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I shoulL be very mucli sutrprised! if the
minister could point to a parallel in an>'
other country.

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): 1 do not see that
my hon. friend's statement lias any be-aring
on the question. The chairman of the board
is a tobacco producer, just as the members of
the tre-e fruit board in British 'Columbia
are also producers of the commodit>' which
is regulated. We were pleased indeed to. get
the services oif Mr. Leiteli because of the
experience lie h'ad had in a practical way in
the marketing of this product, and I believe
the resuits to the farmers themselres in the
marketing of their tobacco, have heen emin-
enti>' satisfactory. The>' are aIl on exactly
the same basis, the smallest producer on the
same basis as the largest producer.

Mr. MOORE (Ontario): I arn quite sure
that the minister has flot understood what I
have beýen trying to say, liecause ver>' ohviously
from the statement lie made this afternoori
the chairman of the hoard is a holder in two
syndicate-s that have certain privileges under
the marketing act, privileges which are flot
enjoyed b>' people holding lands suitable for
growing tobacco hut whicb have flot hitherto
been devoted to that purpose. The cliairman
is a holder and owner of a portion *of that
property, and lie bas been made by the
minister cliairman of the marketing board for
Canada. I do not want to press the matter.
I have nothing against the chairman; I do
not know him, but it see-ms to me this is a
terrible condition. I asked this afternoon for
the qualifications of the other members of
the board, particular>' their experienice in
marketing.

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): I do not ses wbat
bearing the holdings of the cbairman of the
board woulýd have upon the question unlesa lie
was receiving preferences.

Mr. MOORE (Ontario): Hie hýas tlie giving
of preforences.

Mr, WEIR (Melfort): Not at ail.
Mr. MOORE (Ontairio): The supervision

of the giving of preferences.
Mc. WEIR (Melfort): Tlie local board is

responsihle for and lias the controi of tbe
reguiating of the marketing of tobacco in
exactly the same way as any otlier local board
set up.

Mr. BROWN: I have a simple question to
ask and 1 want an answer in simple language.
Is it possible under this tobacco arrangement
which. bas been set up in the toliacco growing
country for a man wlio bas not been hitherto a
grower of tohacco to grow and seli1 tobacco?

[Mr. W. H. Moore.]

Mr. WEIR (Melfort) : Yes.

Mr. BROWN: ýCould lie seli it apart from
the board?

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): Not within the area.

Mr. BROWN: If a man cannýot do that
it condemans the wh'ole selieme.

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): Does the hon. mem-
lier know liow this tobacco is marketed?

Mc. BROWN: That is what I want the
minister to tell me.

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): I do not see how the
lion. memnber can condemn a scheme unless lie
knows liow it operates.

Mr. BROWN: Is it possible for a man wbo
was flot hitherto, growing tobacco to grow and
seil tobacco within that area?

Mr. WEIR (Melfort): I think I can clear
up the hon. member's difficuit>'. In the
marketing of the crop in 1934 a numbe-r of
producers, a number of shippers and, a numnber
of liuyers were on the board. The buyers set
up an appraisai committee whicb went around
the district to appraise the crop of eacb
producer. The producers aiso set up a com-
mittee whioli also appraised the crops. The
men representing tlie producers and the men
representing the buyers met witli this informa-
tion in front of tliem and after discussion and
bargaining it was agreed that a certain average
price sbou:ld lie paid for ail the tobacco.
Ever>' produceir, whetlier lie bad or liad not
pre'viously procluced, couid seill lis toliacco
to any buyer and any buyer could purcbase
from an>' individuai as eheapi>' as lie could,
but it was understood that the wliole crop was
to bring in a certain amount of mone>'. For
instance, buyer A miglit bu>' tobacco, from a
number of farmer-s at different priceis and
find that tbe total price paid was $100,000 iess
than the appraised value. In sucb a case
that $100,000 would lie divided on a poundage
basis among the farmers who liad sold their
tobacco to that huyer and this miglit work
eut at ten per cent for eacli farmer. Farmer A
miglit bave sold bis tobacco at 23 cents per
pound whiie farmer B liad received 30 cents
per pound; the>' eacb wo'uid receive an
additional ten -per cent. The restaIt was that
instead of large quantities -of tobýacco being
left and the market beinýg in a ciaýotic state,
ninet>' per cent of the crop was disposed of
within tliree weeks of the time this arrange-
ment liad heen made and for prices con-
siderably higlier that those received last year.
Eacli man was permitted to seli bis own
toliacco but ail the producers were pro-tected
by the collective hargaining power whicli
the>' had.


