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OTTAWA, ONTARIO, May 4 , 1938 .

The Hon. W. D . EULER,

Minister of Trade and Commerce,
Ottawa .

DEAR SIRj--I have the honour to hand you herewith the report of the
Royal Grain Inquiry Commission, pursuant to the Order in Council of
27th June, 1936, P .C. 1577, a copy of which is attached hereto .

Your obedient servant,

W. F. A. TURGEON,

Commissioner .
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Certified to be a true copy of a Minute of a Meeting of the Committee
of the Privy Council, approved by His Excellency the Governor
General on the 27th June, 1936 .

The Committee of the Privy Council have had before them a report
---from-the-A-etingMinister-of -Trad~-an-d Commerw, statitrg-thatthe- various

problems pertaining to the production and marketing of Canadian Wheat
and other grains have been engaging the earnest consideration of the
Sub-Committee of the Privy Council, consisting of this Minister of Agri-
culture, the Minister of the Interiory the Minister of Finance and the
Minister of Trade and Commerce, which Sub-Committee was authorized
to examine and advise upon such matters ; that the Sub-Committee has
taken cognizance of the discussions upon the subject in the House of
Common3 and has come to the conclusion that it would be to the public
advantage that an enquiry be made into all the matters involved .

The Minister, therefore, recommends that The Honourable William
Ferdinand Alphonse Turgeon, of Regina, Saskatchewan, a Judge of the
Court of Appeal of Saskatchewan, be appointed a Commissioner under
Part 1 of The Enquiries Act, being Chapter 99 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada, 1927, to enquire into and to report upon the subject of the
production, buying, selling, holding, storing, transporting and exporting
of Canadian Grains and Grain Products, and other questions incident to
such matters, and in particular, but without restricting the generality of
the foregoing terms, to enquire into and to report upon :

1 . The methods now or heretofore employed in marketing Canadian
Grains abroad, including Government Grain Boards, co-operative
or pool marketing, price stabilization measures and the open
market or competitive method ; and the effect of these various
methods upon markets .

2 . All transactions since the year 1930 pertaining to the handling
of grain for relief and seeding purposes in the Provinces of
Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta under the Dominion
Government guarantee, or otherwise .

3 . The extent, if any, to which the Canadian Wheat Board protected
speculative short interessts in the Winnipeg Wheat Market in
December, 1935, immediately following the higher price fixed by the
Argentine Government for Argentiné wheat ; and the effect,
whether beneficial or harmful, of any such action taken by the
Board .
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4. The effect of the practice of mixing and of the selection of grain
for protein content by millers and exporters .

5 . The causes of the decrease in -Canadian Grain exporte in recent
years .

6. The measures which should be taken to- retain and to estend the
marketing throughout the world of Canadian Wheat and other
grains and their products .

The Minister further recommends that for the purpose of making such
inquiry the Commissioner shall have the special authority specified under
Part 3-of-The-Enquiries-Act aforesaid~ -

The Minister further recommends that the Commissioner be instructed
to make his Report as speedily as possible .

The Committee concur in the foregoing recommendations and submit
the same for approval .

(Sgd .) E. J. LEMAIRE ,

Clerk of the Privy Council .
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REPORT OF THE COMMISSION

INTRODUCTION

On June 27, 1936, I was appointed by an Order of His Excellenc y
the_Governor ._General . in_Council a_ .C9mmissiQner-undgr_Part_1of Th

e Enquiries Act to inquire into and to report upon the subject of "the
production, buying, selling, holding, storing, transporting and exporting
of Canadian grain and grain products and other questions incident to such
matters." The Order in Council provided that, in particular and without
limiting the general scope of the inquiry, I was to devote my attention to
the following subjects specifically set out and defined :

1 . The methods now or heretofore employed in marketing Canadian
Grains abroad, including Government Grain Boards, co-operative
or pool marketing, price stabilisation measures and the open
market or competitive method ; and the effect of these various
methods upon markets .

2. All transactions since the year 1930 pertaining to th( handling of
grain for relief and seeding purposes in the Provinces of Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and Alberta under the Dominion Government
guarantee, or otherwise .

3 . The extent, if any, to which the Canadian Wheat Boari protected
speculative short interests in the Winnipeg Wheat Market in
December 1935, immediately following the higher price fixed by
the Argentine Government for Argentine wheat ; and the effect,
whether beneficial or harmful, of any such action taken by the
Board .

4 . The effect of the practice of mixing and of the selection of grain for
protein content by millers and exporters .

5 . The causes of the decrease in Canadian Grain exports in recent
years .

6. The measures which should be taken to retain and to extend the
marketing throughout the world of Canadian Wheat and other
grains and their products .

ORIOIN OF THE INQUIRY

The origin of the inquiry is to be found in a report of a special com-
mittee of the House of Commons concurred in by the House on June 17,
1936. This report, after dealing with the matters which had been specific-
ally referred to the committee, coneluded - with the following recom-
mendation :

11
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"The committee further gave general consideration to the whole
problem of the production and marketing of Canadian wheat and
other fâets-pertaining to the wheat problem. Because of the gravity
of this problem, and because your committee has neither the time
nor the facilities to make a comprehensive survey of the situation,
we recommend the appôintment by the government of a Royal
Commission to make a complete survey of the production, grading
and distribution of Canadian grain, including the methods of
mark rting by,-

(a) the producers themselves through co-operative and stabil-
izing effort ;

(6) the agency of a government wheat board and the powers
such a board should possess ;

(c) ti:e open market or competitive method ; and, further, to
inçuire into the general effect of mixing, if any, and of
selei;tion for protein content by millers and exporters .

"This would involve not only a full examination into the methods
referred to above, but also into the conditions which obtain in world
markets ; what effect, if any, these methods have had upon European
purchasers, and, generally, what measures should be taken to retain
and enlw-ga markets for Canadian wheat, and products of wheat
and other grains, throughout the world . "

The report of the committee, adopted without dissent, also recom-
mended that certain specific questions upon which it had taken evidence
should be referred to the proposed Royal Commission for further inquiry
and report . The Order in Council, in defining the subject matter of this
inquiry, embraces all the matters into which it was deemed expedient by
the committee and by the House of Commons that inquiry should be made .

During the last forty years the grain trade of Canada has been investi-
gated many times at the instance of both Dominion and Provincial gov-
ernments . These various inquiries have been more or less broad in their
scope . Thus the commission appointed by the Government nf Canada in
1923 was instructed to inquire into "the subject of the handling and market-
ing of grain in Canada and other questions incident to the buying, selling
and transportation of grain ." The task of the Saskatchewan Commission
of 1928 was to inquire into "the subject of the grading, mixing, handling
and marketing of grain ." The inquiry instituted by the Government of
Canada -in 1931 was confined to one subject, but a most important one ;
the commission was instructed "to inquire into and report upon what effect,
if any, the dealing in grain futures has upon the price received by the
farmer ." "

On the present occasion the scope of the inqttiry has been made oon-
siderably wider than on past ocoasions,, because, besides some of the old .
problems which now demand reconsideration, other problems have pre-
sented themselves in recent years which affect in a vital manner the posi-
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tion of Canadian grain in export markets and eQnsequently •the production
of grain, and especially of wheat, in Canada . This appears from a perusal
of the report of the Committee of. the House of Commo,ns and is indioated
specifically in paragraphs 5 and 6 in the Order in Council. Reference
is made to " the gravity of the problom " and notice is taken of a
decrease in Canadian grain exports in recent years and of the advisability
of efforts being made to retain and to •extend our markets . This involves
a study of the causes of the decrease and of the measures which appear
best fitted to better our position for the future

. THE INTERESTS CONOBRNFA

The subject matter of the inquiry is not only of first importance to
the economic life of Canada, but it is also of great magnitude, being
made up of many inter-related problems of which some are of a con-
troversial character . The out-standing interest concerned is, of course, that
of the producer of grain ; but many other interests also exist along the
course of the process whereby the primary product is removed from the
farm in-Canada to the mill in Great Britain and in other overseas coun-
tries. The privilege of having counsel at the sittings of the commission
was therefore extended to all those whose interests were affected by the
inquiry . In addition, I had the great advantage of the assistance of
counsel appointed as counsel to the commission .

PROCEDURE

A great number of witnesses appeared before me . Sittings were held
in Canada at Winnipeg, Saskatoon, Regina, Edmonton, Calgaty, Van-
couver and Ottawa, and, with the consent of those concerned, at London,
Liverpool, Glasgow, Paris, Brussels, Antwerp, Rotterdam and Chicago . In
all, 122 days were devoted to these sittings, 260 witnesses were heard and
715 exhibits filed . The period between the issuing of the Commission and
the submission of this report has been somewhat protracted by reason o :
the fact that, during most of it, I was engaged, also as sole commissioner,
upon an inquiry into the textile industry of Canada, which took up 135
days of public sittings besides the time necea,;ary to compile the report
which was submitted to the government on January 20th, 1938 .

COUA'sEL

The following counsel took part in the proceedings :
Hon. J. L. Ralston, P.C., K.C., Montreal, Commission Counsel,
Jas. E. Coyne, Winnipeg, Assistant Commission Counsel ,
Isaac Pitblado, K.C., Winnipeg, Winnipeg Grain Exchange,
A: E. Hoskin, K .C., Winnipeg, Winnipeg Grain Exchange ,
L. W. Broekington, K .C., Winnipeg, North West Grain Dealers, Asso-

tion,



B. K. Williams, K .C., Winnipeg, Manitoba Pool Elevators Ltd . ,
M. A. MnéPherson, K .C., Regina, Saskatchewan Pool Elevators Ltd . .
R . H. 'MiÎliken, K.C., Regina, Saskatchewan Pool Elevators Ltd .,
Al. Al . Porter, K .C., Calgary, Alberta Pool Elevators Ltd . ,
Hugh Ptiillipps, K .C., Winnipeg, Terminal Elevators,
C. K. Tallin, Esq., Winnipeg, Terminal Flevators ,
J. T. Thorson, K .C., li .P ., Winnipeg, United Grain Growers Ltd .,
Hon. J . E. Brownlee, K .C., Edmonton, United Grain Growers Ltd .,
P. G. Hodges, I{.C., Regina, Province of Saskatchewan ,
W. C. Hamilton, K .C., Winnipeg, Dominion of Canada ,
\\'. J . Lindal, K .O., Winnipeg, Board of Grain Commissioners for

Canada ,
F. F. HaR'ner, K.L~ Winnipeg, McCabe Grain Co . ,
Boyd "McBride, I;clr.;p.nton, Edmonton Chamber of Commerce ,
George H. Barr, K:C., Regina, Representing a Group of Regina Dis-

trict Farmers ,
Walter B. Caswell, Saskatbon, Citizens' Wheat Board & Price Leagué,
W. Martin Griflen, K .C., Vancouver, Vancouver :\ierchants LxchangF

& Vancouver I3oar6,of Trade .
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THE WHEAT GROWING ARE A

It will be well, I think, to begin the survey called for by the terms -i f
the Commission by describing briefly the area of Canada which produces
our principal export commodity (wheat), and by reviewing the history of
this area in relation to this production. -

The three provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta have a
total land area of 452,158,720 acres, of which it is estimated that nearly
170,000,000 acres can be used for agricultural purposes . l

UTILIZATION OF LAND ACREAGE IN WESTERN CANADA, 1936

No. of Occupied Farms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 300,523
Total Occupied Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113,112,500 Acres
Total Improved Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60,849,957 "
Area in Field Crops . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40,104,58 1 40,104,581 "
Area in ~Pheat . . . . . . . . . . . 24,837,824 "

Source : Census of 103 6

The agricultural area is bordered on the East by the physical barrier
of the Ontario Clay Belt, on the West by the Rocky Mountains, on the
South, by the political line of the United States boundary, and on the North
by the seemingly elastic border of a territory with an unfavourable agricul-
tural climate . East and West, along the international boundary, there is
a length of 800 miles from the Clay Belt to the Mountains, but the breadth
of the area is narrowed on the northeast by the extension of the Laurentian
Plateau . Thus the arable belt assumes a somewhat triangular shape, with
the western side running for more than 500 miles along the foot of the
Rocky Mountains and, making about a 35-degred angle in the Peace River
District for the third side, running southeast to the southeastern corner
of Manitoba . This third side runs for a length of about 1,000 miles to
complete the boundary of agricultural production at the present time .

The wheat area is thus isolated from the rest of Canada by a- thousand
miles of thinly populated land on the east and by five -bundred miles of
mountain barriers on the west . While this inland, physical, isolation
remains as an impediment, the development of lake and rail transportation
has greatly reduced the economic disadvantages of . : country compelled
to export a specialized crop. The network of railv • y lines in the West
pictures surprisinglÿ: well the Canadian wheat triangle. Ready access to
the Great Lakes, and to the Pacific ports and to Churchill on Hudson's
Bay has helped to offset the disadvantages of Western Canada's geo-
graphical position. -

1 "Natural Resources of the Prairie Provinces."
Publication of the Department of Interior, Canada .
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MILEAGE FROM WESTERN CANADA POINTS TO THE VARIOUS PORTS

From

Calgary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Edmonton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Rt~g ina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Saskatoon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Winnipeg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Vancouver

769
1,103
1,095
1,405

To

Fort willia m

1,267

1,728,3
932

Montrea l

2,190
2,163
1,780
1,882
1,423

Churchill

1,190
1,159
825
790
950

There are two rather large and well-defined regions of the West .--the
southern, short-grass plains and the park belt, a transition of mixed prairie
and tree land. A smaller area is the forest zone . Within these major
regions, the soils are by no means uniform .

DEVELOPMENT OF WHEAT Ac1;EA0 E

Wheat has held the major place in the economy of Western Canada
throughout this Century . In 1900, 44-6 per cent of the improved land was
in wheat ; in 193 6 this percentage had been lowered only slightly to 40-8
per cent . Other field crops formed 19•8 per cent of the improved land in
1900 and 25-2 per cent in 1936. There has been a tendency toward
diversification in Manitoba, in the northern park belt of Alberta and Sns-
katchewan and in the irrigated areas of southern Alberta, but elsewhere
wheat has held its important place in the farm economy . In 1900, the
wheat acreage was 2,495,474 ; in 1936 it was 24,837,824, both census figures .
The other grain crops, oats, barley, rye and flaxseed together comprise
little more than half the acreage sown to wheat .

The production and export of wheat rose steadily from 1908 (when the
compilation of annual statistics began) until 1928 . During the same period,
there was an inctcsase in the quantity used for domestic purposes in Canada
as flour, feed and seed . In this period, the population of Canada increased
from about 7 to 10 million, all classes of live stock and poultry numbers
increased significantly and the quantities necessary for seed rose with the
increase in wheat acreage . The exportable surpluses rose even more quickly
until over 400 million bushels of wheat and wheat flour were exported in
the crop year 1928-29 . Since that date there have been only two crops
of normal size (1930 and 1932) and exports have fallen accordingly .

Within this 20th century, Canada has progressed from modest begin-
nings in wheat production to a position of being the largest factor in the
wheat export trade of the world . This position has brought with it naturally
a dependence on export markets and on prices in those markets .

