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bushels from the one hundred acres, 0f that two
thousand bushels the government will take
oniy two-tbirds, or 1,333 bushels, whieh at
15 cents a bushel would amount to $199.80,
or almost equal to the summer-fallow bonus.
This wvill leave me 666 bushels, whieh the
governmont does not want. What is the
farmner going to do w'ith those 666 bushels of
wheat? Well, hie will just put them in his
granary. Can you think of any form of crop
insurance, Mr. Chairman, that would stand a
man in botter stead than a binful of whoat;
and can you think of anytbing that would
bring this problem f0 the mmid of the farmer
more vividly than to find himself with a
binful of wheat whiclb ho could nlot deliver?
The next year he would liesitate before putting
in mucb more wheat.

The coarse grain bonus is, I tbink, the
most attractive of the three proposais. If I
have to make a decision between summer-
fallowing, sowving to grass or sowing to coarse
grains, I wi]l s0w to coarse grains. If I take
one bundrod acres of summer-fallow, I can
produce forty-flve bushiels to the acre. We
usually sow barley on the second erop, some
of it on the poorest land we have; but if
we sow barley on the good summner-fallow,
we can just double the bushelage of barley
in this country right under this very plan.* If
we do that, what wvill be the result? WVe are
just going to bave the wbcat problem trans-
ferred to a barley or some other coarse grain
problem. That resuit is inevitable.

I believe the bonus relative to pasture
land bias some menit, but it is a long-range
programme. It is something: which cannot
be of much benefit to the farmers tbis year,
beyond the $2 bonus which is to be paid.
There is certainly room in Canada for more
grass land; that is where diversified farming
cornes in. We could develop oui' cattie
industry and our sbeep industry away beyond
its present sizo, if that development were
permitted. The other evening and afternoon
wben I listened to some of my good friends on
tbe Conservative side of tbe bouse arguing
that tbere sbould be more restrictions on
trade withi the United Stntes-tbey referred
particularly to fresb fruits-and when they
were told by the Minister of Finance tbat
suob restrictions would endangor the Canada-
United States trade agreement, I could not
bielp thinking tbey hiad not realized wliat
tliot agreement meant to western Canada-
vo s, t0 the whole of Canada.

In thoe days, statesmen do not talk about
restrictions in trade. Tho tendeney is alto-
gethier the otber way. Mon are talking about
cooperation, and the possibility of removing
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barriers of trade between nations. Thc United
States trade agreement of 1936 and again
ronOwO(l in 1939, proved a godsend to the
cattie raisors of Canada. W'horo would we
ho to-day, with our markets across the ocoan
sbut off, wore it not foir that trade agreement?
Now that wve have not the market in the old
country, wboro would \ve ho if wo did not
bave tbat otiet to the soutb? Some will
argue, "l'ou cannot even fill your quota-."
-No, we cannot; but that outiet is remov mo
the surplus from the doînostie market, ani
assures us of a bigher price ail round. Tliere
us no doubt about that.

It is wroog, thereforo, for us to suggest
anytbing whicb would interfero ib u
Canada-United States trade agrement. That
arrangement stands uta anoasis in a
desert, se far as tlie le"islation of this gov-
ernment is concernod. The farm -rs' position
is not good, anul I arn satisfied it is not goinc
f0 ho any botter undor this new policv. The
farmers are willing to shoulder their respon-
sibilities in this war. Thcy are willing to pull
more thon thoir weighit, and, indeed, the-,
are doing se. But why should farmers ho
askod to ho the shock-absorbers of the whole
nation? Tliat is what bias bappenied. Ail
other prices are rising. Look at the profits
boing paid by every coipany in Canada, anl
then look at the position of agriculture, the
basic, backbono industrv of the country.

Farmors oaunot do other than keep on tilling
the soi]; that is their occupation. We cannot
pull up stakos and go somewhore else. We
.îust have to keep on going, wbether we do or
do net receive a fair prico, and take eur
chance on the noxt crep. 1 find, upon looking
into figures receivod by farmers in recent
years, that althouglb those living on the land
comprise ono-third of our population, they'
enjoy only ton per cent of the national
income. Nevcrtbeless, while agriculture i
net prospering, many secondary industries,
foundcd uipon the woî k of the agriculturists,
are making monoy.

I shahl mention somo of those industries.
Take the moat p'uekers, the rnilling companies.
the farm machinery companies and the grain
trade. Each of thoso industries is dependent
uipon agriculture, and to-day eacli is prosî.cr-
ing. Wby? Because tbey can transfor tl1 c
energios te something olse.

I have boforo me figuros showing that iii
1939 Canada Packers had a net surplus of
S1,238,736, and, in 1940, a net surplus of
S1,667,809. In 1939 Swift Canadian hiad a nct
surplus of S376,598, iind in 1940. 8394.109.
Lake of the Woods M-\illing, eompany ihý,
flrm wxhicb bas suffered in rocont ycars, but,


