we wvant this corrccted, net in
several years from now. I should like te
peint eut te the minister, as an evidence
of this, that the new cattle trade which the
Dcpartment of Agriculture and the govere-
ment got the credit for developing in the
oid country immediatc]y after they came into
powxer, bias gradually petered eut. During the
flrst year they were in office, it started with
the very modest number of 5,000 cattie. but as
the season was pretty well advanced when
tliey came into power, we may leave that
aside. During the second year 26,000 or
27.000 were shipped te the old country and
a practically equal number te the United
States. But this year the season is ever and
the number bias dropped te almost one-haif,
it is onlv a little over 16,000. Let us con-
trast that withi the conditions following 1923
whien the real embargo was remnoved against
our fe eders and steekers going into the in-
terior ef Great Britain fer feeding and finishi-
ing lierposes. and there wvas ne exehiange
situiation militating against tliat mnovemient.
In the second year. after the embargo was
takfin off, that is, 1924, semething like 79.000
cattle were shipped overseas. I shiah net
cotînt the fii-t year, because uve want te get
a full ycar umeder both governimcnts. The
third ye ar, 1925, the niumtber of cattle shiipped
incr-cased from 79,000 te 110,000. Thiat is
many times the cattie expert that bias taken

place in any yeam' since this government came
unto power. Tlurefore the exchiange situa-

tion and the low price of cattie are responsible
for the small shipment they got started in
1931 dwindling to almost one-half this year,
that is from 26,000 to 16,000. It seems to me
that ail the ballyhoo, if I may use that wvord,
that hias been promulgated by somebody
through the press as to the wonderful develop-
ment of the new market in Great Britain
during the last two or three years hias not
been warranted at ail. Now the chickens
are coming home to roost and are apparently
being shooed in that direction further by the
exchange situation untîl the shipments will
almost disappear again. I arn in hopes the
trade may be somewhat revived next year,
for the simple reasen that the cattie have
been retained in Canada, because there is
plenty of feed on the range country in the
prairies and the ranchers are going to keep
them another year. Perhaps they are running
the risk of not getting the best figure for
them, but they are wiiling to wait rather than
seli them under present sacrifice conditions.
They arc keeping those cattle, s0 thcy will
probably add to the total volume shipped
next year.

If my hion. friend lias any remarks to make
which I have not mcntioned as to why the
number being shîpped overseas hias dwindled
to the extent it bias, I shall be glad to hiear
from him; but unless hie bias other reasons or
better figures than I have, it indicates that
the governmnent should exhiibit sonietliing
like becoming modesty such as hie invoked me
to exercise the other day, and net engage in
such extravagant statements as they hav e
been making during the last few years about
tais wonderful market and about taking the
embargo off, when everyene must know that
the major embargo was removed in 1923. We
may agree for the scuike of peace that it was
the hion. member for Marquette (Mr. Mul-
lens) whio took it off, but it dees net matter
who did it. If hion. gentlemen opposite are
going te take the ground that every time a
little restriction is rnrnnved, the embargo is
recmove1, seme cnterprising gentleman ten
years from 10W wvill take anether littie
restriction off and dlaim thiat lie lias t4lken
off the embargo once more. Has my hion.
friend any reason te give for the dwindling
trade with Great Britain in both finishcd
cattle and stockers during the last few years,
other than the ones I have given? 1 tbink
I have been fair in my presentation of the
case. I helieve it is partly because the situa-
tion and the possibilities have been over-
talked. Both the low prices and tbe high
exchange are aIse against our extending the
overseas trade in cattle under prevailing con-
ditions.