FiARLY HISTORY

The earliest attempts to grow wheat in western Canada date from
the trials of the Selkirk settlers in the region near where Winnipeg now
stands, about 18i3 . The first crops of 1813 and 1814 were failures, but
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that of 1815 was a limited success . The troubles of these early colonists
were almost insuperable. Apart from climatic difficulties, grasshoppers,
locusts, passenger pigeons and mice exacted their toll from the small yields .
A reference to troublesome weeds at this time shows the birth of a present-
(lay pest . When locusts had destroyed the crops of 1818 and 1819, there was
no seed wheat in the colony and a supply had to be brought from Prairie
du Chien, Wisconsin . With this shipment come stinkweed, and later seed
importations from Minnesota brought other noxious weeds . Discouraged
by floods and locusts a number of the Selkirk colonists moved tip the
river to Pembina in 1818 and there was another exodus in 1819 . ' Pembina
was vacated in 1822 because it was found to be on American territory and
settlement there retarded the further growth of St . Boniface . Another flood
in 1826 caused a great emigration, particularly of Swiss settlers, to \linne-
sota. Lower Fort Garry was built in 1830 and the Fort (tarry begun in
1835 was the future Winnipeg .

At this time, two wagon trails-the Red Ror plain trail, and
the Sauk, or woods trail-formed the communication with the outside world .
The latter of these was to be the path of the St . Paul and Pacific Railway,
begun in 1862, bankrupt in 1373, purchased by Canadian financiers frun,
the I)utch bondl)oldel-s in 1876 , and reorganized under James .1 . Hill as
the St . Paul, llinr,etlpoli and Manitoba in 1879 . In 1889, this road became
the Great Northern .

The first recorded shilinlent of wheat from western Canada took
place in 1876. Amounting to 807 bushels and sold for 85 cents per bushel,
it went out in sacks by boats tip the Red River to the Northern Yacific
lines, which conveyed it to Ontario .

The introduction of " Red Fife " wheat from Ontario about 1870
marked a real advance in western grain-growing . 'Nluch of the previous
discouragement had arisen from the lack of suitable varieties .

In 1878, the St . Paul Railwny entered Winnipeg and from this (late
on the econonic history of western Canada is written in ternis of settlP-
men(, railway ;)uildin6, breaking of new land and tchent production . It
was the peculi, ;r and natural adaptation of wheat to the climatic and soil
CGn(IitlonS of he West, that engendered this growth . This fitness of wheat
became even more apparent with the advancea in plant breeding and cul-
tural investigation.

The development of western Canada in the past sixty years may be
divided into three periods . The first of these began with the active building of
the Cnnadian Pacific Railway about 1882 ; the second, with railway
extension and immigration influx about 1903 ; and the third in 1924 at
the conclusion of the economic depression and unfavourable weather con-
ditions that followed the Great War .



TUE PERIOD 1882 To 1902

The building of the Canadian Pacific Railway started in 1882-83, was
hindered by financial difficulties and the Riel Rebellion, but was com-
pleted to the Coast in 1885 . It tapped the southern, short-grass plains,
which were easily broken up for wheat production . Settlement in this
period came mainly from eastern Canada and Great Britain, and spread
westward from the Red River Valley of Manitoba into Saskatchewan
and along the fertile banks of the Souris, Qu'Appelle and Assiniboine
Rivers . The development of this period was not as great nor as pro-
longed as that which began early in the present century . There were
several reasons for this, including the counter-attraction provided by
cheap .lands in the western United States, the lack of land surveys and the
comparatively slight encouragement to immigration . About the year 1895,
the first period of western development came to an end .

TIiE PERIOD 1903 To 191 8

The second period of rapid development began with a great inrush of
immigration in 1903 which showed a fairly steady increase to a peak in
1913 . In the early years of the century, Manitoba continued to fill up at
a rapid rate and settlement extended northward into the park lands of
Saskatchewan and Alberta . The main line of the Canadian Pacific and
its few branch lines served the settled portion of the West until the
oncoming of the accelerated immigration about 1903 . Then more railway
accommodation became necessary . About this time Messrs. Mackenzie
and Mann began the building and acquiring of lines in the north and
central regions of the \Vest, which by 1905 stretched from Edmonton in
Alberta to The Head of the Great Lakes in the east, and from Lake
Winnipegosis to the United States line, and extended into St . Paul by the
Northern Pacific . The building of the Grand Trunk Pacific also began
about 1903. An increase in wheat production followed closely upon
railway building and new immigration, and a fairly close relation is found
between these three elements in the growth of the West .

The outbreak of the War in 1914 ended the rapid development in
settlement and transportation of the previous decade, but the patriotic
appeal for increased wheat acreage met with ready response. The first
crop seeded after the War was declared covered over 3j million acres
more than that of 1914, and the crop of 1918 was 5 1 million acres more,
an increase of over 50 per cent . This was mainly accomplished by break-
ing new .land and by some trespassing upon the coarse grain acreage .
During this period new agricultural development was most evident in the
northern sections of the Prairie Provinces, particularly in the Peace River
District.
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THE POST-WAR PERIOD -

The wheat acreage continued to expand until 1921. The years 1918-21
offered little in the way of encouraging weather to the wheat farmer, but
while the prices remained high, they compensated for the low physical
yield . When wheat prices fell in 1920 and 1921 many of the marginal
lands were returned to their pre-war uses . Land settlement and èailway
construction continued as important factors . The Soldiers' Settlement
Board and the Canada Colonization Association did much to encourage
the resumption of immigration, especially in 1920 and 1921 . After a slump
in 1922 and 1923, immigration continued on a moderate scale until the
depression arrived in 1929. The government began its control of the
Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railways and the Hudson
Bay Railway was pressed to completion .

Immigration was resumed in moderate numbers in 1924 and con-
tinued up to 1929. Since that date, it has been an insignificant factor in
western development . The growth of population has also slackened .
Between the census periods, 1901, and 1936, the population of Manitoba
rose from 255,211 to 711,216; Saskatohewan from 91,279 to 930,893 ;
Alberta from 73,022 to 772,782, and the three provinces from 419,512 to
2,414,891 . The rate of inorease has slowed notably in the past five years ;
Alberta's--population__is__now increasing the fastest, Manitoba's being
almost stationary .

Wheat acreage had declined to a level of 19,769,648 acres in 1925, but
then began a steady rise to a peak of 26,396,000 acres in 1932. With low
prices prevailing there were declines in 1933, 1934 and 1935, an increase in
1936 and a slight decline in 1937 to 24,699,000 acres . It is evident that
the low depression prices had only a slight and temporary effect in
reducing western wheat acreage .



CH.1PTEti I I

HISTORICAL SURVEY OF THE ECONOMIC POSITION OF
AGRICULTURE IN WESTERN CANAD A

Cliapter one lias dc scrii ►cd bricfty the factors responsible for the
initiation and t;rowtli of grain-farming in the West . These mny be listed
as the natural adaptiition of such crops to climntic, soil and economic

the West, land values hav,' rcinainccl low cnough to encourage exten-

conditions and the plentiful ancl che :ch supply of fertile, ensily-broken land,
Effective precipitation is usually well concentratccl in the grain growing
season . Under pioncer conditions, with land cheap and labour dear, the
cultiv ;ition of wLeat and other grain,-, was naturally resorted to . As settle-
ment progressed, r:cihvay lines were extended and bulk handling made
relatively lower freight rates on grain possible . Terminal elevators were
provided at interior points and at the ports to nssist . the outward move-
mc•nt . Labour saving niachinrry for large-scale production was developecl .
A tremendous stimulus was provided by the high prices and assured
markets of the War period . Throughout most of the short history of

sive roethoils c : : farming. The work of plant-lu•eeclers and cuitnrnl in-
restigators has kcpt pace with new problems so that new and earlier
varieties have been developed and better cultural methods adopted to mcet
the ehnngccl conditions resulting from extractive farming .

A brief citation of the relevant statistics will illustrate the hazards
that _Ln % • _ e _ necolupanicd the establishment of a whcnt economy in the Prairie
Provinces . The--two main va0nnts-weatlier and foreign cieiunncl-are
lnrt;ely bc.roncl control . The «•c,ithcr is tlü ilnin detcrnii~~nnt of yield
and foreign demand is one of the principal price-determinin g

The following table lists the gross value of agricultural productis,i in
the three Prairie Provinccs from 1918 to 1937, and for comparative t~ .u•-
poses, the valne of the whent crop . The ta•emendous variation is clearly
apparent, the low point o' gross value of production being $291,666,000 in
1931 and tlie high, $863,986,000 in 1927. Smilarly for wheat the low point
in value was $112,480,000 in 1931 and the high, $451,956,000 in 1925 .
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GROSS VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION IN TIIE PRAIRIE
PROVINCES A\I) l''ARM VALUE OF TIiE 1VIiFAT (' ROI', 1919 TO 1937

Year

(', ro =s
Value of

Agrirultural
Prv~luction .
('rhousund

1)ollara)

Value Of
\5'heat Crop
(Thouean d
Dollars)

1918 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1919 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1920 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1921 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1922 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1923 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1924 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1925. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.
. . . . .

1926. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1927 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1928 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1929 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1930 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1931 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1932 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1933 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1934 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1935 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1036 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1937 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

714,804
802 .37 4
730,093
475,58;1
Ii04,919
591 .546
M3,513
771,oti5
7G5,011
863,98F,
843 . 153
1}t2, 0'12
441,219
291,666
299,050
293,298
354,920
359,122
412,191
390,643

Source .- Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Agricultural Brnnch, Ottawa .

328,930
387,073
370 .000
219,175
312,515
294,686
285,821 .
451,956 '
408,270
445,547
424,030
290,046
187,279
112,480
144,333
123,198
159, 027
159,677
185, 580
157,500

The next table is appended to show the growth of w13cnt acreage and
production in the three Prairie Provinces as well as the tremendous varia-
tion in average yield per acre from year to year . A downward trend in
yield per acre is also apparent from the moving averages . The year 1937
showed the lowest average yield per acre (fi-b bushels) and the year 1915
the highest (2 6 -0 bushêls) . In 1937, the total yield was the lowest sinee
1914, in which year there were over 15 million acres le swheztit sown .



22

WHEAT ACREAGE, PRODUCTION, YIELD PER ACRE, AND 9-YEAR MOVING
AVERAGES OF YIELDS, 1906•193 7

Acrcago ProductionProduction
(Bushels)

Average
Yiel d

Per Acre
(Bushel s)

9-l'ear Mov-
ing Average

of Yield s
(Bushels )

1006 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,096,053 104,222,780 20•4 -
1907. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,081,207 71,574,402 14•1 -
1908 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,624,000 91,855,000 16•3 -
1909. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,878,000 147,482,000 21•4 -
1910. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,86i,423 110,166,704 14•0 18•43
1911 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,990,461 208,697,000 20•9 19-63
1912. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,011,000 204,280,000 20•4 19•50
1913. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,036,000 209,262,000 20•9 19-1 2
1914 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,335,400 140,958,000 15•1 17•60
1915. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,867•715 360,187,00 0 26•0 16•57
1916. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,362,809 242,314,000 16•0 15•85
1917 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .• . 13,619,410 211,053,100 15•6 14•98
1918. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,1 :5,451 164,436,100 10•2 14•97
1919. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,750,167 165,544,300 9•3 15•85
1920. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,841,174 234,138,300 13•9 14•40
1921 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22,181,329 280,098,000 12•6 14•6 7
1922 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,223,448 373,194,000 17•7 14•95
1923. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20,879,558 452,260,000 21•7 16•10
1024 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,066,221 235,694,000 11•2- 17•6 5
1925 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,759,648 367,058,000 18•6 17•2 2
1926 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,805,314 380,765,000 17•5 17•58
1921. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,425,650- 454,559,300 21•2 16•8 1
1928 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23,158,503 644,598,000 23•5 16•25
192 9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,297,116 281,664,000 11•6 16•07
1930 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,807,058 397,300,000 10•0 15•3 3
1931 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25,5S6,092 301,181,000 11•8 14•6 9
1932 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26,395,000 422,617,000 16•0 13•3 3
1933 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25,177,000 263,004,000 10 .4 11•51
1934 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23,296,000 263,800,000 11 .3 -
10,15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23,293,000 264,098,000 11 .3 -
1 936 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,837,800 202,000 000 8•1 -
1 037 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,599,000 159,00P,000 6 .5 -

.4ouree: Dominion Bureau of 8tatistics, Agricultural Branch, Ottawa .

A:: idea of the variation in whec,t prices may be gained from the
following table, which gives the yearly average prices of No. 1 Northern
wheat at the Head of the Lakes from 1890-91 to 1936 -37. Actually the
variation at the country elevator would be greater .
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YEARLY AVERAGE PRICES OF NO . 1 NORTHERN WHEAT, FORT WILLIAM-
PORT ARTHUR BASIS, CROP YEARS 1890-91 TO 1936-3 7

Crop year ending
August 3 1

1890-91 . .
1891-92 . .

. .1892-93 . .
1893-94 . .
1891-95 . . . .
1895-90 . .
1898-97 . .
1807-98 . .
1898-99 . .
1899-1900
1900-01 . .
1001-02 . .
1902-03 . .
1003-04 . .
1901-05 . .
1905-00 . .
1906-07 .

. 1007-08.

. 1908-0. . . .
1909-10 . . . .
1010-11 . . . .
1011-12 . . . .
1912-13 . . . .
1013-14 . .
1014-15 . .
1015-18 . .

. .1916-17 . .
1917-18 . .
191d-19 . .
1910-20 . .
1920-21 . .
1021-22 . . . .
1022-23 . .
1023-24 . . . .

Cents per bushel
. . . . . . . . . . . . . 90•4

87•0. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . 74•9

65•8
71- 0. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . 81-1

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72- 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98•9

72-4
89•8
79•5

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

110-1
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102-4

96• 0

Crop year ending
July 3 1
1924-25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1025-20 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1920-27 . . . . .
1927-28 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1928-29 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1929-30 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

72-7
74-9
86- 2

100•8
89-4
89-4

132-4
113-3
205- 6
221• 0
224-1
217-5
199•3
129-7
110•5
107- 1

97-4
77-5
79-5
in I . s

169•0
151-2
148•3
148•3
124-0
124-0
64• 21930-31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1931-32 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1932-33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1113 3-3 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1934-35 . . . . . . . . . . „ . . . . , .
1035-38 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

59•8
54-3
88- 1
81-8
85•1

122-7
139•0

` Eight months, August, 1937 to March, 1938, inclusive .
Source : Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Agricultural Branch, Ottawa . -

Canada's progress from an importing to a great wheat exporting coun-
try is shown by the following table, giving the population of Canada and
the production, imports, exports and home consumption of wheat in Canada

1868-69 to 1936-37 . The development of western Canada is mainly,
responsible for this change in Canada's wheat production through the

years . The production of soft winter wheat in Ontario has actually declined

as the Prairie Provinces were developed .
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' ISdi•

- -------

Imports '

---- - ------- - ----

Frp~rts'
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:1 cn1

l'~etr w:n~d
t qr~ht•

l'n~ .
daction 11'hcat 11'hmt 11 hca t

:md 11'hcat 11'heat N'hca t
nnd

~
0m e

__ .- _

n, m

__ - _ . __ . --- -
O t r

-
(latr~ fiour tlour r

_
O(A Ol0 barh .

_
kt.h .

- _ -- -
brl .

--------
b ; rh .

-------- -
twrh .

--------
brl .

------
burh.

