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these trade barriers will have to be lowered. But, as you know,
there is also the problem of the quality of what we are feeding
animals. When is a chicken a chicken? Is the quality of milk
nowadays, with all the new hormones, the same as it once was?
It has reached the point where we wonder whether we are
looking at a chicken or a chemical product.

So, there are problems with respect to the quality of animal
feed and of milk. A well known French scientist has said that,
for the first time in the history of the world, we are beginning to
wonder if science is serving mankind. For decades, until the
atomic bomb, we were not in any doubt. Now we are asking
questions about the food supply, in vitro fertilization, the list
goes on. We are wondering if science is truly serving us. Before
liberalizing all food trade with the United States, we must stop
and think about the health of Canadians.

[English]

Mr. Ovid L. Jackson (Bruce—Grey, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it
always dangerous when we get into the realm of the hypotheti-
cal. My friend from the Reform Party, the member for Edmonton
Southwest, posed a very significant question. Whether Quebec
separates or not it will have to deal with the rest of Canada.

I do not think there was an answer with regard to how we
would deal with it, if it would be more effective than it is now or
not. Our Prime Minister is from Quebec. Our finance minister
comes from Quebec. The interests of Quebec can be best served
by our current system. There will be some arrangements and
what have you.

The rest of Canada will suffer and Quebec will suffer should it
separate. The people of Quebec have to understand that they are
going to substitute one set of people, intellectuals, government
for another. They have to ask if that is going to be a better
method than the current one. It will get terribly problematic.

The member for Edmonton Southwest posed a question about
the milk quotas. We have a lot of agreements as part of the
family. What happens when you are not part of the family and
you are separated? What happens in a case like that? We are in
the hypothetical realm.

The interests of Quebec are served best by the current system.
Notwithstanding that, it will change because the dynamics of the
way humanity is going have to change. We have come through
different kinds of revolutions. We have come through the
industrial revolution and we are into the information era now.

Quebec does a lot of good things. Its court systems are good.
The way it deals with young people is good. There are a lot of
things that the rest of Canada can learn from Quebec. However,
for Quebec to go with this bunch of intellectuals who are just
seeking power for their own sake I think is wrong.

Government Orders

[Translation]

Mr. Tremblay: Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say that I did
not hear anything of consequence in my colleague’s interven-
tion. As for his attempt to tell Quebeckers that he likes them
better than their members of Parliament, I will let them be the
judge of that.

[English]

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, as I listened to the debate preceding my speech on
Bill C-57, I am almost tempted to change it and make a few
remarks with regard to a separate Quebec and what would
happen to supply management as it now exists in the province of
Quebec.
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Needless to say, I would briefly say that the hon. member for
Rosemont is circumventing the issue and is not prepared to deal
very frankly with his constituents and the people of Quebec as to
what would happen if there were a separate Quebec trying to
deal in trade issues with the rest of Canada.

The purpose of my address this morning to the House is to
speak to Bill C-57. I want to speak to it more directly as it
affects grain transportation in western Canada. This bill will
very directly affect the lives of my constituents in Kindersley—
Lloydminster. On balance this bill will have a very positive
effect on the farming industry and I fully understand the need for
this piece of legislation.

I have some concerns about some of the things that are not in
the bill and the fact that in many areas more should have been
done. It is essential that this World Trade Organization agree-
ment be implemented to move the combatants in the internation-
al trade war in the direction of trade, peace and sanity.

This large, three—inch thick bill represents the successful
completion of the Uruguay round of the GATT and this agree-
ment is the largest, most complex and most comprehensive trade
negotiation ever undertaken. The major agreement for Canada is
the introduction of a common set of rules to govern trade in
agricultural products.

This bill has the effect of causing changes in 31 existing
statutes to bring Canada’s internal trade distortions in line with
international regulations. I will concentrate my remarks today
on the changes to the Western Grain Transportation Act and the
impact they will have on the agricultural industry, particularly
the Canadian Wheat Board region of Canada.

Unfortunately this legislation makes only the minimum pos-
sible changes to the WGTA in order for it to comply with the new
GATT and World Trade Organization rules. I believe we must
continue to work toward a complete overhaul of the WGTA to
make it relevant to today’s realities. I am discouraged that the



