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we said that we would take oats at forty-five
cents a busbel there would be no possibility
of our rnaking any profit because we would not,
get the oats if anybody else would pay forty-
six or forty-seven or forty-eight cents for themn
and stili go on doing business in oats. But
îrnmediately the price dropped down to forty-
five cents we would get the oats. As aoon
as the price went up to forty-six cents we
would flot get the oats. In other words, we
would always be getting oats at the floor price
and in ail probability we would have to
dispose of them at the saine price, or lower,
so that it is not anticipated that we would
make a profit.

Mr. WRIGHT: It is probable that you
would make a profit hecause the oats > would
be beld by you until such time as the price
came back. You would flot imrnediately try
to dispose of tbem. at the floor price. The
wheat board bas made a profit on grain
wbich it bought at the floor price and then
sold for a higber price later, and it is Iikely
to do it again in the future. 1 see no reason
wby in sucb a case the growers should flot
reap the benefit of that profit.

Mr. GARDINER: 1 arn afraid that my hion.
friend bas -not been following very closely the
discussions tbat have been taking place
recently in Saskatchewan. If he bas I arn
sure bie would realîze that the government
would not be permitted to make very much
profit out of a transaction of this kind. Taký
our seed grain, for instance. We distributed
oats at a price which gave no profit, and public
pressure itself bas made it impossible for a
settlement to be mnade even on that basis.
You will find pretty mucb the samne bere. If
we took a product and carried it over as my
hion. fricnd suggests, we would probably be
carrying it because we thought that some
day tbe farmer somewhere in Canada would be
short of oats. I arn assuming that wbat the
bon. member has in mmnd is that our market
for oats generally speaking is in this country.

Mr. WRIGHT: No.

Mr. GARDINER: Generally speaking it is.
We happen at the moment to have a market
for a part of our oats in the United States,
but usually and even now the greater part of
our oats is consumed in Canada.

Mr. WRIGHT: What about barley?

Mr.,GARDffNER: Pretty mucb the saine,
except malting barlcy. Our feed grains are
pretty well consumed bere. If we are in a
position where tbere is so mucb feed grain
on the market in the transition period that it

cannot be sold profitably by the farmer, then
we say under tbis bill tbat we will set a
floor price and take those oats at that price.
I assume that in most cases it would be
necessary for us to carry tbe oats over until
there was a shortage. Then when there was
that shortage we would bave to put tbemn
back again on the market to tbe farmer. I
arn quite sure we would not be permitted to
put tbem, on the mnarket in a manner whicb
would resuit in a profit; we would be expected
to do so in a way wbich. would probably keep
down the cost to the farmer who bas to buy
feed -at that timie, just as is the position now;
and that being so, there would not be much
opportunity of profit. Also I arn afraid we
would bave to set up so mucb macbinery
to bandle participation on ail products that
we would be in exactly tbe saine position as
tbc wbeat board got into in connection with
Ontario wheat. I believe tbe year before last
only one farmer delivered wbcat to the wbeat
board, and as a result hie would bave bad to
bear out of bis one little crop of two or three
hundred bushels of wbeat the expense of the
whole rnachinery of sctting up a system, of
participation. So that the wbeat was simply
turned back to bimi and the provision was not
made. I tbink we sbould run into the samne
condition bere. We would bave to establish
so mueli macbinery in order to take care of a
prospect of the kind that I do not tbink it
could be contemplated under tbis bill.

Mr. PERLEY: At a few minutes to eleven
on Saturday evening I brougbt up tbis matter,
and it is reported on pages 5634 and 5635 of
Hansard. The inister agreed that the ques-
tion sbould stand. At that time I tried týo
point out that there was no provision for par-
ticipation certificates to producers of any one
commodity. Tbe minister bas just mentioned
oats and coarse grains. As oats are bandled
at tbe present time, the price is paid and then
an equalization payment is made wbicb is
really a participation paymient principle. I
sbould like to have embodied in the bill a
provision to the effect that if a profit was
made on, a certain commodity so taken, there
would be provision for a participation cer-
tificate and a subsequent payment made to the
producer. I arn not very good at drafting,
but I bave drawn up an amendment wbicb
I arn now going to propose:

That section 10, subsection 3, ha amended
by striking ont ail the words after "ýprofit" in
line 35 and adding t-hereto the following:

" 1with respect ýto the purchasing and market-
ing of any one cornmodity the board in that
year shahl distribute said profit *by means of
participation certificates,"