16GV . 3 .311 ?t .l .tr 3 .591,918 3/9,248 5 .163 .564 2,809 .208 375 .210 4,497,69 4
16G9 . . 3 .5 . a .,iJ.~ 4 .40; .773 326.38J 5 .871,515 3 .bS7,101 382,177 b,216.89 8

'18i0 3 .';'S l' . a ; 4,20L td2 392 .&13 b,969 .451 1 .748,977 30G,339 3,127 .503
1871 3 .68!~ s.i,l ;.a 4 .11'S,Ii4 376.372 5 .851,&S3 2,993 .119 453 .144 5.032, 7 1
ISi2 . . 1 .i54 tl .d3 S,6•?1 .34(r .3i8 .832 7,07G .134 4,379,7/1 / T/ .190

~
6,513, 96

i873 . . . 3 .82i~ Z ; .leO 5 .405 .G15 2SS .0,S6 9 .701,868 6,b81 .217 542 317 9.012,64 4
t8i4 . 3,545 f ; .,i .td 5 .1U3 .15 ; 467,78P 7 .210 .195 4 .383 .022 302 .783 5 .745,b4 6
18J5 , 3 .931 Lt,ua3 S .R5S .fsS~~ 37G.114 7,548,169 6 .0J0,393 415,504 5,940,16 1
18iG . . 4 .009 ?t.~'oJ 4 .539 .051 549 .0G3 7,059,835 2 .393,155 268 .G03 3,601,8T8
t877 . 4•0'4 IJ, ;K i S.G 5,4t1 314 .520 7,050.75t 4 .393,533 4iG .431 G,S37 .475
16J8 . 4 .120 o, .t~a 4 .210.1G5 313 .0.SS S•6t9.061 6 .610•i24 574 .947 9,197 .986
1879 . 4 .IS5 ü .27~; 10.176 101,799 463 .272 5 .090 .505 544 .591 7.b41,1f.5'1RSO 4 .235 32 .330 iU.fS'? 197 .b81 965.767 2 .b2d .673 43P.i28 4 .502 .4491581 . . 4 .3 :3 33 .tp) 34S .fq9 172.517 1 :122,23G 3 .845 .035 469,739 S.9S8,86 116q~ . 4 .Ji5 4J .752 41 .097 2~i4,9S6 1 .236,39P 5,g67 .456 489 .046 8,0n8,16S1833 . . 4 .430 30 .811 268 .itA S31 .I88 2 .tS9,006 `45 .526 197 .359 1,633,77 718St . 4 .457 15 .3n3 373,101 540,406 2,803 .587 2 .340.956 123,777 2,89T .9531885 . . . . . 4 .537 42 .73G fiR.08~ 201 .32T 972.Ri6 3 .419•1t8 386 .099 5.IS6.61 4
168fi ., 4•SS0 :i8 .22S 22,510 169.629 i6S .871 5,631 .i•b3 520 .213 7,9T2 6831887 . . . . .
1848 . . . .

4 .6-' ~
4 .6i6

38 .95 1
32,9t5

12.012
I5 167

62.48 2
2SS.813

293 .21 1
1 .119 .826

2 .163,751
490 .P0,5

350,11 5
131,181

,
3,739 .272
1 .081,2201889 . . . 4 .i21' 30•J62 188 934 169,869 933,345 422 .274 115 .099 940.220'1890 . . . . . 4•77!- 42 .738 147 .5~1 b7.489 400,222 2,109 .216 290 .i8/ 3 .44J .74 1IS91 . . . 4 .813 f4 .ï21 66,11 ; 36 .SS9 230 .629 8,714 .151I 380,99G 10.428 63 61692 . .

1893
4 .54 :~ 49•182 9•0~'~G

'
34 .507 164,351 9 .2t1 .845 410 .1RS

.
11,117,71 8. . . . 4 .931 4t,317 fA.7T ~ 32.b)S 207 .050 9 .2J2 .208 428 .610 11,200•9531891 . . 4 .974 43 .221 499,7 :K1 19 .839 715 .194 8•825 .t$~ 222,975 9,8'29 0T 7IS95 , 5 .02t SS .i0'i 14 :.131 41 .436 325 .593 9 .919,b4 .̂ t86 .71G

,
10,759,1G4IS9à . .

189T
S•Oi4 39•570 83 .554 26 .3i7 20: .28r' ' .855 .274 4^_1,768 9.753,185. .

18'3 . . .
'

5 .t2 2
S,173

51 .41 8
ti6,493

58.01 5
36,546

3b .S3 7
S7•743

218 .187
2E5 .359

18,963,107
10 .30S,4J0

1,249 .438
79I,536

24 .S8S.57 8
13.871 882) . .t89

'19'A
5 .23 5
5

S9•912 "T,26•1 50,tSp 253•228 16,814,G50 i68 .162
,

20,301•37 9. . .
1'AL

•30 1
S

SS .SJ2 104 .78^ 46 .G38 314 .tS .9
•

9 .739 .755 1 .118 .i0f! 14•773,9CS. .
~902

•37 1
b 494

88 .33 i
9J 073

M8.32i,
84 931

47, H3 3tA,4 0
3

25 .117,5 0 1•04ù .648 31•007 .44fi. ,
1903 . .

,
5 .f~51

.
81 .SS3

•
37.1i1

35 .24 7
40 .549

24 ,51 8
220•992

32 .985 .74 5
16•7i9 .02S

1 .287 .766
I .SS7,600

38,T89 .6y2
24,923 228I4q4 . . .

I9üS . . . . .
5 .837
6 .00

71 .8? 8
107 .033

92.40 f
64 927

42 .39 1
41 912

28.t .19 3
S3R S?1

14,J00•31 S
40 399 402

1 .321,469
1 532

.
20.6t6,926

t90ti . . . . 6 .O1i 135 .tU^
•

35,251
,

44 .0T2
•.

233,Si5
, ,

39 .434 .fS4
. .Ot 4

1 .532,491
47,293,4&S
46 4t5 86 819UT . . . .

I :üR
6 .411 93 .13t 101 .267 44 .194 30.3 .140 40 .077,950 1 .667•SA3

. ,
47,583 .51 1. .

IP09, . .
'

6 .fi2 3
6 .800

112 .43 4
166 .i4i

28.18 G
73.078

33 .48 ~
30.2 ;1

ITS,SS 7
209.307

/f .G96 .0'- S
52,623 .88i

2 .008 .34C
3 .374•2nR

56,733 .63 6
67 803 0931910 . .

191t
6 .98 8

2
132 .07 6
2

10T,903 66 .106 407 .6?9 48 .442,780 3 .101 .185
. .

62,394,113. . . .
1912 . . . . .

T, 0J
' .369

31 .23 7
224 .169

140,62G
619,031

52.19 1
60,079

375 .4&t
889 .38J

i8,788 .88 9
95,510 .82G

4 .180,89 2
4,496 .299

97,600 .90 3
116 744 1721913 . . . . 7 .632 23t .717 12P.823 50.652 357 .6fiT 114 .P0•J .121 4 .S d.i39

, ,
13S .SS7 44 7ID14 . . . .

1915
7 .8J9
7 981

IG1,280
393 513

1 .961,466
111 30

47,903
Z

2,IS0 .039 63 .901,874
~

S,0 7,389
,

86,730,125. . . . .
1916 . . . . .

.
S .OOI

,
262 .781

, 5
86,012

38 .6. 8
48 .531

30S .1T9
304,433

235,1?8,7T G
140 .2•.3,819

7,426,41T
7,631,429

219 .157 .743
174 Sf3 250t917 . . . .

IPIB . .
R,Pi O
S .11S

2?3 .i43
189 .075

183 .639
290.8~1

21 .693
6 815

281 .258
321 659

118,5I9,G01
55 921 319

11•257 .942
1 19

• ,
169,240 .340

I919 . . . 8 .311 193 .2r,0 115 .420
.

19,18t~
,

201,757
. .

6•1 .450.i23
. 9,796

6,455,429
P6,9rA.40 1
92 499 5b41P 0 . . . .

1921
8•SS G
8 J8S

226 .508
3fY) R55

301,642 33 .357 454,749 136,968,832 6 .721,469
, ,

167,216,443. . . .
1Y23 . . .

.
8.919

,
399 .~Bf.

193 .234
93 .671

39 .P3S
67,544

372,943
397,519

150,93S.3S9
229.849 .410

7,740.DG0
11,003 .4f4

185,769,679
219 3fA 9801923 . .

1924 . . .
9 .01P
9•143

474 .199
262 .091

40 .77 2
352,923

83,884
61,6tA

410,74 1
630 .393

292,42b,153
116,958 .IS4

12 021,424
10.169,692

, ,
316,821 .56 1
192 791 7721925 . . .

1926 . . . . .
9.294
9,451

395,47 5
407,136

154,963
139 4Y5

49,829
59 474

379,194
407 119

375,S57 .OT8
251 26S i88

10,896,fS4
2

, .
321,575,02 1

1D2î . . . .
1928

9 .637 479.66b
,

148,904
,

72 .410
.

474,749
, .

288,587,390
9, /T,624

. 9,8fS,754
292,880,99G
332 .961283. . . . .

1P29 . . . .
I

9•835
10.019

S66,i•J6
304,b20

994,IR2
1,003,9P8

71,99 1
82,384

1,345,88 1
7,374,726

354,424,699
1SS,T66,106

11,808,778
6.718 .023

407,564,187
186 267 21 0930 . . . . .

1931 . . . . .
10.205
10 .373

420 .67 2
321,325

131,60 8
123 .524

2S,02S
20,624

244,22 1
216,328

2•28,536,403
182 803 382

6,i01,663
5 383 694

. ,
254,693,857
207 0J9 bSS1932 . . . . .

1933 . . . . .
10,506
10 681

413 .001
281 892

51,320
10 676

27,04 3
69 442

173,0 R
413

, ,
240,136 .b68

, ,
5,310 .613

, .
264,304,32i

t934, .
1 35

.
10,fi24

.
27b .849

,
7,794

.
198 .640

.165
896,674

170.234,01 3
141 .374,910

5,4b4,636
4,7C0,310

194•779,87 b
165 751 303. . . . . I9

1936 . . . . .
10 .935
11,tY26

281,935
2'29 .218

15 .11 1
1 :6 959

61 .422
56 985

. 291,b1 0
403 396

232,019,649
174 858 160

4 .9T8 .91 7
4 5

. ,
254,424,17 5, , . , , , 23,665 195,7?3,653

'

t Ytrore cnded June 30, IS6;t to IlAS, rnd July 31, 1906 to 1937 .
r\1'hchl flour ha-~ lren conccrted into ba .hrlr of tt heat at the atrrage rate of 4y burhela to the tu rrel of 196 lb.or flrwr .
+ In calculating the nppa rent homc con~emption, ntocke of wheat on hand at July 31 hat•e txrn included einco1921 and rtock . of ~nc~at flour rinc~ 192G. The conrumption figurc•e for thcre yeare arc not, therrfore, rtrictly com•parnble Nith the 6lp:rce for t : :e carlicr •earn for w•hich data o~ carryotrr rtocke are not a~•aitsb7c .'I'roductioc, fiRurer from recordr o~thc ~eccnnial ccnrua .
Sonrta.-5cptemlxr, 1937, \Jonthly Bulletin of :\gricultural Statisticr .
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WFS'rrRN CANADIAN AGRICULTURE IN THE CANADIAN E CONO M Y-INTERNAL

AND EXTERNA L

Canada's economic policy, stated in general ternis, has been one of

protection to industry and certain minor branches of agriculture, with con-
siderable importation over the tariff from the United States and Great

Britain and reliance on export of primary products and manufactures there-

of to balance her international indebtedness . Capital for early development
came mostly from the 01d Country, creating a net debtor position t hat has

persisted to this (lay .

The tariff and related imposts cause increased production and living

expenses on the western farms and when added to taxes on land value,
mortgage charges, etc ., cto not correlate well with a farm income noted for

its variation w ith the weather and foreign demand. These taxes-III turn
cannot be shifted by the farmer to any great extent since the factors deter-

mining grain prices are of world wide scope .

As an offset, it has been a matter of government policy to effect reduc-
tions in the cost of marketing. A great deal has been (lone to promote
efficient marketing of the wheat crop in which western Canada is conl-
parativcly advantaged and upon which Canada largely depends for the
balance of he r international indebtedness .

Farn► Capital and Value of Production

The current value of farm capital in Canada in 1937 (including land
and buildings, implements and machinery, and livestock and poultry) was
$4,626,161,000 . Of this amount, the three Prairie Provinces accounted for
$2,026,254,000 . The constituent items were land and buildings, $1,539,-
646,000, implements and machinery, $261,882,000, and live stock and
poultry, $224,726,000 .

In the same year, 1937, the gross value of agricultural production in

Canada was $1,051,698,000, of which the three Prairie Provinces con-
tributed $390,643,000 . All field crops accounted for $273,592,000 of this
latter figure and wheat was valued'nt- $157,560,000. Of course, this was

far from a normal year in western -agriculture . These are the indications

of the tremendous investment in Canadiap agriculture .

Farm Populatio n
At -the-1931 census, some 4-8 millions of Canada's total population

of 10-4 millions were classed as rural and this was the first time in
which urban population exceeded rural . The Prairie Provinces, as dis-
closed in the foilowing table, have remained essentially rural .
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PERCENTAGE RURAL OF TOTAL POPULATIO N

- 1901 1921 1936

Manitoba . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72•4 57•1 59• 3
Saskatchewan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84-4 71•1 69• 9
Alberta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74•6 62-1 62• 9

Source : Census data .

Farm Ownership and Tenancy

Western Canada is rapidly changing from farm ownership to farm
tenancy. The following quotation is illustrative :

"Twenty-five years ago (1911), 83-4 per cent of the farmers
of Manitoba, 90 - 6 per cent of the farmers of Saskatchewan and
92 - 0 per cent of those of Alberta owned the farms which they
operated, whereas in 1936 the percentages were as follows : Mani-
toba 67-2 per cent, Saskatchewan 60-3 per cent, and Alberta
66-9 per cent . "

Source: Canada Year Book, 1937, p . 270 .
There were also large increases in the number of partly owned and partly
rented farms in each province during this period . Such changes are
related to the decrease in the value of land and the increase in mortgage
and other indebtedness.

Internal Importance of Canadian Agricultur e
Canadian agriculture is a very important factor in the economy

of Canada . The purchasing power of the farmer is a decided influence
in providing manufacturing, transportation and distribution interests
with employment and revenues . Basing calculations on the last Dom-
inion census of 1931, farm expenditures for labour, taxes,*feed, fertilizers,
farm machinery, light and power, annual charges on farm mortgages,
gasolene, oil and repairs, binder twine and other supplies, it is estimated
that Canadian farmers spent 557 million d)llars for these items . Food
would account for another 325 million dolhirs and clothing at least 75
millions. These items totalling nearly a thoitsand million dollars repre-
sent the value of farm purchasing power to the Dominion . It is further
calculated that about one-third of this purchasing power arises from the
Prairie Provinces .

Farm production forms the raw material of Canadian manufactur-
ing and processing concerns to the extent of about one-quarter of the
total gross value of their output .

About 20 to 25 per cent of the revenue freight loaded on Canadian
railways is made up of grain and grain products and live stock . A large
part of the Great Lakes freight is made up of grain moving eastward for
export . It is very, important _ also to note that in periods of depression
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there is only a slight contraction in the volume of farm products moving,
compared with the major decline in the movement of industrial goods .
Agriculture thus acts as a- stabilizer to the revenues of transportation
interests .

