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fairly large elevator market area with a very good, strong 
delivery point.

[Translation]

The Deputy Speaker: I did not hear the official opposition’s 
opinion on this point. Do you agree?Currently $1 million in that community will not be there after 

August 1 when this bill comes into effect; $1 million from that 
community, $4 million from the city of North Battleford and 
millions more taken from rural Saskatchewan as a result of the 
implications of this bill.

Some hon. members: Agreed.

[English]

Members are giving the hon. member two or three minutes to 
finish his speech.

What does that mean in terms of the future of those communi
ties simply because they are growing wheat which is demanded 
by countries all over the world, countries not paying the freight 
on that product but expecting our farmers to pay the freight to 
get it to port position so that it is competitive?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the largesse of the 
government and opposition members on this matter. I did not 
request the opportunity to finish my remarks, but I am very 
happy to do so. I regret cutting into the time provided for private 
members’ business, because to me it is a very important time in 
Parliament. I will wrap up my remarks very quickly.

A presentation by the prairie pools to a committee in Ottawa 
on April 27, 1995 concluded: “The termination of government 
transportation assistance and the resulting decrease in farm 
incomes not only threaten the vision but the ability of the 
Canadian industry to even maintain its current competitive 
position in the world markets”.

When private members’ time arrived I was quoting from the 
conclusion of the presentation made by the National Farmers’ 
Union to the committee. I will start the quote again: “The cuts 
announced in the federal budget will have an unprecedented 
impact upon Canada’s agriculture sector. These cuts, from the 
loss in transportation subsidies to the cuts to food inspection, 
increase producers’ costs of production, making us less compet
itive”.

These are people who deliver a product to that competitive 
marketplace telling us very clearly in response to this move on 
this bill the vision of agriculture as presented by the government 
enhancing our competitive position is threatened and that our 
ability to compete is threatened. We should pay heed to some of 
these experts who have been commenting on this over the years.

I also quote from another presentation made before the 
finance committee studying Bill C-76. The national farmers 
union’s report concluded that the cuts in the federal budget, 
which are in addition to the elimination of the Crow benefit and 
including it, will have an unprecedented impact—

Members will recall that one of the red book promises of the 
government was to reduce the input costs of farming. These 
matters have increased the costs of farming. Therefore, the red 
book promise on agriculture has certainly been broken.

I will finish the quote from the National Farmers’ Union: 
“The Canadian government has cut far beyond the requirements 
of the GATT agreement, leaving farmers alone to fight the 
European Union and the United States treasuries. The govern
ment should reassess its policy of unilateral disarmament, 
which leaves Canadians vulnerable in the international market
place”.

The Deputy Speaker: I am very sorry to interrupt the hon. 
member but the time has expired for this debate. Unless there is 
unanimous consent, we will be into Private Members’ Business.

Mr. Boudria: Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, the House would agree to 
allowing the member to conclude his comments. I also think a 
member of the Reform Party attempted to rise. If the House 
would consent to adding 10 minutes or so to do that I would have 
no objection. This would then enable us to finish that clause.

This is a very serious matter. We have long term implications 
to communities on the prairies and to the future of Canadian 
agriculture in the international marketplace. We should be 
setting these provisions aside until we have had a full study of 
everything that has been done. We should not be dealing with it 
in terms of just balancing this year’s budget.

The Deputy Speaker: If members wish to do anything by 
unanimous consent they can do exactly what they want. Is there 
unanimous consent to extend the time?

[Translation]
Mr. Hermanson: Mr. Speaker, the Reform Party would be 

happy for the hon. member for the Battlefords—Meadow Lake 
to complete his speech and then we should move on to private 
members’ business.

The Deputy Speaker: It being 5.30 p.m., the House will now 
proceed to the consideration of Private Members’ Business as 
listed on today’s Order Paper.


