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put ou simply te keep in the couutry for the
use o! Canadiani farmers what was valuable
in tbis feeding stuif. I thiuk the purpose
of the Bill is entirely worthy, although
when we came ta consider it clause by
clause it might be impraved in some re-
spects. I wish again te commeud the min-
ister for introducing this. legîsîstion.

Mr. KAY: I arn in ýntire syrnpathy with
the purpose cf this législation and I must
cougratulate the minister on having wrested
it frcmn the designs of the President cf the
Privy Council. I arn very much disap-
pointed, however, ta find that, the minister
intends toa show the use of screenings,
which my hon. friend the leader of the Pro-
gressive party, the hon. member for Mar-
quette, has just been discussing. I arn very
strongly of the opinion that these screen-
ings should not be allowed ta be mixed in
any wsy with commercial feed af any kind.
hi is well known that the vitslily of these
noxiaus weeds cannot 'be entirely destroyed
and the farmers in the East are uncous-
ciously pollutiug their f arm& with these
very bad weeds ta the greai detriment of
agriculture. hi is perhaps true thai there
is a certain amount cf feed value in soins
o! the weeds, but it is also true thàt same,
of ihem are poisonqus and have killed
many head cf young livestock. I would
urge upon the minister very seriously the
advisability of prohibiting the inclusion cf
sny cf these screenings in commercial f eed-
îng stuff s. If there is a msrket in the
United States for these screenings, by ahl
mesus let them be expcrted ta ihat country.
With ibis, one criticismn I think the Bill
is a very good one, and 1 trust the minis
ter will be successful in passing it. We
will be able ta consider it more in. detail
when we are in committee on the Bill.

Mr. SUTlHERLAND: I amn very pleased
te, find thai the Act regulating comine'cial.
feediug stuffs will corne under the conirol

'ef the Deparimeunt of Agriculture. For
many years past Qhue Bill has 'been, first,
under the Departmeui of ILiland Revenue,
then under the Deparzmeni of Trade and
Commerce, and next under t.he Depart-
ment of H ealth. I think every one will
-agree, however, that a law of tbis nature
ahould ibe nder the Depariment o! Agri-
culture, swhich h-as quite a number of well.
trained men who -are familiar with and
competent te deal with questions regardiug
commerpial teeding atuffs. Some hon. -memi-
'bers mày recollect that ai thre haut session
of Parliament we suceeeded in puttiug on
the statute bocks a Bill which endeavoured
ta regulate eme cf these fleed-ing atuffs,

particularly bran and shorts. I arn a luttle
surprised ýta find that in the varioe Bils
that have been introduced thi-s isessioindeal-
ing with these matters the legislation of
last session hais entirely faded away. It
has gradually disùppeared without anybody
taking any particular notice of it, and 1
believe -that to-day it is absolutely destreyed
.as to its intentione.

I arn disappointed ini the present Bill. I
believe that it will resuit in a continuance
of the conditions that exist at the present
time, which enable the mixing ofi what
ought to 'be pure commercial feeding s.tpffs
~with the offal .screen.ings that accumulate at
mille aud elevators. There is undoubtedly
an immense quantity of. these soreenings
accurnulating, and a very large proportion
of them should be destrKxyed at these points
and neyer be permitted to pae out of the
contrai of the Grain 'Board. Negleet of this
in the past lias resulted in untold da.mage
te agriculture iu this country.

I rwas a littie surprised at the remarks
of the hion. member for M4arquette ý(Mi.
Crerar) in alluding ta the conditions that
existed. in 1917 when an embargo was
placed on the exportation of s'creenings ta
the United States. I arn a litile surprised,
that such an ardent free trader as he is
would favour an exnJbargo: on anything bhat
we produce ln this country, particularly a
commodity of ibis, natuire. The excuse has
been made in Parliament on a number of
occasions that very litile damage wus being
done ta the farmers of this country by
reason of the faci that these screenings were
'being exported to the United States. It is
well known that immense quantities were
exported to the United. States for many
years and were fed ai the stock-yards ai
Minneapolis, and rnany other -places to 'which
immense numbers cf sheep were shipjped
<rom, the ranges ta be fed in the yards ai
those points on these screenings. Ctbsise-
quently these noxious weed seeds were not
distributed throughout tia country. But
we have to-day professional mixers of com-
mercial feeding stuifs utiizing these acreen-
ings, -and there are companies placing stufi
on the market. to-day that 8hould neyer be
permitted to reach the farme or feeders of
live stock of thi8 country. I have no doubt
thai soine oi' the provisions ibjat will bei
found in the Bill will take casre ef saine
ci theee companies. I would be muoh bet-
ter satisfied, however if the Bill was a little
more clear and definite than this resolution,
aud did not leave e -much ta regulations'
te, be rmade by the. minister. I cau see no
reasen why bran and shorts particularly


