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because 1 thiîik it bears on a question that
wvas raised in another place, as to the ele-
v'at.ors thcmiselves making mioney out of
these overages by selling themn afterwards.
Perhaps there are hQonourable gentlemen in
the House who knýow more about. this mat-
ter than I do, and who w~ou1d be ab)le to ex-
press an opinion as to xviether this clause
protects that s ituation.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: It is a pro-
tection as to the dockage. If the dockage
wvas three per cent more it wvas supposed
to hie returned to the fariner. It neyer was
returned as a matter of fact.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK: Is not the dock-
age a different thing?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: It is Jifferent,
but it will corne in virtually under the
saine clause.

Section 2 ivas agyreed to.

On section 3-additional stock-taking:.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: Is éthere any change
in this f rom wh.,t was provided under the
old Act?

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: This is
a new section.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: There w!i- sofi-e
clause in the old Act regarding w'eighi-up.

Hon. W. B. ROSS: This ks an addition.
to that.

Hon. Mr. WATSON: la this just ta conter
the powers under the old Act on the niw
board?

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: Tr gives
a discretionary power te the board, w~hich
thiev may exercçise when thev deeîn it ad-
visible to order a weigh-up. *Under section
7 et the old Act it was provided that in the
mion.th of August in each year sucb aîsd
such should be done, but this gives 'i wide
discr 'etian to -the board as to wvhat ai iy be
done.

Section 3 w.as agreed ta.

On section 7--Calgary survey board:

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: This is
the old section 3 adjusted to meet the new
conditions, of a court of appeal înstead of
a board ot survey.

Sec'tions 5 and 6 were agreed te.

On section 'r--Calgary sttney bo9rý:

Hon. Mr. VVdLLOUGHBY: I va-it to
point eut t-) the minister th.at, while I hnave
n. objection to a survey hioard being estab-
lished at Calgary, 1 certainly thiîikl pro-

visýion oîight to ho mîade in tlîis Bill for the
establishment of a sîîrvey board at Moose-
jaw. We have had this matter up with- the
Grain Coinîissioncrs on mîore titan one
occasion during 'the wvar and during the
fixed price of grain and the suspension of
the actual operation of the sample muarket.
Perhaps there is no objectioDn to haviing a
survey board nt Moosejaw. where there la
a terminal elevator. In locating- an elevator
at that point the Governinentt was actuated
ta a considerable degree, 1 believe, hy the
fact that Moosejaw was about on the divid-
ing line fronii wvhich grain nîight be shipped
eastward or might he shipped westward by
the Panamna canal if that should prove suc-
cessful, or southward by the grain hrtery
froin Saskatchewan int-o the United States.
We have been for two or three yéars asking
for the establishment o! a survey board at
Moosejaw. 1 know the farmers are very
strongly in favour o! it; thi»y have repeat-
edly passed resolutions asking for it. AI-
though at this late stage I ain flot hopeful
of having an addition mnade to this clause,
I desire ta riotify the minister -that at the
next session of Parliainent I.shaîl press for
an amend.ment ot the Act sa as to provide
for the establishmnent of another survey
board in the public interest.

Hon. WV. B. BOSS: We wilI give it to
you next year.

Section S uvas agreed tio.

On section 9--annual lieenses; powers of
board:

Hon. %V. B. ROSS5: Down to paragraph d
the section is unobjectionahie. It deals
wijth the g-rain in the 'Northwest. But when
you have the grain loaded on board ship, it
eiîters a nev world-it is on the Great Lakes
and the St. Lawrence route; and I think
At is ollectionrable that the Grain Board
should have anything to do with the sub-
ject-matter ot paragraph e. That should be
dealt ivith by a shipping or marine board,
or some othier body. I do flot think it shou]d
le contralled by the Grain Board, but by an
altogether different body. I move that
paragrapli e be eliminaîted.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: Would
my honourable friend have any objection
to stating in what way he cornes ta move
to strike this out? I understand the Grain
Commissioners are very anxious that that
provision should be made. Although. it is
not expressly provided in the existîng
statute, yet I understand the work was
done entîrely under the supervision o! the
Grain Commission.


