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In comparison to this, cream shippers will
not receive a better break, but they will find
the increased subsidy of last year very useful,
I am sure, to say the least. However, they
certainly will not realize $4.75 per hundred-
weight on the same basis as for milk. I have a
question which 1 should like to ask the minis-
ter in respect of the dairy commission report
which was sent out I think on April 14. At
the top of the second page the report reads as
follows:

The deduction for the export equalization fund
will be made on all milk or cream delivered by
quota holders each month, not just on the quota
quantity.

I could argue with that statement, but what
I should like to know is the situation in
respect of the surplus milk from the fluid
shipper on which he receives a subsidy. Is he
supposed to pay this too? I would hope not. It
says here that shippers are not eligible if any
portion of their deliveries is used for fluid
purposes. At the bottom of the page the re-
port continues:

The quotas will be determined on an annual
amount but will be allocated on a monthly basis
related to the average percentage of manufactur-
ing milk and cream delivered each month. Should
payments under the monthly quota not reach the
annual quota allocated to a producer, there will
be a reconciliation at the end of the year.

That part is fair enough but the question
which I should like to ask is this: Can a quota
be increased? This would not seem to be the
case. If one cannot increase the quota, then I
do not see how we can bring a substandard
unit up to a point where it is a paying unit, or
whatever the terminology is that the govern-
ment uses in respect of such a unit. Farmers
are always being advised to work this up.

To sum up, Mr. Chairman, I should like to
say that this is a discriminatory policy. I shall
not presume to tell the government how much
money they do have to spend in subsidizing
dairies, but I do say that one group of dairy-
men should not be harmed. This policy most
certainly does harm one group of dairy-
men. I might add that I hope this year the
machinery for making the payments will
function so that we do not get into the situa-
tion we had last year when payments in some
cases were made months late. I know that the
reason this happened has been explained; but
the point is that it did happen and we hope
that it will not happen again.

I urge the minister to have a look at the
discriminatory features of this dairy policy
before we lose more of our top flight dairy-
men, who will never be replaced. I say that

[Mr. Moore.]

there is no continuity to the dairy policy year
after year. What is right in respect of the
dairy policy this year seems to be wrong in
the next year. No one dares follow the advice
of the government to expand into an econom-
ic unit, because the policy does not allow for
any expansion.
* (10:20 p.m.)

I hope the minister will consider this very
important and pertinent fact.

[Translation]
Mr. Mate: Mr. Chairman, may I make a

few comments on agriculture while dwelling
more specifically on the dairy industry.

I need not outline the precarious situation
in which the farmer now lives, particularly in
Quebec.

Everyone must be aware of the difficult
conditions in which some farmers live, or as
others might put it, in which they rot.

It is enough to know that the Quebec farm-
er earns 40 per cent less than the average
income in Canada, while he has the same
needs as the other classes of society.

The problem is there, but the perfect solu-
tion has yet to be found, although the govern-
ment is setting up a long term national
agricultural policy which doubtless will be an
efficient means of development and readjust-
ment.

We want and seek the best means to enable
this working class, to which we owe so much,
to have the same standard of living as other
classes of society. It is essential for the farm-
ers to share in the national economic life and
benefit from it. To tell the truth, our present
government has done much in the last three
years but there is still much to be done. The
fact that the price of manufactured milk was
$2.62 three years ago and that it is $4.75 today
is a practical demonstration that we are not
unaware of the problem. We are the country
with the highest price for manufacturing
milk, including the United States, but it
should not stay there.

The Canadian Dairy Commission was
formed during this session and I am sure it
will be very useful as will the Canadian Live-
stock Feed Board.

Mr. Chairman, the Minister of Agriculture
who is totally devoted, made a statement
some time ago on the new dairy policy for
1967-68. In spite of the numerous represen-
tations, we could have been more satisfied: I
would have been much happier, very happy
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