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was stili a substantial demand for sait fish,
the main emphasis was placed on fresh frozen
fish and fresh frozen filles.

The fishing industry in the UJnited Kingdomn
lias now been substantially rehiahulitated, as
nas the industry in France and other Euro-
pean countries, with the resuit that these
markets are no longer availabie to us. Further-
more, under the impetus of demands arising
from the war, the fishing industries in New-
foundland and Iceiand dcveioped to the point
where they are serieus competitors for the
United States market.

The United States on its own behaif bas
expanded its fishing industry by putting into
operation many more draggers in the iast few
months. That nation is therefore in a better
position to supply its own needs than it was
even a short time ago., aitheugli it is flot
iikeiy that it ivili be able te meet demands for
its own internai consumption. even flow.

We hope that under new trade and tariff
agreements the United States wvîll still permit a
genereus quota of foýreign fiali te enter that
country; but WO do0 not lose siglit of the fact
that there wili be keen competition to deter-
mine whichi nation wiil provide the bulk of
the quota, and liw co.4s wili decide the ulti-
mate winner.

In recent months tbcrc bias bren a decided
indication that the price of fisli might not
hoid. That is one of the most serious tiiings
wve have te contend witb at the present time.
Recently the price ef ced slippcd off une cent
and the industry is trying despcrately te hold
the price at the present level. There are indi-
cations that with the large inventories there
are on hand, and with the pessihulity of over-
production at the present time, the industry
may lie under the greatest strain te hoid the
price at tbe present level. Therefore we are
asking the government at this time te previde
seme measure of support in the event that the
price slips off stili more. It is fuiiy reaiized
that, even thougli sunle assistance fîcin the
gevernment may lie ferthceming, it can be
only temporary in nature and that in the
long run the industry must either stand on its
own fect or fali.

There are two solutions te this prolem.
We must meet competition in order te olitain
a fair share of the United States markets and
'we must take drastie steps te deveiop our own
home market. Even in our own home market
we shal lie met with competition. We are fIIiiy
awa.re that in sucli centres as Montreal,
Toronto and other central Canadian cities
those who are able te produce fish for the

[NMr. W'iter-s.]

least cest wili get the market. We feel that
cest ivili lie a factor even in connection with
our ewn Canadian market.

In attempting te meet foreigu competition
we must remember that many countries which
produce fish have a standard of living con-
siderably iewer than ours. Thieir fishermen are
paid niuch less for their fish than are ours.
Our standards are reiativeiy high and it is
quite understandabie tbat every effort must
lie made te maintain them. But we must
face realities. Inoerder te meet cempetitien,
and meet it ive must if the industry is te
survive, there must lie a reduction in our
eperating costs. That is net easy in view of
the fact that there have been escaiating
increases in the cest of the instruments of
production, as the hon. member for Nanaimo
lias se weil said. We hope that production
costs can lie decreased without further lowering
the price of fish te our fishermen. Ail other
means of reducing cests must first lie fuiiy
expiored te the complete satisfaction of the
fishermen. It is in this field that the fisheries
researchi board may lie abile te play an impor-
tant and dctermining part in finding ways and
means of decreasing the cost of production.

The other solution te the prolemn of pro-
tccting our fishing industry is te develep our
home market liv increasing consomption. I
should like te refer te the April bulletin of
the Fisheries Council of Canada, as did the
hion. maember for Nanaimo, and quote the
foilowing:

Argumnents that the war years lirought an un-
precedcoted demand for food and that the
luiockiîîg eut of competitive fishing countries
gave Canada artificial eppertunities. weaken
sulistantially in the face of statisties which show
that the 1945 per capita consuimption of fish
was 8-4 pounds as gainst 139-7 peunds of meat.
The ratio is alisurd, yet if the per capita con-
sumption of Canachian flsh produe-ts were in-
creased from only three te five pounds-

Presumabiy they mean liy oniy three te
five peunds.
-it would overstrain the industry's productive
capacity if pre-war expert markets were main-
tained but the results would soon be quickly
apparent and, assuming that prices were held
at a reasonabiy profitable level, sueli increased
demnands for fiali preduets would result in a con-
tinuiug presperity and steady employment for
the industry.

1 sulimit that the situation in Canada with
respect te the consomaption of fish is alisurd
when we consider the consomption of meat,
eggs and pouitry, if the figures quoted by the
hion. member for Nanaimo are correct. and
1 have every reason t e lieve that they are
except that his figures for the consomption of
eggs seemed rather higli; the iow usage of
fish is deploralile liy comparison. The per
capita consumptien of flsh in Canada is oniy


