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three years ago I was raising 1,000 hogs a year, at the present time I am not
raising any. If the price of hogs went up 10 cents over what it is now I
Would immediately be raising 1,000 hogs a year again and a whole lot of
other people would be doing the same thing to a lesser or greater extent.
That will apply to every other type of agriculture. As long as your price is
big enough you will have a big surplus. It seems to me in your thinking
in your brief you have not accepted the fact that in having parity prices
We will have marketing and production quotas. :

Mr. Youna: In reply to that, what you envisage might be a fact. In
that case, as far as I am concerned, we would be prepared to accept the
Consequences of it.

Mr. HARKNESS: In other words, you are prepared to accept a thorough
State controlled agriculture?

Mr. Younc: I wouldn’t say that it was necessary to go as far in that
direction as you seem to envisage. Just the same the marketing quota might
Y€ used as a means of putting some restriction on production. Take, for
instance, the question of hogs which you have raised which is not perhaps
the thing we are supposed to discuss here. I am in the hog business too.

Mr. HARkNEsS: I raised that as an example because I happen to know
how it works out.

Mr. Younc: As far as wheat is concerned you have the factor of the
Weather which makes it much more variable and there is also the fact that
Wheat could be stored. But in the case of hogs if you had a favourable
®nough price it would probably be correct to say you would get an increased
Production.

i Mr. HARKNESS: As far as wheat is concerned we always have a big export
Iplus.

Mr. Youna: Yes, but have always been able to find a market for it at
SOme price at any rate.

The CHalRMAN: May we go on to No. 2?

Mr. Tucker: There is one point I would like the witnesss to deal with.
.* 8reat deal has been said about it and I wondered what Mr. Patterson had
N mind about it. He suggested that while there were people who were hungry
M the world there should be no thought of putting quotas and controls on

€ production of the Canadian people. A lot of people who are hungry
oday have absolutely nothing to give us for the food products that we already
Ave in oversupply. I was wondering what the idea of the farmers’ unions
Was in that regard,—is it that we should buy the food products from the
Anadian farmers and give them to these people and tax the Canadian people
genel‘ally for a system of feeding these teeming populations that are hungry
today or what you had in mind in that regard?

Mr. ParrersoN: Mr. Tucker, that was the point that I brought up and my
appl‘oach to the situation is still the same. You suggest that these people

aVe nothing to give in return for the goods that we might supply them. I
Suggest they could give us a terrific amount of trouble if they remain on the
Tead-line.

. Mr. Tucker: You mean provide them with the food to keep them quiet—
'S that the idea? :
Mr. ParTERson: I would suggest that rather than being concerned about
ng the munitions that are necessary to keep these people quiet that we
Ve the food they need and they would be quiet and happy.

The CuamrMAN: Let me suggest this is under No. 4.
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