External Importance of Canadian Agriculture

In external trade, products of farm . origin made up nearly 40 per
cent of our total exports in 1936-37, with wheat and wheat flour provid-
ing 23 per cent. The total value of domestic exports was $1, 061,181,906,
of products of farm origin, $422,163,595, and of wheat and wheat flour,
$245,048,047 . Other grains add to over 21 million dollars and other
grain products over 15 million dollars .- These percentages are lower than
was formerly the case because of the impediments to trade in wheat
common throughout the world.

These statistics reveal the importance of agricultural exports (and
wheat, in particular) in balancing the international exchange of Canada,
which is a net debtor country . Payment for imports and for interest
and retirement of our national debt held in other countries is largely
dependent upon Canada's continuation as an export country .

A study of relevant statistics impresses one with the fact that
domestic utilization of Canadian foodstuffs produced in surplus amounts
has declined very slightly in recent years . The great change has been
in foreign demand . The marketing troubles besetting western agricul-
ture can therefore be appraised as foreign and, to a large extent, uncon-
trollable . Diminished effective demand it the important change .

A basic difficulty of agriculture is that production is not controllable
as in industry. Unlesa nature limits the output, the full force of depres-
sion in demand is felt in the price factor ; in manufacturing, employment,
wages and prices all bear part of the burden .

Undoubtedly, the western producer works under a disadvantage in
Canada's fiscal policy . This was repeatedly emphasized in evidence
before this Commission . The compensation suggested for this disability
included measures directed toward reduction of production costs, con-

improvements in marketing and handling methods from the stand-tinued
point of efficiency and economy, and any possible steps that can be taken
to better overseas demand .

It is estimated that British and foreign investments in Canada at
January 1, 1935, amounted to $6,887,812,000, a figure which is counter-
balanced to some extent by Canadian investments in other countries of
$2,083,341,000. (Canada Year Book, 1937, p . 872.) The not liability is
still a large amount and must remain a principal determinant of our
economie policy. The continuation of our export trade is essential and
because of the important place of wheat in such trade, *it deserves bpecial
consideration .



CII:IPTER III

METHODS OF MARKETING

The fir,~t enumeratecl paragraph in the Order in Council calls for an
inquiry intv :

1 . "The methods now or heretofcire employed in marketing
Canaclian Grains abroad, including Government Grain Boards, co-
operative or pool marketing, price stabilization measures and the
opcrï innrket or competitive method ; and the effect of these various
niethod : upon market .,. . "

Before discussing these various methods in detail and from the stand-
point of the controversies which surround them, I find it useful to review
in Wre outline the history of the years whiLh have gone by and the place
which each syste ► u of marketing has occupied froid time to time . It will
be convenient in doing this to begin with the method described in the
pantit;raph as "the open market or competitive method ;" because, with
the exception of two intervals, one during the Great War and one immedi-
ately after its close, this method of marketing Canadian grain has prevailed
conkantly, though not ahw•ays exclusively, from the beginning of western
Canada's export trade down to the present time .

TiiE OPEN MARKET OR C 0\iPE°rrrl\'E IIETHO D

The history of the op ,! n market or competitive method may be divided
into t w o periods : that which went before the existence in Canada of a futures
trading system, and that which has been going on since the coming into
operation of this system in its present form in Winnipeg in February, 1904 .

From the beginning, and regardless of the particular systems prevailing,
the grain grower and those concerned in his welfare have always been
interestecl in securing the best possible return for the product shipped from
the farm to the market . At first the wheat was bought for export to Europe
by traders who clid not hedge their purchases but bore, themselves, the full
risk of price fluctuations until they had resold at an Atlantic port, generally
New York . The on ly evidence we have of those early days, which is now .
incomplete and fragmentary, indicate; that awide spread of probably
tell cents a bushel on wheat of the straight grades was taken bet ween the
preva iling British price and that paid to the farmer at the time of purchase,
this spread being in addition, of course, to the necessary carrying and
shipping charges . At a later period some firms came into the business who
hedged their purchases in New York, Chicago or "M inneapolis ; but the
spread between producer and consumer prices, apart from carrying an d
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shipping charges, still remained relatively wide because hedging in these
United States markets was not altogether satisfactory . This was the first
period of the open method of marketing and it came to an end when futures-
trading was established in Winnipeg .

Howev^r, it- must be added that in those early days, and especially
before the enactment of the 'Manitoba Grain Act, 1900, sev

,
eral factors

other than the lack of a futures market in Canada had a bearing on the
wide spread taken between overseas prices and those paid to the producer.
These were uncertainty as to grade and quality, scarcity of cars, inadequate
elevator space and loading platforms, the high cost of handling grain in
small volume, slower communications and lack of broad and precise market
information .

The reasons which actuated those who brought the present system of
futures trading into being in Canada and the steps wLich they took to
achieve their purpose are set out in the statement snbmitted to me in
Winnipeg by Mr. Frank Fowler who has been manaf-pr of the clearing
house since its establishment. The full name of the clearing house is the
Winnipeg Grain and Produce Exchange Clearing Associ,ttion . Mr. Fowler
says :

"This Association obtained incorporation under the Joint Stock
Colnpanics' Act of Manitoba in June, 1901 . Its incorporators,-
along with others, aftçr hnving a'few years' experience in handling
the grain crops of the West, during which they proteeted taeir pur-
chases in the country with hedges in Chicago, decided they could
not continue placing their hedges in a market in which they could
not make delivery, and consequently through the Winnipeg Grain
Exchange established a futures market in 1\'in► :ineg \rherG futures
contracts could be completed by the delivery of, and payment for,
the grain stipulated in such contracts . Then, for the purpose of more
efficiently and economically exchanging the -Tâilÿ bzilnnces due to "
tht' fluctuations in the price of grain and for the added security to
contracts, a number of members of the Winnipeg Grain Exchange
established this Clearing Association . Not all members of the
Exchange are members of the Clearing Association, but all members
of the Clearing Association must be members of the Exchange .

"The affairs of the Association are managed and administered
by a Board of nine Directors, who in turn elect a President, Vice-
President, Sccretary-Treasurcr 1nd "Manager . I was appointed
Manager in the -fall of 1903, and proceeded to organize and staff an
office for clearing futures trading in western grain on the Winnipeg
Grain Exchange . This took ccnsiderable time, but we L^ ; lly com-
menced trading in futures and clearing the trades on the 2nd day
of February, 1904 . "

The immediate effect of the establishing of the futures trading and
clearing house system in Winnipeg was considered to be beneficial to the



producer. This is evidenced by the report of a Royal Commission appointed
by the Dominion Government on July 19, 1906,• and which reported on
October 11, 1907. This report says :

" The work of the Grain Exchange in establishing and sys-
tematizing a market in Winnipeg for the handling of the crops of
the West has been a great benefit to the country . The restrictions
placed upon its members in providing for the fulfilment of con-
tracts, the establishment of a clearing house in which contracts are
protected day by day give the banks the necessary confidence and
surety in advancing money to the trade with which to handle the
crop. This has brought the producer much nearer to the consumer
than he at one time was and no doubt is of great financial benefi+,
to him., ,

Peculiar importance is to be attached to this statement by reason of
the composition of the commission responsible for it . The commissioners
were Mr . John Millar, Mr. W . L. McNair and Mr . George E . Goldie . Mr.
Millar is and was then a farmer and wheat grower in the Indian Head
District, who took an active part in farmers' movements. He was the
first secretary of the Territorial Grain Growers' Association which was
organized in 1901 and of which the Honourable Dr . W. R. liotherwell,
M.P., was first president, and was later a member of Parliament from
Saskatchewan. Mr. McNair__was a prominent Manitoba farmer and Mr .
Goldie was a miller in eastern Canada . These men were therefore in con-
stant touch with grain marketing questions both before and after the
adoption of futures trading in Canada and had their own experience to
guide them in reaching conclusions .

As the years went on, however, a different sentiment concerning the
futures trading system . made itself felt among large numbers of grain
growers. The Royal Grain Inquiry Commission of 1923-24 heard charges
against the system which are summarized in the Commission's report at
page 128 as follows :

"That speoulution either on the cash or futures market
injuriously affects the farmer and the community : (a) the price of
grain is thereby unduly depressed in the autumn when the farmers
are selling the bulk of their crop; (b) lucrative profits are made by
speculators, scalpers, etc ., through gambling with the farmers'
product. ; (c) disastrous lorses are made in speculation . "

The report deals with these charges on pages 130 to 139 and on this
last page it lays down 12 conclusions the effect of which is to favour the
futures trading system as being, on the whole, beneficial to the producer .

Later on, dissatisfaction again induced government action and in
1931 another commission was appointed to deal solely with this question
of futures trading . The report of this Commission, after pointing out the -
difnculties involved in the problem, concludes as follows :
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" Howevér, in brief, our answer to the question submitted is
that in addition to the benefits reflected to the producer in furnish-
ing a system of insurance for the handling of his grain, and in pro-
viding an ever-ready and convenient means for marketing the same,
futures trading,_ éven with its disadvant^ges of n1rmerous price
fluctuations, is of distinot benefit to the producer in the price which
he receives . "

During the course of this present investigation the merits of the system
were again called in question and the -advisability of allowing it to con-
tinue in existence in Canada was challenged .

THE BOARD OF GRAIN SUPERVISORS

The first departure from the open and competitive futures market
trading system took place by Dominion Government action during the
war. On June 11, 1917, an Order in Counçil was passed creating " The
Board of Grain Supervisors of Canada ." The reasons for this action
appear in the preamble to the Order in Council, which reads :

" Whereas,, by reason of war conditions, it is considered neces-
sary to provide means whereby the grain of Canada in excess of
domestic requirements may be made available for purchase by or
on behalf of His Majesty's Government of the United Kingdom
and of the Allied Powers, and that the distribution of domestic
requirements be controlled in such manner and under such condi-
tions as will prevent to the utmost possible extent any undue
inflation or depreciation of values by speculation, by the iroarding
of grain supplies, or by any other means . "

The Board marketed the remnant of the wheat grown in 1916 and
the whole of the wheat crops of 1917 and 1918.

The principal powers conferred upon the Board were to take posses-
aion of the wheat ; to fix prices which " as far as possible and having
regard to position and the cost of transportation" were to be uniform
throughout Canada for grain of the same kind, quality and grade ; and to
resell the grain thus acquired to millers and to :

" overseas purchasers representing or acting for the Government
of the United Kingdom or for any of the allied nations or for any
combination of the same . "

The prices paid by the Board were, basis No. 1 Northern in -store
Fort William: for the remainder of the 1916 crop, $2 .40 a bushel ; for the
1917 crop, $2 .21 ; for the 1918 crop, $2 .241.

The object of the Government in establishing this Board appears to
have been to assist in providing a sufficient supply of grain to Great
Britain and her allies and also to fill domestic requirements at reasonable
prices . It was at this time that the Government, having the same pur ;oose



in view, launohed a nation-wide campaign for the extended production of
wheat and other foodstuffs .

By order of the Board of Grain Supervisors trading in wheat for future
delivery on the grain exchange was suspended from and after September 1,
1917. This suspension continuéd until July 21, 1919 .

On this last date futures trading in wheat was resumed, but it lasted
only until July 29, 1919 . On July 31 an Order in Council was passed again
: uspending futures trading and establishing the Canadian Wheat Board
with insh•uetions to handle and market the whetit, crop of 1919 and that
portion of the crop of 1918 which tuight remain undelivered to the Board
of Grain Superi•isors on Attgust, 15, 1919 .

'l'itE•. CAN .auI .a~ AV11EAT BOARD, 1919-20

The reasons for the crea!ion of th,, Canadian Wheat Board are stated
as follows in the Order in Cottnu :

" As regards the crop of 1919, and any other wheat undelivered
on the 15th day of August, .'.919, it does not appear that there will
exist in importing cotmh•ic: 6keh• to require or purchase same,
any organized buying at ft .N ed , rices such as prevailed in recent•
years, nor any open and stablo marh;t of the character that obtained
prior to the war.

'' The United SWes Government has through a constituted
agency tmdcrviken r.iany months ago and during the (ontinuance
of active hostllifl'^~i in the pi-e ,
price, of the crop of that country for the year 1919, and the
marketing of saine at home and abroad .

" UUnder these abnormal conditions, resulting in uncertainty of
price and instabilih• of market, it would appear that in order to
secure that early movemettt of the Canadian crop which is so
c:sentinl, and that fair distribution among our wheat producers of
the actual value of their product, as determined by the world demand

for sanie throughout the entire season of marketing, which is equally
desirable, action should be taken by the Government, looking to the
purchase, storage, movement, financing and marketing of the wheat
grown in Canada in 1919, and other tcheat undelivered in Canada
on the 15th of Ausust, 1919 . "

The difference in the manner of operating between the Canadian Wheat
Board of 1919-20 and the Board of Grain Supervisors was that . the new
board, instead of buying the wheat outright at a fixed price,as the earlier
board had done, paid the producer or other person delivering the wheat
an advance which was fixed at $2.15 a bushel on the basis of No. 1
Northern in store at Fort \Vill'am, and remained accountable to the sellers
for any profits it might realize on its resales after deducting all expenses .
In the result, additional payments of 30 and 18 cents a-bushel were made,
bringing the total price of the wheat ttp to $2.63 per bushel .
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The operations of the Canadian Wheat Board of 1919-20 having :come -
to an end, futures trading was resumed on August 18, 1920 and has gone
on continuously ever since.

