% 3

Let it not be:overlooked, however, that during the four
years which ended on July .31lst last, -western producers were able
to deliver to the Canadian Wheat Board considerably more than
the ‘equivalent of four average crops. .

Look at the figures. :In the‘crop year 1951-52 western
Producers delivered to the Board 455 million bushels of wheat
and 737 million bushels of all grains, in 1952-53,: 536 million

‘bushels of wheat and 844 million bushels .of-all grains, in 1953~

54, 397 million bushels of wheat and 608 million bushels of all

-grains and in the crop year which ‘ended on-July: 31, 1955, 320

million bushels of wheat and 52% -million bushels of all grains.
This ig am average of 422 'million bushels of ‘wheat per.year
marketed by producers over the whole four-year: period.- If to
these deliveries are added disappearance on farms, it will be
seen that western farmers have been able to dispose of the equi-

“Valent of -4 Prairie crop of 495 million bushels of wheat per year,

which, as you know, is well ‘above the long-term average output.

Even last year, which was in some respects disappoint-

ing, producers were able to:rdeliver not only as much grain as
«‘Was produced -last years but Wwere also able to‘'reduce farm stocks

by 100 million bushels of ‘wheat, :and 100 million bushels ‘of other

‘8Tains,  In other words, iif sthere had beenan-average crop this

fggrlng.this crop year.
‘8Dle to deliver before t »
SQuivalent. of a better than average Crop.
“have o be stored on farms until it is needed,
.gvaluable reserve against the time
‘,“produced here or elsewhere. . :

Year, rather than another “whopper", the-situation-which now

‘Confronts us would have been verydifferent ‘indeed. : On the whole,

however, I still -find it difficult to believe that’a“good ‘crop

48 a‘calamity in western-Canada. '’ o:"

orain produced cthis year cannot ‘be ‘délivered
A gut"llam nopeful that producers will be
he -end ‘of the ccurrent crop year 'the
The remainder will
providing a most
when below-average crops are

The second main reason for carrent marketing difficul-

tes s the surplus disposal activities of the United States.

‘3§nada and the United States ar
Sther history records any oth

e very good neighbours. I doubt
h er instance where two pigples
1ave lived de in greater harmony. -I do not think
that ol tenatys s with the delibe-
: e mbark upon policies with the de
Adhar: nonntay aoule’ S - Many of those present

rat i
«:wgie intention of harming the other.
St 1 remember the speeches made-

by Mr. Ezra Bens_on,'Un%tedf
ates g cultures in Western Canada just a few
gOnths a:gfeiﬁgg ﬁg 255: assurances that the United States would
HFPSue fair practices in disposing of surpluses.

how, in fact, the United States does

uatE Let me outline, wheat on world markets. First, it
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.8econdly, the United States

S, wh
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by +° Used by the purchasing Government for some purpose approved
1*'th° United Stat Government, or in some cases to be.converted
atg a5es ‘At the present time, for
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