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ANNOUNCEMENT 0F PROGRAM TO REDUCE EGG
SURPLUS

Hou. H. A. Oloon (Mini.t.r of Agriculture): Mr. Speaker,
I arn pleased to be able to announce that negotiations and
discussions have been successfully concluded with the
provinces and producer groups and that a program
designed to adjust egg production to market requirements
for Canada has been developed.

As hon. members are aware, the gavernrnent has been
concerned that any assistance it might put into position
should be of sucli a nature and should be coupled with
such provincial programs as would bring continuing sta-
bility to the industry. I might say that we are particularly
concerned that we avoid doing those things that might be
counter-productive over a long period of time.

A prograrn has been designed that will provide assist-
ance on a sliding scale to encourage maximum removal of
surplus birds within the shortest possible tirne. Under this
formula, if the target is reached within six weeks farmers
will receive approximately 90 cents per bird marketed. If
the target takes eight weeks to reach, the payment would
be about 75 cents per bird.

If the prograrn fails short of the one million bird target
the assistance will be less. For example, if only 500,000
extra birds are taken out of the flocks during the eight-
week period, the subsidy wiil be about 45 cents per bird.

The program will be effective from June 5.
This program is designed to stirnulate rapid adjustment

in fowl numbers thus providing indirect and immediate
benefits through price increases to those producers and
areas that do not need to adjust fowl holdings while at the
same time providing direct assistance to those that need
to make adjustrnents. To receive assistance under the
program producers will require proof of sale to a regis-
tered poultry processing plant or a recogmzed certificate
of disposal.

Full details of the program, including the method of
claiming, wiil be sent to the industry imrnediately. In the
meantirne I would advise that producers should retain al
receipts showing the disposition of fowl removed in the
period.

Mr. R. E. McKilIey (Huron): Mr. Speaker, the statement
that has just been made by the Minister of Agriculture
(Mr. Oison) is in effect a fowl buying program, although
lie did not wish to cail it that. Another fowl buying pro-
gram was announced last October 29-1 have that state-
ment here, M1r. Speaker-which was to be carried out over
an eight-week period. So there is a familiar ring when in
the present statement the minister says that this program
will be in effect for an eight-week period. Following the
earlier programi I asked the minister the following ques-
tion on Mardi 16, 1972, as recorded on page 889 of
Hansard:

With regard to the fowl buying program announced by the
gavernment lest year under which assistance was going ta be
given ta producers, how much money was paid ta producers under
that program?

The minister's answer was:

None, Mr. Speaker.

Most of us know of the terrible situation in the egg-pro-
ducing industry in Canada today. Over 202,000 30-dozen
cases a week are being produced. That is about 10,000 or
15,000 too many, and there has to be a cutback in order
that egg producers can make a decent living in this coun-
try. This situation has gone on too long.

I arn happy to see that the federal goverrnent and the
Minister of Agriculture have negotiated on a little better
terms with the egg producers and the provinces than they
have with the provinces in regard to the small farms
development programn which we heard about in commit-
tee this morning frorn sorne of the provinces. 1 hope the
minister has listened to better advice in working out the
details of this prograrn than lie did on the previous one
and that the prograrn will do some good. I do not know
whether the minister is aware of the normal laying period
of a hen, but I thînk lie should suggest that ail hens that
have been in production for ten months or more should be
marketed through tis prograrn. That might be of some
assistance. More direction has to corne from the minister
and he should listen to people who know what they are
tallting about.

Mr. A. P. Gleave (Saskatoon-Biggar): Mr. Speaker, it
would have been helpful if the Minister of Agriculture
(Mr. Oison) had given us more information. We know that
negotiations have been going on between the provinces
and the federal Departrnent of Agriculture to work out a
prograrn of egg marketing under Bill C-176 which was
passed by the Hlouse a year ago. One question that was
seriously raised in cornrittee at that tine. was whether
sufficient information would be provided ta the producer
and indeed ta Parliarnent when national marketing pro-
grains gat under way. I suggest ta the minister and ta the
House that the information that has been given ta us at
this tirne is sketchy, ta say the least.

For instance, in addition ta the fowl slaughtering pro-
gram, which can be only one facet of a total approach,
what is going ta be done about the import of eggs from
other countries? The minister referred ta supply manage-
ment being achieved between the provinces. If this is the
case, what is going ta be done about imports? What le the
policy? No information is given. What is the actual divi-
sion between the provinces? We do not have that informa-
tion. We have not been told what the formula is for dis-
tributing the money. If fewer birds are killed the price per
bird goes down. One area may have fulfilled its obligation
and another area. that has not will suffer. There are tao
rnany unanswered questions. The minuster may have the
answers, and I would be pleased if he would provide themn
ta the House at some future time.
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