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Mr. Speaker: The House will now return to considera-
tion of the main motion as amended.

Mr. Bill Knight (Asainhloia): Mr. Speaker, I take this
opportunity to rise to discuss some of the important mat-
ters and criteria that this committee should examine in
respect of food prices. I was somewhat amazed by some
of the amendments moved. We have now entered an era in
which that great party of tradition and protection in this
country has moved an amendment to eliminate the other
place. This has been quite a change.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 1 simply want to remind the
hon. member that he cannot reflect on a vote. There

[Mr. Speaker.]

should flot be any debate on a matter that has been
decided by a vote in the House.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, in this nation we have had a
series of committees examining the matter of food prices
as they affect the consumer. Quite often those committees
have flot considered the probkems that are faced by the
producers. Certainly, there is ample evidence to indicate a
need for a revision of the entire food industry from the
primary producer to the consumer. The crîteria outlined
for the study could well be expanded to include a consid-
erable number of items in addition to those in the terms of
reference. This is certainly true when we consider that in
1949 farmers were receiving 57 per cent of the food dollar,
while in 1972 they are receiving only 38 per cent of that
food dollar. Surely, this is an area which ought to be
examined as well.

1 arn not s0 much concerned about the kind of debate
which has taken place, and some of it has been very good.
What disturbs me is that bef ore this motion to establîsh a
committee was put forward the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Turner) consulted with the food industry to determine
whether there should be an examination of the food
industry. He wanted to know if it would be ail right to
examine this whole area as well as the corporate interests
involved. There was no minister of finance in the constit-
uency of Assiniboia asking the farmers about a study of
food prices as they related to them. There was no minister
of finance asking the consumers of this nation what effect
an examination of food prices would have on them. The
minister went to the food industry for consultation, which
indicates the relationship between the corporate interests
and the present government. He wanted to know if it
would be ail right to have an investigation of the situation.

When the mensure is adopted we will have a committee
of 25 members with the old line parties having equal
membership, and with three members from the NDP. I
can see how the consumers and farmers of this country
can be helped by that situation. There ought to be a clear
examination of the structure of corporate power within
this nation and how it relates to food prices.

Mr. Mazankawski: Who voted with the government?

Mr. Knight: I am sure that the hon. member for Vegre-
ville (Mr. Mazankowski) can find some kind of agreement
in his Tory heart. He knows the plight of the farmers. He
knows that wheat is selling to the milling companies for
$1.95 a bushel while domestic wheat is bringing, on the
average, $2.63 a bushel.

Mr. Mazankowski: You supported the government.

Mr. Knîght: The price is $1.95 4 for milling wheat, but the
actual market price is up to $2.63 a bushel. I suggest the
Ivinister of Justice (Mr. Lang) should learn that farmers
are not goîng to be fooled by the two-price system which
allows the price of wheat to milling companies to stand at
$1.951 per busiiel. There has been no sign fromn that group
that there will be any change in this kind of situation,
certainly not by the hon. mnember for Mackenzie (Mr.
Korchinski). The Minister of Finance had an interview
with the members of the food industry with regard to
what could be done, and this parliament, through amend-
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