THE PooLs

The next modification in the system of wheat marketing occurred with
the coming into action of the Pools in Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba .
The main objects of these Pools are to be found by reference to the contract
signed by each Pool with the grower and which is in identical terms in the
case of the three provinces . The preamble to the contract, taken from the
Alberta form, reads: -

" WHEREAB, the undersigned Grower desires to co-operate with
others concerned in the production of wheat in the Province of
Alberta and in the marketing of the same, hereinafter referred to
as Growers, for the purpose of promoting, fostering and encouraging
the business of growing and marketing wheat co-operatively and
for eliminating spéculation in wheat and for stabilizing the wheat
market; for co-operatively and collectively handling the problems
of Growers and for improving in every legitimate way the interests
of Growers in the Province of Alberta and for other pertinent
purposes :

" AND WHEREAS, the Association has been formed under 'The
Co-operative Association Act' of the Province of Alberta with full
power to act as agent, factor, mercantile agent and attorney in fact,
to handle wheat produced and delivered to it by its members, and
with such further powers as are set forth in its Memorandum of
Association " ;

The Alberta Pool was the first in the field and became organized in
time to handle a portion of the 1923 crop, about 34,000,000 bushels .
Although the elimination of speculation was one of the principal objects of
the Pool, and the Pool did not hedge its grain, its operations were not
c3rried on altogether outside the Winnipeg Grain Exchange and the
Exchange's marketing facilities . The operations of the Alberta Pool were
inquired into in the winter of 1924 by the Royal Grain Inquiry Commis-
sion which was then sitting, and reference to the evidence given is to be
found -in the Commission's report at page 131 . The Mr. Jaffray referred
to is Mr. H. T. Jaffray, then chairman of the western subsection of the
Canadian Bankers Association: -

"The Alberta Pool which - had received a - line of credit, Mr.
Jaffray stated, was not required by the banks to hedge its grain
because the farmer gets only a partial advance and carries all the
riek himself . That is, the farmer retains such a substantial interest
in the grain until it is ultimately disposed of that it is suff'rcient t o

b1614-3-R
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protect the-advance the bank makes against any loss . Loss, if it
occurs w ill fall upon the Pool members themselves. The witness
believed that without hedging the farmer (that is the non-pool
former) would be unable to dump his large crop on the market
within three months of the harvest season without taking a smaller
price for it. Evidence was later given by Chester Elliott, Western
Sales Manager for the Alberta Pool, that the Pool had sold wheat '
for future delivery ` when prices looked attractive' and had also
used the futures market in connection with the export business 'to
accommodate the buyer .' Mr. Elliott, however, said they did not
use the market to hedge the grain of which control had been
acquired in the country . "

In 1924 the organization of the three Pools was completed. They
then decided to get together in setting up a combined selling agency in
Winnipeg, and this was done by the incorporation in August 1924, under
the Companies Act of Canada, of Canadian Co-operative Wheat
Producers, Limited . The new company was to act as selling agent for the
three Pools on a non-profit basis . It became known as the Central Selling
Agency, and its objects, as stated in its charter, were :

"To be an agricultural organization instituted for the purposes
of mutual help, to serve as the central marketing association for the
corporations and person,• mentioned in Section (a . 1) hereof, (the
three Pools) but for no others ; to improve methods and reduce costs
of marketing grain ; to reduce speculation, manipulation and waste,
and all unnecessary transactions in such marketing ; to increase
consumption, build up new markets and develop new uses for grain ;
to market same directly and with regularity, so as to furnish it
economically to the users thereof ; and to preserve for the growers
and the public their proper profits and economies '

1 notice that while the contract between each Pool and the growers
expressed the intention of " eliniinating " speculation, the object of--the
Central Selling Agency in this regard was stated to be to " reduce " specu-
lation . I do not know whether this change in language was meant to have
any real significance, or whether the modified wording in the later charter
was intended to provide for the operations described by Mr . Chester
Elliott in 1924 when he spoke of selling wheat for future delivery " when
the prices looked attractive " and using the futures market " to accom-
modate the buyers" (which means accepting from the buyer of oash
wheat a futures contract held by him) . In any event the Central Selling
Agency took membership on the Winnipeg Grain Exchange and, in the
course of its operations, it had recourse from time to time to practices
usually considered to be speculative ; but this will be gone into later .
It will suffice for the present to point out that the Pools, through their
Central Selling Agency, pursued a marketing policy different in one major
respect from that pursued by elevator companies and others buying wheat
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in large volume for re-sale, in that they did not hedge the wheat they
held for sale but carried their own risk of fluctuations in prices, dispos-
ing of their wheat from time to time throughout the year . They adopted
this policy out of conviction that the hedging of great quantities of
wheat in the futures market in the early delivery montha had a depressing
effect upon prices: As the Pools handled over 50 per cent of all the wheat
marketed during their period of full activity, the effect upon prices of
their non-hedging policy might-be expected to have been noticeable if
their conviction was well founded. On the other hand the risk they were
carrying was great, but it might be argued that it was no greater than
were their chances of gaining by not committing themselves to a price
•early in the crop year .

In 1925 the Saskatchewan and Alberta Pools began the pooling of
coarse grains and the Alberta Pool adopted the same measure in 1929 .

The first four years of Pool operating appear to have produced
results satisfactory to Pool members. But the wheat crop of 1928 turned
out to be the largest in the history of Canada and at the end of the crop
year the Pools had a large quantity of this wheat still unsold . This
handicapped the selling of the 1929 crop . On July 11, 1929, when the
Winnipeg closing cash price for No . 1 Northern wheat was $1 .441, the
Central Selling Agency fixed the -initial payment to be made in respect to
the 1929 crop at $1 per bushel on the basis of No . 1 Northern at Fort
William . This initial payment proved much too high . Prices fell so that
in the result the over-payment made on this basis amounted to 18 cents
a bushel . The Pools' total deficit in respect to wheat and coarse grains
was ultimately placed at $24,300,000 .

The amount advanced by the banks to the Pools to make the initial
payment of $1 in 1929 having become jeopardized by a fall in prices
which reduced the margin between the market value of Pool grain and
the indebtedness to less than the stipulated 15 per cent, the banks wanted
some action taken. In February 1930 the Governments of the three
Prairie Provinces gave_ the -_bRnks a guarantee _against loss in_ respect
to the 1929 crop and the remainder of the 1928 crop .

The year 1930-31 produced new difficulties. An initial payment of
70 cents for No. 1 Northern was fixed on July 10 when the Winnipeg
closing cash price was 95 cents . The guarantee of the provincial Govern-
ments did not extend to the 1930 crop . The initial payment was reduced
on August 14 to 60 cents, again to 55 cents on September 11 and finally
to 50 cents on November 8 .

Prices continuing tô_fall, the Dominion Government was called upon
for assistance, and through an arrangement entered into by the Central
Selling Agency and approved by all parties, Mr. John I. McFarland
became Manager of the Central Selling Agency in November 1930, taking
charae of the carry-nver and of the 1930 crop . Dominion Government
guarantees were then given to the banks .
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On July 31, 1931, the Pools became separated from the Central Selling
Agency and since then have operated as separate entities carrying on a
country and terminal elevator business . They also operated voluntary
selling pools, each in its own province, for those of their members who
wished to pool their grain . This voluntary pooling went on for the four
years 1931-32-33-34, but was discontinued upon the establishment of the
Canadian Wheat Board in the summer of 1935 . The voluntary pooling
operations were of small volume, slightly less than 20 million bushels of
whnat being marketed in that manner during the four years .

PRICE ti~TAbILIZATION MEASURE S

Shortly after the assumption by Mr. McFarland of the management
of the Central Selling Agency in November, 1930, there began what is
referred to in the Order in Council as the " price stabilization measures."
These went on until the fall of 1935 and were financed by the banks under
Dominion Government guarantee . In speaking of these stabilization
measures in their relationship to the futures market, all that may be said
is that they consisted in holding unusually~arge quantities of grain out of
the cash market for long periods of time and in adding to the Central
Selling Agency's cash wheat by the buying of futures . The reasons given
for this policy were : excessive world supplies, a scarcity of buyers and
ruinously low prices. Thése practices were contrary to those which had
been followed by the Central Selling Agency up to that time . They were
intended to secure better prices for wheat by abstaining from selling freely
and continuously, and to resist downward pressure on prices-bÿ buying
futures, espeçially in the fall months . The unusual element thus furnished
to the market was the existence of this agency acting on a very large scale
under Dominion Government guarantee . When Mr . McFarland took charge
of the Central Selling Agency in November, 1930, the quantity of wheat on
hand was 36,935,000 bushels, with Pool contract wheat still to come in
during the crop year . At the end of that crop year, he had a earry-over of
75,164,000-busllels of which 47,555,000 consisted of futures, and 27,609,000
of cash wheat . When Mr. McFarland's activities carne to an end in the
fall of 1935 he had on hand, on Central Selling Agency account, 205,187,000
bushels, of which 53,728,000 bushels were cash wheat and 151,459,000
futures. -

THE CANADIAN WHEAT BOARD, 193 5

The next agency to be created was the present Canadian Wheat Board
established by Dominion Stàtute in July, 1935, and acting with the financial
support of the Government .

The Wheat Board took office on August 14, 1935, with Mr. McFarland
as chief commissioner. The statute empowered and instructed the Board
to acquire and to sell all the wheat and the contraAs for the delivery of
wheat held by the Central Selling Agency, and also to receive and to sell
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all wheat delivered- to it by producers . In receiving wheat from producers,
the Board was to pay the producer a price to be fixed by the Board with
the approval of the Governor in Council and to deliver to him a participa-
tion certificate entitling him to share, with all other producers dealing with
the Board, in the equitable distribution of the surplus, if any, of the opera-
tions of the Board during the crop year . Mr. McFarland continued to act
as manager of the Central Selling Agency up to the time he resigned from
the Wheat Board on December 2, 1935, and, during the autumn months of
1935 preceding his resignation, he continued to buy and sell-on stabilization
account .

On December 3, 1935, Mr. J. R. Murray was appointed chief com-
missioner. The new Board took over from Air. McFarland's administration
90,189,187 bushels of wheat and wheat contracts in respect of the 1935
crop . At the same time there was in the account of the Central Selling
Agency the 205,187,000 bushels of cash wheat and of futures contracte
already referred to. The acquisition of these 205,187,000 bushels, called
"stabilization wheat" was later completed as of December 2, 1935 . The
terms of the acquisition showed a loss to the Government, under its guar-
antee, of $15,856,645.83 on ruling prices .

The Board with Tir .lliurray as chief commissioner proceeded to dispose
of this stabilization wheat and the wheat of the 1935 crop. At the end of
the 1935-36 crop yerr there were left on hand 82,667,891 bushels of stabiliza-
tion wheat and 2,030,761 bushels of 1935 crop wheat . The initial price
fixed under the provisions of the Act for 1935 wheat was 871 cents for No . 1
Northern. in store Fort William or Vancouver. As the operations of the
Board in respect of this wheat resulted in a loss of $11,858,104 .18, there
was no surplus to be distributed among the producers . -

THE CANADIAN WHEAT BOARD, 1936-37 AND 1937-38

Respecting the crop ., of 1936 and 1937 the Board has this to say in
its annual report for 1936-37 :

"In accordance with Section 8, subsection (a), of the Canadian
Wheat Board Act, 1935, the Board, on July 29, 1936, fixed a price
to be paid to the produçers for wheat delivered to the Board, subject
to the approval of the Governor in Council, of-eighty-seven and
one-half cents (871 c .) per bushel for No . 1 Northern' at Fort William
or Vancouver. On August 28, 1936, this price was approved by the
Governor in Council to become effective only if the closing market
price for wheat dropped below ninety cents per bushel for No . 1
Northern Wheat in store Fort William . During the period from
August 1 to August 28, 1936, 'the Board took delivery of 617,655-21
bushels of wheat from producers of which 559,663-47 bushels were
subsequently returned to the producers, while 57,991--34 bushels were
settled for at the open market price to producers who elected that
alternative .



"The price to be paid to producers for the 1937-1938 season was
fixed on the same basis as in the previous season, namely eighty-
seven and one-half cents (87je.) per bushel for No. 1 Northern
Wheat, in store Fort William or Vancouver. As in the previous
year, this price was approved by the Governor in Council to become
effective only if the closing market price for wheat dropped below
ninety cents per bushel for No . 1 Northern, in store Fort William ."

Dtu•ing- the crop year 1936-37 and tlp to the present time in this crop
year 1937-38 the closing market price for No . 1 Northern wheat has not
dropped below 90 cents .

The liquidation of stabilization wheat was continued during 1936-37,
and at th^ saine time the Board sold the remaining 2,030,761 bushels of the
1935 crop . The result of these operations is found in the following extract
from the Board's report :

"The net results of the Board's wheat operations to July 31,
1937, at which date the Board was holding 6,964,000 bushels of
futures contracts against seed requirements for the 1938 crop, may
be summarized as follows :

Profit on Wheat taken over from Canadian Co-oQerative
Wheat Producers Limited at market prices o f
December 2, 1935 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $25,485,526 6Q

Less :
Amount necessary to repay advance to Board by Domin•

ion Government,, against estimated loss (figured at
market prices of December 2, 103s), on Wheat
taken over from Canadian Co-operatiN •Wheat Pro-
ducers Limited . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15,8 56,645 35

Leaa
: Net P r o fi t . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . $ 9,628,881 31

Loss on Board Operations-
1935 crop . . . . . . . . . . . . „ .• , . $11,858,104 1 81038 crop . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49,574 88 11,907,070 08
Net Loss as at July $ 1, 19s7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 2,278,797 75 "

Speaking to-day of the Canadian Wheat Board in relation to the
"open market or competitive method" of marketing with the ftitures trad-
ing system as its mode of operation, it can only be said (1) that the Board
did not hedge the wheat it had for sale, and (2) that it has put an end to
the stabilization proceedings above described .

Since the Board's marketing activities in respect to the 1937 crop are
suspended in view of the market prices prevailing, which have constantly
been above the 90 cents level, it may be said that Canadian grain .is now
being marketed under the open market, competitive, futures trading system ,its it wâs before the-é wâr and during the period between the -end of th e
operations of the Canadian Wheat Board 1919-20 and the cominp i :, ;,o
the field of the Alberta Wheat Pool in the fall of 1923 .



CHAPTER IV

FUTURES TRADING

It will now be in order to look into the operation of the open market
system with its attendant futures trading device . This task has been
performed several times in the past and at some length by Royal Com-
missions, for instance in 1923-24 and in 1931 . It will be neccssary, how-
ever, to treat the subject again on this occasion (although more briefly in
some respects), in the first place'uecause the Order in Council calls for a
report on this, as well as on other methods of marketing, and in the second
place because upon this inquiry the futures trading system, as I have
already remarked, has once more been - challenged as inefficient and as
detrimental to the wheat growér . That this unfavourable opinion is held
by many is-evidenced, among other material submitted, by the considered
statement made by the Pool organizations of Alberta, Saskatchewan and
Manitoba as appears in their brief (Ex . 398), and in particular in what
I find at page 8 of that document where the following is submitted :

" We are satisfied that the futures market does cause fluctua-
tions not justified by the supply and demand for wheat, and this
fluctuating price does not necessarily reflect world value. Indeed,
it would appear to be true to say that the futures market is not a
system of intelligent merchandising ; it is merely an example of
irresponsible mob blundering . This tendency toward instability in
price, which many farmers are convinced is aggravated by specu-
lation, is one of the most serious indictments numerous farmers
level against the futures n5arket. "

THE FARMER AND THE WHEAT MARHET

It must be noted at the outset that in estimating the efficiency of the
futures trading system, or of any other marketing systeni, the test, for
present purposes, must be whether the system in question is of superior
advantage to the grower of Canadian grain ; that is, whether it is more
effective than any other known or proposed system in obtaining a good
price for the grower's product and in increasing the sales volume of that
product .

The farmer is brought face to face with the mechanism of the market
when his wheat is threshedand,ready for delivery at a country elevator
point . This wheat will usually become available for cbnsumption only
later on, at some distant place, and it is for the farmer himself to deter-
mine the time when he will give up his property in it and allow it to go
forward into the channels of trade . He knows that a certain price i s
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available to him at once in cash . He also knows that this price may rise
or fall during the weeks and months to come, Between him and the
person who will ultimately consume his wheat there is therefore the risk
or chance of a change in price . Some one must carry that risk. The
farmer may carry it himself for a part of the time by keeping the wheat
on his farm, if he has the facilities, or by storing it in an elevator, or by
handing it over to a co-operative selling organization, if he belongs to one,
and entrusting the time . of its sale to that organization .

But while someone must carry the risk, the farmer himself need not
do so, any longer, in the usual case, than it takes him to deliver his wheat
to a country elevator ready to buy it from him . Once he has sold his
wheat it leavés his possession and lie can make no further profit or loss
out .of it; the risk or the chance abtendant upon it up to the time of its
consumption is carried by others .

