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States. The hon. member for Lethbridge asks me
how many cattie were shipped into the United
States, but as this operation was flot per-
formed by an organization under tlhis depart-
ment, I have flot the numbers witb me. The
fact remains that that policy was found to be
one which very rapidly brought about a situa-
tion where the purchasers for the corporation
were about the only pcrsons who would be
on the market to buy cattie, the reeson being
that they could buy cettie et a higbcr level
than this particular market provided for, and
most people neturally wanted te seil at the
highest price. The consequence was that the
corporation found itself in the position wbere
they were buying the cattle and then turning
tbem on to this market to the extent of its
needs, and if they had a surplus it was to be
sbipped to the United States. My memory is
that there was ne surplus to ship to the
United States, that cattie were not shipped to
the United States by the corporation but were
purcbased for consumptien in Canada.

Tbat brings us te the point of realizing that
we bad reaclied the peried in Canada wben we
were consuming ail the beef that we produced.
Thet was about the middle of 1942. There
were certain reasons for that condition devel-
eping. As I stated a few moments age, we bcd
entered into an ar-rangement with the United
States in 1936, wbich wvas renewed later, to
the effeet that we were permitted te sbip
193,000 head of cattle inte the United States.
We also shipped calves and breeding stock
inte tbe United States. We were sbipping
upwards of 300,000 head of cattle inte the
United States in certain years, prier te the
experience of which I am speaking, and during
that time we were sending te Britain two or
three tbousand head of cattle in oné year and
up te same 40,000 in enother year. They
were shipped live weigbt te Britain, but prac-
tically ail the live weigbt cattle that we bad
te ship anywbere went te the United States.

After the declaration of war we undertook
te supply Britain with bacon and ham, and
yesterday I gave the ameunts we bave sup-
plied. At tbis peint 1 sbould say that I bad
intended at the beginning of the discussion
tbis afterneon te cerrect a statement 1 made
last night with regard te the negetiation of a
contract witb Britain for tbe marketing of
hegs for the next four years. I was und4er
the impression wben I came into the bouse
last nigbt that those negotiations bad heen
completed and that we bad now a definite
programme for feur years. But on going into
the matter this morning I find that the nego-
tiations are nut cumpleted witb regard to the
last two years. The negetiations are cein-
nleted witb regard te the first two years, and
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there is an undertaking by Britain te take
fromn us at least 500,000,000 pounds of bacon
and bam and peck produets in each of the
years 1944 and 1945 and any additional amount
which tbey require and we are in a position
te ship. That is final botb with regard te
quantities and wîtb regard te price.

Mr. SENN: I understood that that agree-
ment had been in force for some length of
time. lias it net?

Mr. GARDINER: No. Tbe agreement bas
net been in force on that basis for some time.
It was in force en the basis of a two-year
contreet, witb at least 900,000,000 pounds te be
delivered. within the two years. The ilew
understanding wbich is reacbed is that the
minimum figure fer tbe two yeers for 1944
and 1945 will be 500,000,000 pounds and that
the price will remain the same.as the price
which was negotiated fer 1944. But the
present position is that we bave net cern-
pleted the negotiations with regard te quen-
tity and price for tbe years 1946 and 1947.
The British are prepared te enter into a
contract witb us and we are prepared te enter
loto a contreet with tbemn, but, as 1 bave
stated, the negotiations are net et the moment
concludcd. I wanted te make that correction.

But what I w isl te refer te at the moment
is that in 1939, after war wvas declared, we
undertook te suppiy ail the bacon and ham
that we possibly could te the Britisb market.
This we did for two reasens: first, that the
British needed it, fer they lied been eut off
fromn other supplies and later on were eut off
fromn further sources of supply; second, that
before this war began we liad nover had the
epportunity, or bcd neyer taken advantage
of any opportunities we did bave, te prove
te the British tbat we could completeiy supply
from Canada, if necessary, their requirements
in bacon and hiam. Witb these ideas in mind
we entered into a contract for the outside,
figure that. we could ebtain from our fermers
in Canada in any particular year. In 1940
and 1941 we restric(ed the ameunt of pýork
produets te go on the Canadian mnrket in
order te niake possible the greatest quantity
te be sbipped te the British market, That
policy was continucd tbreugb 1942, and indeed
the restriction of supplies of pork on. tbe
Canadien market was increesed during that
ycar; in other words we took more off this
market and put more into the British market.
Tbe naturel restit ivas fbiat through 1940,
1941 and 1942 there w-as e graduaI increese in
the consumption of beef in this country.
There wvas ne decrease in production-as I
could indicete by figures-aed ne decreese in

1ikthe slaugbtering of beef fer marketing pur-

1 poses in Canada during that period of time,


