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This metric legisiation wbicb bas been before the House for
some tirne will affect the western grain farmer 10 the greatest
extent. The Metric Commission instructed the grain trade 10
convert 10 the metric systern as of February i of ibis year.
However, this bas been delayed for sorne lime because the bill
is not yet througb the House.4v

Members can find ammunition with regard 10 ibis bill. Al
tbey bave to do is read Qpen Forum or the Western Producer
ta see wbere westerners stand on ibis malter. 1 do not know
wby the minister and the governent want to railroad this
through the House.

In effect, the main change for farmers wilI be thai bis acres
wiil be no more. Tbey wilI be repiaced by hectares, 2.2 acres,
wbile the buying of grain from the farmer wilI be in tonnes,
wbicb is about 2,200 pounds. From tbe lime the bill bas been
in cornmittee, the officiaI opposition bave been poiniing oui the
unfairness of trying 10 raiiroad Ibis bill tbrougb the House ai
ibis lime. We aitempied 10 stop tbe bill since il would appear
10 be of littie use ta ibose wbo deai with country elevators. The
sysiem wilI cause notbing but confusion to' the farmer wbo, of
ail segments of the grain trade, is least able 10 cope witb il.

*(2220)

Furibermore, the United States is not Iikely 10 convert to
hectares or tonnes for a considerable lime, s0 we shall be out
of step wben il cornes 10 farm macbinery, herbicides and
fertilîzer. The prime mover in Ibis cbain seems 10 bave been
the Meîric Commission, foiiowed by the Wbeat Board and the
Grain Commissioners; the various grain bandiing companies
bave acquiesced.

The railways wiii stîli ship in busheis as ibey bave no
intention of cbanging over until 198 1.

The Wheai Board bas given as ils reason for the changeover
that il wili save $ 1,000,000 in computations.

Tbe Conservatives bave asked tbat the acre be retained and
that the farmer seil grain ai the country elevator ai the bushel
rneasure until we standardize wiib the United States. The
Metric Commission, bowever, wiib the Wbeat Board agreeing,
say this wiil not be as iidy a systern and that il is necessary 10
iniroduce the metric system for grain across the board.

The Liberai members of tbe cornmiltee supporied tbe
changes aggressiveiy but il is inîeresting 10 note tbat this
change from acres and bushels only affects the designated
Wbeai Board area, wbiie the rest of Canada wiii not likeiy
face any changes for some years so far as acres ta hectares is
concerned.

I arn raîber suspicious thai the governmeni insiituîed il in
the Wbeat Board area 10 see, bow il wiii be accepled. We saw
Ibis going on aI the commiiiee stage. Wben 1 look at the bill
and ibink of the effect il wili bave on ail classes of people, 1 arn
sure tbose who bave been supporting il bave not been reading
ibeir mail or iaking note of whal bas been going on ai home.

Like my bon. friend from Churchill I also represeni a
norlbern riding and 1 bave no doubi as ta bow the bill will be
accepted in the norih. Il wiii not be weil received. Tbe

Metric System

fishermen will certainly be against il, too. This is sometbing
whicb the government cannot railroad tbrough the House. i
arn reminded of an elderly woman 1 beard from and who was
downright disgusted with the wbole thing. She was just about
heartbroken. This is about the truest way in which 1 can
explain it. She said, "We will neyer know how mucb our
grandcbildren weighed, bow tali they were."

Mr. Hnatyshyn: And ils ail your fauli over there.

Mr. Cadieu: 1 enjoyed the speech made tonight by the hon.
member for St. John's West (Mr. Crosbie). His comments
were so, close to public opinion with respect to their needs when
marketing and making their purchases. Such confusion 1 have
neyer heard of, and I cannot understand it for the life of me. 1
congratulate tbe members on this side for the wonderful
speeches they have made on the bill, and 1 congratulate the
hon. member for Qu'appeile-Moose Mountain (Mr. Hamilton)
on bis amendment. He bas offered the government a way of
getting out of the mess into whicb it bas put us. The govern-
ment sbould sirongly consider witbdrawing this bill altogether
at tbis time and bringing il back again wben the lime is rigbt,
wbicb is iikely to be some while to corne.

If 1 bad received any encouragement from my constituents
to accept ibis bill, Mr. Speaker, I would bave a different view
of it. 1 believe in advancement and in promotion, but I cannot
understand wbat the government is trying to do at this time. 1
bave received no encouragement regarding this bill from any
segment of the population in my riding. This is wby the
minister sbould consider wîtbdrawing this ridiculous bill.

I used 10 bear sorne of the people from European countries
in my constituency saying tbat this bill would be ail rigbt, but
even tbey do not want il now. Tbey bave iearned the system we
use and are backing away from ibis bill. Tbey bave been s0
long away from the metric system wbicb is used in Europe that
tbey are not so happy about adopting il again. 1 have not
found one person wbo is really bappy witb it. Tbey have
cbanged tbeir minds and I sbouid like to see the government
change its mmnd, instead of irying to railroad Ibis bill tbrough.

I know the confusion that exists about it. I was in my
constituency Iast week and spoke to people wbo wiil be affect-
ed by tbis bill, the various measurements for fertilizers, herbi-
cides and so on, hectares and tonnes and ail the rest of it. The
whoie tbing is a mess. The government sbouid listen 10 the
eniigbtened advice given il by the official opposition regarding
wbat the bill means to the country as a wbole. Il is not too laie
10 accept this amendment and to get down to some common
sense tbinking. May 1 caîl it 10.30, Mr. Speaker?

BUSINESS 0F THE HOUSE

Mr. Hnatyshyn: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, may 1
ask the acting House leader what business it is the intention of
the governrnent to cati tomorrow?
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