Büt the person buying the wheat from the farmer may likewise get
rid of his risk, in cases where a risk subsists, by selling either directly to
a -consumer or to somebody else who is ready and willing, for one reason
or another, to become a buyer before the consumer is reached . This
brings us to the grain exchange with its cash and futures markets and into
the company of those who buy and sell in that market . Those who buy
generntly do so (1) because they need the wheat for immediate use, or
(2) because they wish to avoid another risk to which they would other-
wise_be exposed, or (3) because they-wish to put an end to a loss which
they can stop only by buying, or- (4) because they wish to take a profit
on a previous transaction and must buy to do so, or (5) because they
hope to make a profit by selling later, or (6) because they wish, by buy-
ing, to produce an effect upon the market itself by preventing a fall or
producing a rise in prices, or by encouraging others to buy . -- -

- On the other hand those who sell generally do so (1),;because they
are producers who desire to take the price of their product, or (2) because
they wish to avoid ano-th-ezrisk-to_which-they-would otherwise- be-exposed ;
or (3) because they wish to put an end to a lqss which they can stop only
by selling, or (4) because they wish to take a profit on a previous trans-
action and must sell to do so, or (5) because they hope to make a profit
by buying later, or (6) because they wish, by selling to produce_an_effeot
upon the market itself by preveriting a rise or producing a fall in prices
or by encouraging others to sell . ,

The foregoing enumeîâtion does- not assume to be exhaustive, but I
think it sets out fairly he different classes of -buyers -and- sellers- who
were discussed in the evidence. It will be noted that of the various trans-
actions referred to some Are intended to avoid, or to put an end to, a risk,
and consequently to the hope of profit or the fear of loss, while others



41

are intendéd to open a risk which is assumed in the hope and expectation
of profit .

By far the-greater proportion of the transactions above described are
not accompanied by a . change of property in any actual wheat or by a
transfer of the documents of title to wheat ; they are contracts for the
acceptance or delivery of wheat at some later time ; those who enter into
them do not expect to make or to take delivery ; added together these
transactions would call for the disposal of much more . wheat than the
country can produce ; and they are usually terminated by the settïng-off
of buying contracts against selling contracts, the differences being paid
in money . Contracts of this nature are entered into daily on the Winni-
peg Grain Exchange and are cleared in the clearing . house,-and _the_system-

----- __
-of-dealing-in-grain-whieh permits of -them is known as the futures trading

system.
When, therefore, in the usual course of things the farmer sells his

grain at the country railway point or later on after storing it and perhaps
shipping it forward, the pRrson paying for it is a trader in futures although
he may also be engaged in some department of the grain handling or
marketing business. The farmer is thus brought into contact with the
futures trading system . For instance, the purchaser is in most cases a

country elevator company. A short description of what takes place will
illustrate the working of the system at its point of contact with the farmer .
In buying wheat from a farmer to-day (March 15, 1938) the company
must do s-o-on the basis of cash wheat at Fort William, and protect itself
from the risk of price change by selling an equal quântity of wheat for
May delivery. But at, this time there is a~ premium of 16 1 cents a bushel

on Nô. 1 Northern cash wheat over the May future . The company must

therefore sell its future at 16 1 cents less than it pays for the wheat. It
expects that the two prices-cash and future-will maintain this relation
until a buyer for the cash grain is found and the future disposed of . The

future contract in these present circumstances is not so complete a protec-
tion as it is at times when no premium exists, because then the spread
between the cash and the future prices is much closer, being made up mainly
ôf -th"acryini~-charges--iVevertheless-itv-affords-a-suffioient-measure-of
protection to allow the companies to buy the producer's grain in the
country on the basis of the cash premium price paid at Fort William,
provided circumstances permit the grain to be brought to Fort William
during the continuance of the premium position .

A REAnY MAxs~r

Whatever may be said in the long run of the merits or demerits of
the futures trading system, it has this much to Its advantage initially :

that the producer can always find a purchasèr who will take his-grain and
pay for it in cash . This is because the first purchaser knows that, if he
does not need the wheat immediately, he can protect himself against the
risk of carrying it by a resale on the futures market. And this sale by



the farmer and resale by the purchaser are made possible by the great
---<lisproportion-vchirli--exists het«rrn the t,olunt c__of transactions in bush els

and the comparatively small quantity of grain produced . I have never
heard of a case of a Canadian farmer being unable to sell his grain for
cash on the basis of Winnipeg Grain Exchange prices (this does not
imply that these prices have always been satisfactory) . Even in the
catastrophic autumn of 1929, the events of whioh will be discussed later,
those farmers who chose to sell their wheat at Winnipeg market- prices
had no ditliculty in doing so, although those prices were for several months
much higher than usual in respect to Liverpool prices and were found
eventually to be too high, the consequence being a great loss to those who
(lid not sell . In thus stating this position of the--individual farmer in the
autumn of 1929, I am not overlooking the difficulties in selling for export
that were met with by organizations holding large quantities of wheat
at that time . I intend to discuss these difficulties later on when dealing
with che position of the Pools .

SCOPE OF FUTURES TRAbINO

I think I should refrain on this occasion from entering upon a detailed
description of the Winnipeg Grain Exchange and the mechanics of the
trading upon that exchange. This subject was dealt with at some length
in the 1923-24 report and again very completely in the 1931 report. The
object of this inquiry does notcall for a re lzetition of all the information
supplicd on_ those previous occasions but will best be attained, I think,
by an examination of the criticism directed, on the inquiry, at the futures
system of trading in grain in Canada, having regard to the interests of
the producer ; and this will involve, as the Order in Council requires, a
study of the effect of this system, or method of marketing, upon the
markets in which our grain is ultimately disposed of .

The Canadian grower of wheat and the overseas consumer of the
commodity are separated by great distances ; and the time differential
between them is affected by the fact that the grower harvests in about
two months a quantity of wheat that is intended for a year's consump-
tion . It is said on behalf of the futures trading system that it ensures, a t
the least possible cost, a steady flow of wheat from the country elevator
to the overseas mill ; this by means of a succession of contracts whereby
the price risk inherent in . ;thg factor of time is alternately assumed and
passed on many times throughout the whole marketing process . This
future trading system is practised in the case of many commodities
besides grain . It is the modern substitution for the primitive method of
direct dealing between producer and consumer at a pricc bargained for
and dependent upon local considerations of supply and demand . Since
the beginning of futures trading on the North American continent the
number of commodities so dealt in has increased steadily. Thus Pro-
fessor G.-Wright Hoffman of the University of Pennsylvania, Consulting
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Economist to the Grain Fu%Nres Administration in the United States says
in--his_mork on Future Tradin g at p# Le Q :

" In the United States, future trading had its origin just prior
to the Civil War in grain and pork products . Cotton followed in
the latter part of the, sixties, coffee in 1882, cottonseed oil in 1904
and raw sugar in 1914 . Since the World War, a long list of products
has beén added including rubber, cocoa, éggs, butter, hides, silk,
cottonseed and cottonseed meal, mill feeds, tin and copper . Classi-
, .,~d by commodities, the list includes at the present time (1931)
ovtr wenty-five individual products ; and the future aarkets for

these commodities also number more than twenty-five . Their total
volume of trading during the year 1929 amounted to approximately

42 billion dollars . "

The above was written in 1931 . Between then and 1935 silver, zinc,

lead, canned goods, gasolene A nd crude oil were added to the list, and finally
in 1936 a futures market for the soy bean was opened in the Chicago Board
of Trade . The Canadian Commodity Exchange in Montreal established a
futures market in silver in 1934 and in butter in 1935 .

THE HEDGING PROCESS

As an illustration of practices in the futures market, I have referred
to the case of the country elevator company buying wheat for cash from
a farmer and simultaneously, or immediately afterwards, selling an equal
quantity of wheat for future delivery. In the case I have given the com-
pany buys the wheat on March 15 and hopcs to sell it at at least as good
a price at Fort William, probably during March, but in the meantime
endeavours to protect itself against the risk of a fall in price by contracting
to sell an equal quantity of wheat for delivery in May. The company
expects, on account of the intimate relationship which usually exists
between cash and future prices, that if the price of cash wheat at Fort
William falls the price of the ' May future will fall likewise ; so that, if it
loses on its cash wheat, it will cancel its futures contract to sell by buying
May wheat at the lower price, thus taking a profit on its future trans-
action as an offset against its loss on the cash transaction . But if, on the
other hand, the price of cash wheat goes up after March 15, any profit
the elevator company would make on its purchase would probably be can-
celled by a simultaneous rise in the price of thè May future ; because the
company must cancel that future sale by buying in its contract or by
delivering wheat sometime during May .

The practice followed by the elevator company in this case is known
as " hedging ." The company, having taken possession of a quantity of

- w}►eât which it must carry until resold, protects itself against loss by a

futures sale . The hedging operation performed by the company in this

case is the selling. But on the other hand a futures contract may be a



purchase by someone who wishes protection against a possible loss . Thus
a miller who has sold a mill product ahead at a fixed price, or who must
fix presently the selling price of a product he is now milling, may buy a
futures wheat contract to prote~t himself against the ri~se in the price of
his raw material . In this case t-t~, hedging operation consists in the buying .

The essence of hedging is that it puts aside speculation ; it-avoids the
risk of loss through price change but at the same time it eliminatps the
chance of profit which a price change might otherwise bring . On the oti:er
hand, the pereon who owns a quantity of wheat, or a futures contract in
wheat, and who holds for a rise thus running a risk of a loss, is not a
hedger but a speculator . In describing the essence of hedging as I have
just done, I am not losing sight of the fact that hedging may result in
small losses or small gains according to the market used for hedging, to
the time of the trading day when a hedge is put on, and to other technical
considerations . Because care and skill are required in hedging as I shall
have occasion to point out later on, and, on the whole, a company's hedging
may be successful or unsuccessful . The fact remains, however, that the
primary objcct of a hedge is to avoid a risk by giving up a chance of profit .

FARMERS PURCHASING FUTURES

Upon this point there is a case of frequent occurrence to which I think
I should now make st)me reference . it _s the case of the farmer who sells
his grain in the fail for cash and then buys a May future for an equal
quantity of grain . In certain statements I have heard and in certain
articles I have read, this operation is described as a " hedge ." But it is
not a hedge ; it is a speculation . The farmer's «•hea+, is gone and is paid
for; his risk in respect to it is over . In the new position he has assumed,
the risk Of loss runs side by side with the chance of profit . It may be
said that lie Was speculating so long as he held his wheat unsold :' but in
that case he has merely exchanged one speculation for another . The point
is that lie is not hedging. I think it appropriate to refer to this inaccuracy
of expression, because there seems to be a certain magic in the word
"hedge," and its misuse may be dangerous to some .

HEDGING, A FORRt OF INSURANC E

_ Hedging is a form of insurance, and the cost incidental to it represents
the insurance premium. Charles 0. Hardy of the Institute of Economics,
Washington, says at page 223 of his work on " Risk and Risk-bearing " :

"Since the hedging transaction involves some costs for commis-
sions, taxes, interest on margins, etc ., it is clear that the average
result of a long series of such trades should normally be a slight
loss, but this loss -is regarded as a premium paid for insurance
against the risk of such heavy losses in an unfavourable season,
as would disrupt the buF,iness and prevent its continuance through
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the long run, in which gains and losses from price changes could be

-__--expeçWd tobalance:'

Hedging being then a form of insurance, it is necessary for our
purposes to find out who the insurers are . It will be well to treat this

question first in respect to the situation which exists in Western Canada
in the fall, because this is the period which is of greatest interest to our
producers . In a normal crop yeâr probably 75 to 100 million bushels of
wheat are delivered and sold by farmers to country elevator companies in
the month of September and an equal quantity of wheat futures are sold
by the companies at the same time . The buyers of thë companies' future

sales are the companies' insurers . in the first place these are buying

hedgers : Canadian millers and expor', .ers and overseas millers and importers .

But these buying hedgers do not take up all the selling hedges . It has been
found impossible to ascertain just what proportion of them they do take
up, but it is probably less than on-c--half of the total . So, in the second

Z,lace' we have those buyers of futures who are not hedgers, who have no
present or future wheat requirements, and who consequently are speculators,
buying futures in the sole expectation of 5elling out at an advanced price .

Whether these speculators win or lose in the long run, they have become,
by buying, the insurers of those who have sold . They carry the risk until

they sell . But,- not being hedgers, they carry it without any balancing
transaction on the opposite side of the market.

This is the position in the fall . At a later period of the crop year the

situation is usually reversed . Then the person requiring to buy does not
find enough sellers without the presence in the market of selling speculators .

AN EXAMPLE AT CHICAG O

The United States Grain Futures Administration made a survey of
the position of accounts in the Chicago Board of Trade as of September 29,
1934, with a view to ascertaining the respective volume o ITedging and of
speculative transactions on that day. The result is summarized in a booklet
issued by the United States Department of Agriculture (Ex. 146'; at page 3 :

" The distribution of the open contracts between the two
basic trading classifications, i .e ., speculative and hedging, as of
September 29, 1934, showed the speculators predominantly on the

long. side of the market and the hedgers predominantly on the short
side to the extent that 75•40 per cent of the long contracts in wheat
were held by speculators, while 81•51 per cent of the short interest

represented hedging. The situation in corn was substantially the

same as that in wheat, with 73-86 per cent of the long contracts

speculative and 79 - 25 per cent of the short contracts hedging . "

INSURANCE AND SPECULATION

Economists seem to agree that insurance by way of hAdging is a useful
help to business in produce markets, but that it attraets ,peculation and
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that, in the case at least of grain markets, the speculative element is
necessary to its proper functioning. The matter is dealt with by both
Hardy and Hoffman in their works already referred to.

with of business

b~~-G6;discuses certain forms of insurance of a markedly c lu atg~echaracter of which he says that :

" They are as useful as any other type of insurance but that
the device ]ends itself admirably to gambling and is often used fo rthat purpose . "

He then proceeds to deal specifically with hedging :
" ~'ery similar to the speculative type of insurance is the practice

of hedging . This is the practice of making two contracts at abou t
the same time of an opposite, though corresponding, nature-th eone in the trade market and the other in the speculative market .
The samc possibility of using a contract either for the purpose of
hedging a legitimate risk or for the purpo-e of creating a gamblin g
risk which we saw in the Lloyd's contracts arises in connection wit h
these ` future contracts' on the produce exchanges" . . ."The

iole machinery of the produce exchange finds its justification in
the facilitieti which it affords for carrying on certain type s

a minimum risk and consequently at a minimum cost . There
is no question that it is sound business policy to make use of th ehedging market «herever a hedging contract can be secnred on
reasonable terms, but the existence of a hedging market presupposes
the existence of a group of speculators who are taking the risk off
the business man's shoulders, and there has as yet been found n oway to kcep these contracts from being bought and sold in a purelygambling spirit. "

Anr1 Hoffman at page 417 says :

" The data compiled - by the Grain Futures Administration as
well as that of the Millers' National Federation, shown in Table 28,
throw considerable light upon the question of whether a future
market could be maintained which permitted only transactions
growing out of cash grain operations. Such a market would clearly
be handicapped in periods when hedging interests were either largely
long of the future market or largely short . Arid one or the other
of these situations prevails most of the time

. It should further beobserved that he :;ging positions change relatively slowly so that
the amount of buying and selling which hedgers do each day is
comparatively small . A future market composed purely of hedging
operations would in all likelihood encounter considerable difficulty
in timing its trading so that the buyers could fiud sellers and sellers
buyers . It is sometimes suggested that in addition to hedging opera-
tions, speculators be permitted to enter the long side of the market
but not the short side . This wouh! be a material aid to those interests
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(mainly elevator concerns) and for those seasons requiring large
short hedge positions. It would also improve the continuous
eharactrr--of-the-market_c.ompared to one devoid of speculative

interest . But it would not supply the needs of hedgers requiring
a long position such as millers, nor would it supply a balanced
market to the same degree as supplied where equal opportunity is
afforded to enter either the long or` the short side . "

THE IMPORTANCE OF SPECULATION

It seems abundantly clear from the foregoing statements and from
all the evidence I have heard on the subject that business on the Chicago
Board of Trade would be seriously handicapped, if not wholly dislocated,
by the elimination of speculative buying and selling (or even by the elimina-
tion of only speculative selling) in the market .

