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I do not think the minister denies that he
went out west and told the farmers union,
in Edmonton, 1 think it was: Do not growý
more wheat, because we cannot seil what
you are aiready producing. This Russian sale
makes that statement sound somewhat ridic-
ulous. I have contended ail aiong as a repre-
sentative from western Canada that whoever
is responsible for selling wheat, whether it be
the grain board or the Department of Agricul-
ture or the Department of Trade and Com-
merce, is doing so as an agency of the
government itself. Selling wheat is a govern-
ment responsibiiity, and if it cannot seil it the
western people must be toid se.

Now I shall read from what is, I presumne, a
Liberal paper. This seems to reflect the atti-
tude of a number of eastern people. Com-
menting in the Kingston Whi g-Standard on
Mr. Young's article, the writer says:

But, quite apart frein politics. this business of
wheat in the west is obviously something con-
cerning which Mr. Young hias let the farmers eut
there talk bim int a daze. The western wheat
farmer has no interest in what kind of a market
hie has for bis wheat; ail hie cares about is selling
it at as high a prie as possible. It is, bie tbinks,
bis God given right and destiny te grow and seli
wbeat-tbis is the beart of the western mytbology.
*... They don't want to werk any barder iban that
and they betray ne hesitation in sa,ýing so.

That is absolutely ridiculous. If this is the
opinion that the government or the Liberai
party lias of western xvheat producers, it wiii
be a long, long, time before they will have
sufficiont members from the prairies to ap-
point a minister of agriculture from that
region. They were quite fortunate iast time.

Mr. Horner <Acadia>: I don't know that
they were.

Mr. McIn±osh: I aiso want to refer to
another eastern paper which I think hias an
actuai grasp of what the situation is in the
west. This is the story that I arn quite sure
western Canada wants to put across to
eastern Canada, because it is true, and if
anybody wants to take the time to delve into
the subject hie wii find it is so. I wish te
refer to the Sudbury Daily Standard of June
20, 1963. The article is headed, "Farmers Fear
New Policies Wili Damage Export Markets",
and it reads in part as foliows:

Revelation that the Pearson government in
Ottawa bired "outside" experts to assist in the
preparation of the budget sbould not be surprising.
Informed Canadians know that there is sometimes
little relation between Liberal election propaganda
and performance.

The most recent election carnpaign was no
exception. This was the psrty of "experts" in the
matter of economlics; this was the party witb the
men ot ideas "to get the economy rolling". But
once in office the Liberals hired experts "outside"
of government and the civil service.

Nor is tbis delusion on Liberal know-how con-
fined to matters of finance. One section of tbe
f armi press that came out strongly in support of the
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Liberal party and urged a change In governnient is
now having second thoughts, and nearly all pub-
Iisbed letters written by farniers disagree wlth
the Liberal policies. It is now a matter of record
that the farmn vote In Canada was almost solidly
in support of the Diefenbaker governiment.

It may be remembered that Liberal governiment
dairy policies were made known only 36 hours
befere tbe May 1 deadline and decisions on policy
cbanges made only somne 50 heurs after agriculture
minister Harry Hays and agriculture minister-to-be
Rene Tremblay took their oatbs of office.

The farmn press bias been taking a long. hard
look at tbese policies whîch indicate greater dalry
surpluses, iower exports, bigber prices te con-
sumera and reduced income for dairy farmers. It

is feared there wifl be serieus expert loss In
British and European markets. The Liberals, who
faveur more trade with the United States, cannot
look for markets for fanm preducta in that country.
It is already plagued witb stockpiled surpluses.

It will aise be remembered that in its first days
of office the Liberal government returned the
Canadian wbeat board te the Department of Trade
and Commerce.

Tbis is significant? It could be. The Diefenbaker
gevernment put the board under the Department of
Agriculture and expert wbeat sales soared. By mid-
May, under tbe Liberals, expert wbeat sales were
aiready down by 30 million buabels from the samne
time hast year. There seema te be little likeliheod
that the Liberal gevernment will be able te match
the Diefenbaker geveroment's recerd in wheat ex-
perts.

That wouid have been correct had it not
beon for the one sale to Russia. I wiil prove
inter with figures that undor the Liberai ad-
ministration, whether they were the ones who
soid tvhoat or xvhether the wheat board
under their direction sold wheat. Canada was
gradually iosing ail lier foreign markets for
wheat. The article gees on to say:

Canadian wheat farmers aIse bave long memeries
They can recahi a previeus Liberal administration
that lest Canadian wbeat sales by trying te cellect
another five cents a bushel fromn prospective Eure-
peso custemers. It was a Liberal administration
tbat tried te unhead Canadian wheat at $1.50 a
bushel wben the world market price was $3. s
bushel.

I think that is sufficient information from
the press to convey to the house that the
issue is a very confusing one, and the gov-
ernment by its actiuos uf putting the wheat
board back under the Department of Trade
and Commerce bias confused the issue more.
When the wheat board was under the Depart-
ment of Trade and Commerce at the time
that the present minister was deputy min-
ister the policies were also confused.

1 have mentioned before that I was very
criticai of our party in this regard. I refer
te page 7693 of Hansard for August 6, 1960,
at which time I said:

As the government bias complete central of the
marketing ef wheat on the prairies. then it is the
responsibility of the government te, ses that
markets are obtained or tell tbe producers they
are unable te do the job.
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