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Brockville the Canadian federation was also
divided. There they debated a resolution
requesting that the statement be inserted in
this bill that it was designed solely in the
iuterests of the grower of coarse grains. The
meeting was divided, and the matter was
hushed up. However, 1 shall leave that for
the moment, but as I assured my hou. friend
a moment ago I shall come back to it later.

I nw returu to wheat. 1 admitted frankly
the grievance against the uine elevator com-
panies, the just dlaim and real grievance.
Then what happened? Obviously there was
an endeavour on the part of the farmers col-
lectively to look after themselves. That is
juist history in its gond common sense. Then
we had the wheat pools formed. I have read
and heard much as to who were the fathers of
the wheat pool. Well, materuity is easily
prox'ed, but to prove paternity is stili one of
the most difficuit problems in human
cudeavouir. But I say I know the father of
the wheat punis. 11e was a little chap from
Chicago by the name of Aaron Shapiro. I
was fortunate euough to be in Regina and
attend his first meeting, and I heard him again
in Calgary.

Mr. WRIGHT: Who invited him there?

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West): I cao tell
y ou that, ton. H1e iuvited, himself and you
fell for it. You paid him, ton, I am sure,
because he has neyer doue anythiug yet with-
out beiug paid for it. After he got through
wvith you, he went back to Dearboru and sued
Henry Ford for libel damages in the largest
amount ever heard of, and got the biggest
settiement ever heard of for a libel action.
Then he got into a little bit of trouble with
the authorities in Chicago and sort of got the
worst of the deal, perhaps for the first time
in his life.

Well, then we had the pools. What is their
history? I am ot saying one thiug against
thcm; but it is histnry that in 1929, wheo they
refused to use the existing facilities in Winni-
peg for handling grain, they wcnt broke. They
were bankrupt. So they got the goveruments
of the three prairie provinces, Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and~ Aiberta, to guarautee their
indebtedness. May I quickly add that this
indebtedness is either fully discharged or in
the course of beiug discharged.

Mr. CASTLEDEN: Their indebtedqiess was
due to overpaymeut to the farmers.

Mr. SMITH (C'algary West): Their indebt-
eduess, as my hou. friend says, was due to

[Mr. Smith (Calgary West).]

ovcrpayment to the farmers; in other words,
I gather he means due to the stupidity of the
management.

That was the history up to that time. Afier
that we had a wheat board, a voluntary.board
which, of course, 1 favour, always have and
I trust always will. Here is somethiug where
I think my hon. friends will agree with me.
The wheat board was constituted as an agency
to help the man who grew the grain to get
a price for his produet. But what bas
happened in -this country is this, that certainly
since 1943, by action taken by this goveru-
ment, the wheat board bas functioued ot for
that grower, but as a price fixing agency to
hold dnwn the price. I make that statement
without fear of contradiction from anynne.

I now turn to somne statements made by
the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner)
when he spoke about this matter before the
Christmas adjourument. H1e quoted what had
been said by the hon. member for Provencher
and, 1 think, was endeavouring to show that
the Canadian farmer over a certain period of
years had doue better than the United Sta'tes
farmer in a similar position; or at least that
he had doue as weIl, or nearly as well. I do
ot know the minister's exact words, but I

shall put it in that way.

Mr. GARDINER: Within ot more than
thirty-seven cents in 1946.

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West). I was going
to put it lower than that; but -tbank you s0
muchi for the admission. I eau quite sec that
the minister is in a much more receptive mood
than when ast year he was sitting over there
and I endeavoured to get him on my baud-
wagon-and he nearly came. But touight he
is pushing up the sawdust trail; he does not
even need an invitation.

What they have doue is this. Anyone who
knows anything about the wheat business
knows that in making cumparison between
wheat in Canada and wheat in the United
States we must lot overlook the fact that 80
per cent of the United States crnp is soft
wheat, and ouly 20 per cent is wheat compar-
able with that grown in this country; and that
portion comes from the northwestern states.

The point I make is that it, is incorrect-
,that is the word 1 shail use-to make com-
panisons with respect to individuals, from, a
total return, when the produet is s0 entirely
different. The only way one can make that
comparisofi is to take a place on the inter-
national boundary hune. The sections or
quarter-sections on this side run from the 45th
parallel, which is the boundary hune. Here,