I am convinced,by the evidençc_that the presence of speculators in
the Winnipeg futures market is justas essential to the proper functioning

of that market as is the case in Chicago . The volume of their transactions

may not be as great, and on this point there is no definite evidence, but
experience has shown that in Winnipeg if the speculator is away the market

is in difficulties .
This is only to be expected when consideration is given, for instance,

to the great amount of selling hedging that must be done by the elevator
companies in the fall, much greater in volume than the quantity of wheat
required at that time by millers, merchants and exporters . The absence
of the speculator would then endanger prices . This was admitted to be
the case by members of the trade and the representative of the Pools who
appeared, in July, 1931, before the Select Standing Committee of the House
of Commons on Agriculture and Colonization. The proposal then was
that the Government should take some action to help the market in view
of the speculators' absence . Speaking of the then existing Canadian wheat

surplus, Mr . Sidney T. Smith, representing the Winnipeg Grain Exchange,

said : (Ex. 171 . )

" We have been working it off but not as well as we might

because of the business speculators who have been referred to . They

are not buying as in other years." -

Later on he said : "The trend of speculation is at a much lower volume

than formerly ." The , following evidence given by Mr . Andrew Cairns,

representative of the Pools, is interesting on this point :

" If you buy the grain or allow them the alternative to go on
the open market, you will have to hedge it, and the pressure wil)

still be on the market. You have to provide some means, some
body, or some power for assuming the risk of the difference between
the amount of wheat offered, and taken. In normal years the

speculators perform that function ; this year they are dead ; and



somebody has to step in and perform that risk and Western Canada
feels that the most economic and the most satisfactory way of
handling it is through some form of Dominion financing and co-
operation.

Mr . SHAVER : You sa,y the speculator performs that function .
That is interesting to me as an easterner. I remember, if I got the
impression correctly, at the time the Wheat Pool was formed,-state-
meuts were made that instead of the money going into the pockets
of the farmers of the west, it went into the pockets of speculators.
It was largely to do away with speculation that the pool was formed .
Now, you make the statement that one of the determining factors is
the lack of speculation ; so do you mean that the speculator ..as his
uses?

Mr. CA iRxs : Under the existing system, lie certainly has a very
important function to perform . Many farmers in Western Canada
believe that that system is unsound ; that a better one can be per-
formed ; but unless you have complete co-operation, or some means
whereby all the farmers will carry their own risk I believe it is to
the farmers' benefit to do it . As long as you have the present method
of marketing, speculation is a very necessary element in the existing
system and its absence is certainly to be regretted ."

Giving evidence before the Stamp Commission on April 21, 1931, Mr.
Cairns presented a statement on behalf of the Pools (Ex . 221) in which the
followinn is found at page 6 :

" We do not for a mcment contend that the present extremely
low price of wheat is due to the system of futures trading, as we are
well aware of the mr.ny important factors, each of which is partly
responsible for present deplorable prices . The undoubted excess of
supply over effective demand, the very severe world-wide economic
depr-ssion., extremely high tariffs, milling restrictions, the uncertainty
regarding Russia and other factors all have an important bearing on
the problem . We contend that an additional contributory factor to
the present ruinous prices is the failure of the institution of specula-
tion to assume anything like the risk carrying function so commonly -
attributed to it . Following the speculative debacle of 1929-30 which
carried prices far too high, the general public has lost enormous sums
of money, and confidence as well, and are not- at present in the
market• with suflîcient, resources to carry the risk of price fluctuation
by buying hedges and whatever contracts may be offered by short
sellers . Consequently, we have had a situation lately where more
wheat was offered for sale than there was consumptive or speculative
investment demand to absorli, without sharp recessions in price . "

This statement is to the 'èffect that the presence of the buying speculator
is an important factor in the market and tends to keep prices up . There is
a " risk-carr,ying function " to be performed and the speculator is a neces-
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sary party to its proper performance . It must be remembered th.-',, atthe
time Mr. Cairns made the two above-quoted statements, the Pools had
nsnrellPd their pool aontracts and were carrying on the_ aIna11 voluntary
selling pools referred to in Chapter III .

As 'tu the importance of the speculative element on the Winnipeg Grain
Exchange, Mr. W. J . Dowler, President of the Exchange expressed the
following ' opinion :

" My Lord, I thought that I had been very clear in my statement
the ether dry on this point, which was that the buying in our market,
the laige percentage of the buying in our market conies from people
who ai e merchandisers and who really want the wheat, and the
speculation in it has been over-emphasized, that the speculation in
our market is not nearly as extensive as it is in the Chicago market ;
and thst, of that sp-.culatian, there is undoubtedly some of the smaller
element, but there is also an element of people who study the market
and go :nto it for investment purposes . "

Mr. A. E. Darby, Secretary of the Winnipeg Grain Exchange, had this
to say ;

" Q. Would you say that the speculator as a general rule is the
person who carries the hedges? -

A. No, I would say that the speculator takes up the slack
between the selling and the buying hedges to the extent to which it
is necessary to do so, which may vary considerably from time to
time.

Q. You used the expression, which I think you took from
Professor Clark, when you were giving your evidence the first day,
of the enormous pressure of hedging operations during the time of
the delivery of the Canadian crop in the fall ?

A. Yes, I think that the selling hedges are heaviest then .
Q. That pressure is supported usually, or generally, by the

speculator, is it not?
A. It is supp,,•ted by the buying factors in the market .
Q. And that is as far as you can go ?
A . I admit quite frankly there is a considerable factor in the

buying in the market that is speculative, otherwise I . wouldn't be
able to support my position that the speculator performs a useful
economic service."

WHO ARE THE SPECULATORS?

Just a word as to thosE: who are referred to as speculators. Some .of
them may be persons engagad in one or another of the departments of the
grain trade whose business supplies them with information upon domestic
and world conditions in their relation to wheat values ; others are persons
who, without being in the grain trade, apply themselves to a study of this
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same sort of information with a view to forming a judgment upon proba-
bilities for the future ; others, finally, are those who are ignorant of basic
factors and who act hastily, under the influence of what has been describe d

-as-'-n-inferior-c{ua'.ity-of street gassip-substituted-forworth=while-inrforma~-
tion." Experiencz seems to show that this last class is usually composed of
optimists who go into the m . .rket on the buying side, often in great numbers ;
and that they usually lose, either because théy make a bad guess at the
start or becausé they do not know when to stop .

All of these speculators are divided into two groups by those who deal
with the subject of speculation in commodities : (1) the competent specu-
lator who is said to assist in fixing true market prices and (2) the incom-
petent speculator who acts on impulse and at great risk to himself because
of his lack, not only of knowledge, but of capital, and whose transactions
tend to disturb the price structure . Of these so-called competent specu-
lators, some are buyers at the same time as others are sellers. It may
no doubt be said that a person of good judgment who has taken the time
and trouble to inform himself, and who moreover may have another sub-
sisting commitment to consider, may think it in his interest to buy at a
time when another person, similarly qualified, may think he can better his
position by selling . When they act simultaneously, the one as a buyer at
a price and the other as a seller at the same price, their operation may be
compared to that of "the buyer who is not compelled to buy" dealing with
" a seller who is not compelled to sell," whose transaction in some legal
systems is said to determine the fair present value of the property trans-
ferred. Their transactions, having regard to their qualifications, may
indicate to observers that neither of them can be far wrong, so that, for
the near future, at least, the upward or downward movement away from
the price registered by them will not be great. The position of mere
"guessers" is very different . Their presence in the market in large numbers,
either as buyers or sellers (and they appear usually to be nearly all on
the same side at the same time), is one of the factors which We competent
speculator has to consider when making up his mind as to true values . In
ihe long run their transactions tend to disturb and mislead, although they
may momentarily improve prices for those who have wheat to sell . They
also afford opportunities to the more competent speculators to malte money
at their expense . They may be said to disturb the market, for instance,
when they carry local prices so high that export sales, based upon the
futures market, are rendered difficult or impossible . . --

FiFFECT$ OF SPECIILATION

In considering the value to the market of speculators' transactions it
must be remembered that when one sells and another buys, at the same
price, it does not follow that one must lose and the other gain . On the
contrary, having regard to their respective market positions at the time,
both may be winners or both may be losers .
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It must also lie remembered that those who carry their own grain, at
their own risk, unsold, are likewise, in a sense, speculators, although they
are not usually placed in either of the two groups I have been discussing .

-These-may--be-farmers-,-tradfng-organizations ; such-as--eountry elevt+tnr---
companies who sometimes do this, although only very rarely, or marketing
organizations such as Pools. They may be more or less competent. By
refraining from selling, at least in large quantities, these carriers sometimes
seek" to prevent a depression in prices . It does not follow that they always
gain or always lose by this practice, nor does it follow that the speculator
who buys from them or, to staie the case more accurately, who buys at the
same time that they sell and at the same price, is thereby bound to make
a loss .

In the much discussed case of Board of Trade of Chicago vs . Christie
Grain and Stock Co ., 193 U.S.R. 236, the Supreme Court of the United
States expressed the considered, unanimous opinion that transactions by
competent speculators are beneficial :

"Of course, in a modern market contracts are not confined to
sales for immediate delivery . People will endeavour,to forecast the
future and to make agreements according to their prophecy . Specu-
lation of this kind by competent men is the self-adjustment of
society to the probable. Its value is well known as a means of
avoiding or mitigating catastrophes, equalizing prices and providing
for periods of want . It is true that the success of the strong induces
imitation by the weak, and that incompetent persons bring them-
selves to ruin by undertaking to speculate in their turn . "

;:.

MANIPULATIO N

In addition to the market activities which consist of buying or selling
in order to hedge other transactions or because the trader or speculator
believes that, having regnrd to conditions and prospects and his own present
position, prices are now at a proper level for buying or selling, as the case
may be, there is another form of activity known as manipulation . I have
already referred to this in giving the case of those who buy or sell in order
to influence the market itself by producing a rise or a fall in prices, some-
times by inducing others, by means of a false activity, to buy or to sell .
Speaking of manipulation, Hardy says :

"Manipulation is only possible through large scale operations,
and the number of people who can -engage in it is comparatively
small, though, by pooling their capital and entrusting the manage-
ment of their campaign to a single manager, a group of individuals
can influence the market as much as a single operator owning much
larger capital . "

Sometimes buying manipulation is directed to the creation of a "corner"
or a "squeeze ." The danger of this sort of manipulation in wheat is greatly
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lessened by the rule of the Winnipeg Grain Exchange (and, I am told, of
all grain exchanges) which, in the case of futures trading, gives the seller
the option of the day in the delivery month on which lie will deliver, i f

-necessary-or-advisnirlei-and-the--grade of-wheat-he--will-deliver,-whether-
No. 1 Hard, or Nos . 1, 2 or 3 Northcrn, the last two grades being deliverable
at a discount in the price. In the United States, the Commodity Exchange
Act confers upon the Commodity Exchange Administration power to make
rules intended further to eliminate the dangers of corners and squeezes . I
received no evidence of anything having taken place in the Winnipeg
market in the nature of a corner or squeere in wheat, excepting the case
which occurred during the war, in the Spring of 1917, when, owing to
damage caused by rust to the 1916 crop, the buyers for the United Kingdom
and allied countries found themselves in a position, through their purchase
of May and July futures, to call for much more wheat of the contract
grades titan was available and were unwilling to take wheat of lower
grades at a discount .

The record in respect to coarse grains is not quite so clear. There was
a movement in rye in June and July, 1937, which, in my opinion, was
caused by a squeeze by long buyers . Frôm about June 18 to July 30 (the
last delivery day) the July future prices and the cash prices for No . 2 C.W .
ran upwards together from about $1 .11 to $1 .60 . On the 31st, the cash
price fell 65 1 cents to 94; cents while the July future went off the board
at $1 .621. The records of country deliveries and shipments show that
the greater part of the benefit of this rise went to the elevator companies
and not to the producers . A similar price movement in barley, though on
a smalle"r scale, occurred in December, 1936 . The Winnipeg cash price of

-No. 3 C.W. barley rose from 64-1 cents on December 1 to 91 1 cent: on
December 3 0 and fell the next day to 771 cents . In this case, however,
the rise in price and subsequent sharp drop appe~ar to have occurred mainly
through .the existence of a demaad'for good malting barley in Canada and
in the United States at that time. Traders with selling commitments
treated the barley in their hands so as to qualify it for the higher price
of malting barley and so ran short of No. 3 C.W. barley to deliver on their
futures sales, and had to buy in large quantities before the end of
December .

One of the-reasons why the producers secured a relativelÿ small pro-
portion of the advantage of the price increase in rye in June and July,
1937, and in barley in December, 1936, is the distance from the country
point to For iViIIiam . In each case the urgency of the demand was for
grain in store at Fort William before the end of the month . But rye and
barley cannot be handled for shipment as rapidly as wheat . I was told
that the 12th of the delivery month is the last day, at a point of average
distance, for shipment to and delivery at Fort William before the end of
the month .

Speaking generally of manipulative practices, the belief is expressed
by those who speak for the Winnipeg Grain Exchange that if they exist
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here at all it must be on a much smaller scale than in the United States .
But the means of obtaining reasonably conclusive evidence on the ques-
tion, one way or the other, still does not exist . On this point I find myself

-back_-again-to-#lIe__position_expressed-by the_Stamp--CQmmission_-of1831,_ .
where the following statement is made at page 60 of their report :

" There is no doubt whatever that a feeling is prev6lent amongst
many farmers that someone is making money at their expense un-
fairly by inside knoMedge, manipulation and undesirable practices .
Nothing was given in evidence of a practical or satisfactôry char-
acter as to what it actually is that is done or how it is done, and in
that respect we share the experience of the Turgeon Commission .

" But we cannot claim to have been able to satisfy ourselves
conclusively as to the impossibility of such practices existing . "

THE FUTURES MARKET AND PRICE 'FLUCTUATIONS

Among the charges made against the system of futures trading there
are two that now require attention . These are (1) Nat futures +rading
produces, or accentuates, price fluctuations, sometimes referred to as price
instability, and (2) that the cost of the system is borne by the producer .

The subject of fluctuations was dealt with fully and minutely in the
Stamp Commission report at pages 68 and 69 . There, fluctuations are
divided into three classes : (1) long period major trends of price wherein
grain is related to all other,. commodit•ies ; (2) major fluctuations in price
extending from year to year and from quarter to quarter ; and (3) minor
short period (daily and hourly) oscillations running round about the major
fluctuations of class (2) . The report finds as to class (1), that futures
trading has no effect on-them ; as to class (2) that it lessens them, helps
stability and thereby makes the producer's position more stable and secure ;
as to class (3), that it probably increases them, but that whatever
disadvantage these oscillations may produce is less than the advantages
produced by the fluctuations of class (2) . -

It was asserted before me by some that these fluctuations, and more
especially the daily and hourly "oscillations," are annoying and disap-
pointing to the producer, and -that he would feel better if he were rid of
them even if his net return were somewhat lower . Idoubt whether the
accuracy of this assertion would be supported if it coltid be put to the test,
that is, if some method could be devised whereby, fluctuations and oscil-
lations being abolished, it could be demonstrated to the producer that his
net return was lower than before . I have difficulty in believing that such
a result would be accepted as altogether satisfactory . However, since
fluctuations in themselves, and regardless of their effect, appear to be
looked upon with disfavour, and since they . accompany the system of
futures trading, I have looked around to see whether any_ other system
offers freedom from them. For this purpose I have inquired into • the
situation regarding (1) wheat marketing in Canada before the •beginning



of futures trading in 1904 (2) the situation in Atrr - .lia to-day where
there is no futures market, and (3) the situation repecting other pri-
mary products which are not dealt with in futures trading .

