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that is characteristic of farming today. It

would, as one veteran Canadian farm writer

has written, set agriculture back a thousand

years.

The proponents of this move toward inte-
gration say that its advantages are a con-
tinuous supply to the packing companies and
greater security for the farmer. In point of
fact, however, farmers themselves are assur-
ing us of a continuous supply of food through-
out the year through a greater knowledge of
production methods and greater security for
the farmer has been provided under the terms
of the agricultural prices stabilization act. As
I have stated previously, the real need that
exists today is in the field of capital for ex-
pansion, diversification and consolidation of
the farming community. There is a danger at
present that under the terms of the agricul-
tural prices stabilization act the trend toward
vertical integration could be encouraged. I
would ask the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Harkness), to examine the situation very care-
fully with a view to removing this possibility.

We are hearing a great deal of talk in west-
ern Canada at this time with respect to a
march on Ottawa for the purpose of pressing
this government to give deficiency payments
on the last three western crops, the assistance
for the 1955-56 and 1956-57 sales to total
some $228 million. Perhaps I should comment
briefly on this proposed march.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, may I say that
I was a director of the Manitoba farmers’
union for four years. I have travelled through-
out the greater part of that province to make
speeches on farm policy questions during that
time. I have talked to hundreds of farmers
on their farms with respect to the problems
they face. And finally I decided it was my
clear duty on behalf of these farmers for
whom I was working to contest the Con-
servative nomination in Provencher. I did
so because of my concern for the farmers of
Manitoba, and indeed of Canada, and because
of my conviction that we would not get a
realistic and helpful farm policy in Canada
without a change in government.

When I take my place in this house I am
representing those farmers as surely as I was
when I took my place at a table for a meet-
ing of the officers of a farm organization or
travelled with a delegation to Ottawa, or
addressed a farm meeting in a one room
country school house. And I have no hesita-
tion in saying that if consideration had been
given to the proposals of the farm organiza-
tions for an adequate national farm policy
years ago, and indeed if the Saskatchewan
pool, the sponsors of this march, had joined
with them in pressing the government of that
day, there would have been no talk of a
march today. The stage was set and the course
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was charted as early as 1946. If we are go-
ing to continue to deal with the problems of
western agriculture on a crisis to crisis basis,
there will be no end to them. Furthermore,
future generations of farmers will roundly
condemn us for failing to provide them with
policies that remove the inherent weaknesses
within the price system.

The contention on the part of the Saskatch-
ewan pool is that farmers cannot wait for
the results of a long-term policy. That state-
ment has been made on numerous occasions
in the past, and perhaps explains why a na-
tional policy has never been implemented.

The stated policies of this government are
known and generally have the support of the
farm organizations. They are intended to
remove the root causes of instability in agri-
culture. True, some of these difficulties will
yield only to long term measures. But any
effort to jeopardize or prolong the early im-
plementation of a truly national farm policy
will be performing a disservice to the farmer.

In agriculture, as in other lines of en-
deavour, it is essential that we live and oper-
ate and plan policies in the real world of
today. We would all be delighted to see
millions of dollars ploughed into the general
improvement of our farming industry. But
we must all be very conscious of the grave
responsibility of seeing that the industry is
not hurt by the policies we implement. Rather
we must ensure that the benefits are lasting.

With these remarks and expressing once
again the pleasure that the occasion has
given me, I have the honour to move,
seconded by the hon. member for Montma-
gny-L’Islet (Mr. Fortin), that the following
address be presented to His Excellency the
Governor General of Canada:

To His Excellency the Right Hon. Vincent
Massey, Member of the Order of the Companions

of Honour, Governor General and Commander-in-
Chief of Canada:

May it please Your Excellency:

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal sub-
jects, the House of Commons of Canada, in parlia-
ment assembled, beg leave to offer our humble
thanks to Your Excellency for the gracious speech
which Your Excellency has addressed to both
houses of parliament.

(Translation) :

Mr. Louis Fortin (Monimagny-L‘Islet): Mr.
Speaker, at the very beginning of my remarks
I want to tender you the tribute of the mem-
bers of this house. Long before the vote s
of Montmagny-L’Islet honoured me by send-
ing me to parliament as their representative
I had come to know of you. By regularly
reading the official report of parliamentary
debates, I have, in the past, been able to
appreciate your brilliant abilities as a parlia-
mentarian and, above all, your impartiality.