In the ap ep ndi:. to this report appropriat,e tables and a chart will be
found which illustrate the situation in the three cases .

In respect to wheat- marketing in Canada before and aft,er the
introduction here of futures trading, I have given the information
(Appendix III a and b) in the only form in which it is now possible to

give it. The years cited are from 1890-1891 to 1913-1914 . In the case
of Liverpool and Chicago the figures throughout show the average monthly
price . This is also done in the case of Canada from 1905-06 onward. But
the Canadian figures for the earlier years are the registered prices on the
first day of each month, the only ones now available . The tables, of
course, speak for themselves . The result seems to show that month to
month fluctuations in Canada have not been substantially different between
the two periods . The question, what dailÿ or hourly fluctuations took place
in Canada before 1904 cannot be answered now .

The figures of comparison between Australian and Canadian wheat
prices are subject to this r.emark, that in the case of Australia the only
information at hand concerning domestic prices is the price paid at Mel-
bourne by exporters to producers, prodûcers' organizations and traders who
bring wheat to that port for sale . The table includes domestic prices for
wheat grown in Great Britain . The figures indicate sixteen-year averages
from 1921-22 to 1936-37 . The table (Appendix IV) shows fluctuations in
domestic prices to be smaller at Melbourne than at Winnipeg. It also
shows that the Liverpool variations are somewhat-less in respect to Aus-
tralian than to Canadian wheat. This table is taken from an article in
Wheat Studies of the Food Research Institute of Stanford University, Cali-
fornia, Vol . 14, October, 1937 . Referring to the table, the writer of the
article, Mr . Holbrook Working, says :

" Toward one extreme stand prices of Australian wheat, with
an average seasonal variation less than that of Canadian wheat and
an average course very peculiarly related to the timing of the har-
vest. Toward another extreme stand prices of British domestic
wheat, with an average seasonal variation greater than that of Cana-
dian wheat despitë the relatively moderate variation in rate of
marketing of British wheat, and an average course suggesting that
the system under which the wheat is marketed rather imperfectly
meets the very_- modest requirements placed upon it .." ,

In the appendix (V a and b) will also be found a tabulation, covering
the period between 1929 and 1937, showing price spreads and adjustments in
the case, besides wheat, of steers, hogs;-fiiutter, cheese, hay and eggs . There
is no futures market in Canada for any of these other products excepting
butter. The periods are of long range . All these commodities have been
subject to price fluctuations in various degrees, the most'pronounced being
in eggs and the next in wheat . -
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SEASONAL VARIATIONS IN WHEAT PRICES

I think this is the time, while I am dealing with price fluctuatior33, to
take up the much debated question of fall and spring prices for Canadian
wheat--Tvvo-extracts-fiom-the-above-mentioned-artiele-it; Wheat-ftdies--
will serve to throw light upon the problem of comparisons which I have just
!eft and this next one of seasonal spreads . In describing the characteristics
of the Canadian wheat marketing process, the author says :

" The Canadian record is one peculiarly worthy of study . The
wheat crop of the Canadian prairies is marketed with great rapidity .
Three-fourths of a normal crop in the Dominion cannot find local
markets, but must be moved into export channels . The harvest
comes at the time when wheat supplies for the world as a whole are
at their seasonal maximum. For markets to absorb heavy deliv-
eries at this season is much more difficult than for them to absorb
the hep -Y deliveries from Argentina-also notable for extraordinarily
rapid marketing-since Argentine supplies reach import markets
opportunely in a period that would otherwise be one of relative sea-
sonal scarcity . Furthermore, the export wheats of Canada possess
special milling characteristics requiring, for their most effective utili-
zation, that Canadian wheat be fed into consumption more or less
uniformly throughout the . year . These conditions subject the
Canadian marketing system to an extreme strain . They afford
a test that is perhaps not representative, but one that is at least
peculiarly fitted to reveal weaknesses in the system . "

The second extract is directly pertinent to the question of our fall
and spring prices, and the author's opinion is well worth having :

" The Winnipeg price tends to decline relative to Liverpool
early in the marketing season under the pressure of tadjustments
necessary to permit a rapid export movement . The occurrence of
such price adjustments is perhaps not,an indication that the rapid
country marketing leads to undue price depression and an excessive
rate of expôrt ; but rather that the Winnipeg price tends to be some-
what too high at the beginning of bhe season, and to fall - into an
appropriate relation to Liverpool only as the requiremento of the
situation are clarified in the course of meeting them . 'Ohere are,
nevertheless, certain small price effects that appear rather directly
related to the rate of country marketing . They seem to reflect an
influence of fiedging pressure on the Winnipeg futures market . "

In Appendix VI will be found a memorandum on this fall-spring
price question giving a review and compilation of the best obtainable
information . The problem is an extremely difficult one to solve with
definiteness, but the following conclusions are reached :
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1 . There is an autumn decline, in relation to the previous summer ,

in both cash and futures prices, and a co-related rise which occurs chiefly
in the following May or July, and sometimes in both these months .

2 . Considered by themselves, cash prices do not indicate variations
over the year as a whole greater than would be expected to be caused by
mounting carrying charges, although the rise in prices which sometimes
occurs between May and July indicates that other influences are also at
work .

3. The course of futures prices, however, gives evidence of a tendency
towards at least one and sometimes two periods of pronounced speculative
price rises, almost always in May and/or July, and this speculative
influence also accounts for a part of the rise in cash prices .

4. The decline in all prices in the autumn appears to be chiefly a
recession from previous rises ; but in the case of cash prices, at least part
of such recession is natural in view of the change from old crop to new
crop.

THE COST OF FUTURES TRADIN G

I now come to the objection that the cost of futures trading is borne
by the producer . The experience of the spring and summer of 1931, to
which I have already referred, shows that in the opinion of all those who
were heard in July of that year before the Committee of the House of
Commons, the insurance system had weakened and prices were insecure,
because the speculator was absent. This attitude, by the way, supported
the statement of Professor Seligman in " Economic Principles," where he
says that :

" 6e selling of futures, far from depressing the price after harvest,
really tends to spread the supply over a long period, and thus to
check the tremendous fall in prices which would inevitably Lake
place in the autumn . "

(Provided, of course, somebody is there ready to buy .) But this active
trading in wheat, nece3sary to the maintenance of prices, and the absence
of which was complained of in 1931, can go on only by the making of a
great number of futures contracts, dealing in the aggregate with many
more bushels of wheat thdii-thé côitntrÿ -prtiviJes, and enteréd into with
the expectation of being cancelled by offset before maturity . This excess
of the aggregate trading over actual production is sometimes referred to
unfavourably as " wind bushels ." Admittedly it supports prices . But
who pays for it? If the producer does, he is no better off .

The question is one which, so far as I can find, has never been probed
scientifically with a vie«_ to reaching a demonstrable solution . Perhaps
it is capable of such a solution . Futures trading takes the form of
hedging, mainly by elevator companies, exporters, millers, merchants, etc .,
and of speculation by so-called " compctent" and "incompetent" specu-
lators. Both hedgers and speculators contribute to the fixing of prices .



From all I have heard and read on the subject of " who pays the costs? "
it seems to me that the most likely answer to the question is that the cost
of somë of the hedging is charged to the producer (for instance the country
elevator's hedging costs), and that of some of it to the consumer ; but that
the whole of the cost of speculation is borne by neither the producer nor
the consumer but by the speculators themselves . This is the opinion held,
for instance, by Dr. J . W. T. Duvel, Chief of the Grain Futures Adminis-
tration,' Department of Agriculture, Washington . Giving evidence in 1935
before the Farmers' National Grain Dealers' Association -Commission,
Dr. Duvel said :

"Q. In the final analysis who pays the commission charge for
hedging?"

"A. The commission charge for hedging comes out of the cost
of the grain, either the producer or the consumer has to pay it ."

And later on he says :
" Q. Then you do not agree with the statement sometimes

made that the farmer receives less for the grain because he must
pay the commission charges on the large amount of future trading?"

"A. No, that cornes out of the speculator . The speculator pays
it. I might add, there are two factors involved in the question of
marketing grain, that is, the cost from the standpoint of the mer-
chandising of grain, and the cost to society as a whole . Now we try
to stay away fi=om That last part . Nobody knows what the cost
to society as a whole is, but we do know that if added to the cost
of merchandising the grain it would come up pretty high . That's
an entirely different issue. I say that because the majority of
people who speculate in the grain market lose their money . Were
you to add all of these losses to the cost of merchandising we might
be able to believe that we have intelligence enough in this country
to find a better and cheaper way ."

Dr. Duvel's statement serves to call attention to the social and ethical
aspect of speculation in the grain futures market . Of course, all insurance
involves the assi-nption of a risk in the hope of a profit . Fire insurance,
hail insurance, etc ., require knowledge and care on the part of the insurers ,. .-,-
otherwise--losses-will occur and perhaps -failure :-- -The- question whether----
moral condemnation should be visited upon those who, having capital to
employ, choose to employ it in buying and selling grain futures, and who
endeavour to qualify themselves for success by study and investigation, is
one I am not called upon to decide . Incidentally, these people are insurers ;
only incidentally (not in the manner of fire insurers, hail insurers, etc .),
but nevertheless effectively . Their transactions also help to stabilize prices
-according at least, to the evidence I have already referired to-insofar
as they are buyers in the market when buying hedgers are not present



in sufficient numbers, and sellers later on when selling hedgers are too few .
Those whom I may term " incompetent" speculators also contribute to the
insurance of the grain trade, again only incidentally (and no doubt quite
unconsciously), but still effectively. Their contribution to the price
structure is not sound, as I have already said, although when present in
large numbers as buyers in the fall months they are of help to the producer .
Those of this second, " incompetent " class usually bring loss upon them-
selves and very often they are not Lnar_rially able to bear the loss without
suffering .

Whether, and to what extent, society is injured, morally or financially,
by speculation in futures markets, is a question that was not discussed
before me although some witnesses did denounae it as a species of gambling,
and immoral . Whether or not one approves of the practice, the fact remains
that the speculator occupies an important position in our present marketing
system. And opinions may differ as to the qi,slity of his operations . Mr.
Darby, Secretary of the Winnipeg Grain Exchange, believes that "the specu-
lator (he probably means the ' competent' speculator) performs a useful
economic service," and he is not alone in thinking this. Certainly the
speculator's absence was deplored in 1931 and afterwards, and raised a
demand for some other price-supporting machinery to take his place . It
may be that Dr . Duvel, in making the statement above quoted, had in
mind only some purely financial loss which he believes sôciety suffers
through this sort of speculation, and that he did not intend to broach the
ethical side of the case. The rest of his examination does not make this
altogether clear . However, he does say that while he mentions this aspect
of the question, he does so

" because the majority of people who speculate in the grain market
lose their money." - ---

Moreover, Dr . Duvel does not suggest what other system, if any, might
be set up to take the place of the present one .

One test which has been used to show that the cost of speculation does
not fall upon the producer is the measurement of the margin which exists
between the price paid to the producer in western Canada and that paid
by the consumer in Europe . A calculation from Exhibit 6 shows that the
cost - of shipping a--bushal-of--wheat from ar avèrâgé wéatérn p6int^i o
Liverpool in 1935 was 30•5 cents per bushel, so that a shipment of wheat
purchased from he farmer at 100 cents a bushel would cost 130 • 5 cents
on arriving in Liverpool and presumably could not be sold there for less
than that price . But the evidence shows that in reality the difference
between the producer price and the consumer price is less than the sum of
the former and the cost of -handling, storing and transporting. (See also
pages 60 and 61 . )

The opinion of those who have studied this question is that the
lessening of the spread between producer and consumer is brought about
in the main by the speculator and at his expense. This is found, for
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instance, in the evidence of Dr . Alonzo Taylcr, i!n cetor w.r.eritus of the
Food Research Institute of Leland Stanford Uni versity . The gist of his
evidence is that speculation narrows the spread, and that the benefit goes
mainly to the producer or the consumer according to t he bargaining-position
of the parties at the time : a short crop strength r•na the position of the
producer and a large crop that of the consumer . The witness was being
examinëd on this point by Mr. Milliken :

" WITNM: My internretation is that the total effect of the
operations of the ...-,e speculators in Chicago, called gamblers, is to
narrow the spread, and the consumer gets his share of it .

" Q. Is not this the truth of the matter, that when there is a
large crop the consumer will get practically all of the narrowing
spread ?

"A. Naturally .
" Q. When there is a short crop the producer will get the bigger

part of it? -
" A. Certainly." -

It must be remembered that, among those who become speculators in
the futures market and thus, whether or not they are acting wisely or
ethically, contribute attheir own expense to the support of the futures trading
marketing and price determining system, are to be included those producers
who got into the market themselves as buyers or sellers of futures . I believe
by the evidence that they do this in large numbera, particularly in the fall,
and usually *a s buyers.

I said at the beginning that no positive demonstration as to the inci-
dence of the cost of futures trading including speculation, has yet been
found ; all we have on the question being opinions based upon certain
calculations . However, I must say that I have no difficulty in agreeing
with these opinions. I can quite understand that those who are in the
market as hedging traders add the cost of their operations to the commodity
they handle, because they are actual dealers in physical wheat . They pass
it on, backwards or forwards . On the other band it seems to me that those
(speculators) who never handle wheat, who neither buy nor sell it as an
actual commodity, but who stand by, study conditions, watch market
môvéméritâ; and-tlîén gô in ând-ôut-mérëlÿ âs mâkers ôf côntçacte whici► --
they neve:• execute except by set-off, are in a different position . In addition
to their costs, such as brokerage charges, these people have actual losses or
actual profits . Those profits they take out of the market ; the losses, they
pay in . The only other people in the futures market are the hedgers .
Profits taken out by speculators must make business more expensive for
the hedgers and consequently ; by-reason of- the "̀ -passing- on' #orthose -with- --
whom they deal,-producers and consumers . But, on the other sideof the
case, speculatory' losses remaining in the market lessen the hedgers' expenses,
and this benefit is again " passed on " to the producer and cor-Rumer, by
reason partly, at least•,_of the competition of hedging traderâ among them-



selves . Experience seems to show that in the long run sp eculators, as a
body, lose . This final result of speculative loss helps to make business
easier for the heAiging trader and is consequently, of benefit to the producer
and the consumer . The trader who hedges takes advantage, according to
his means and ability, of all the incidents of the market and he must compete
with others to get his share of the business .

That there is skill in hedging and that the factors which better each
hedger's position allow of competition among them all to the benefit some-
times of the producer, sometimes of the consumer, and sometimes to both
at once, is apparent from the information gathered upon this inquiry. Dr.
D. A. McGibbon says of hedging in " The Canadian Grain Trade " at
page 308 :

" It is a task that calls for unremitting alertness and experience
in the grain trade . There is a common saying in the trade that a
company will make money or lose it according to the skill with which
it places its hedges ."

This question of what becomes of hedgers' profiN is dealt with by Professor
Hoffman at page 409 :

" It is a question, however, in a commodity in which hedging
is the general practice, whether this increased profit has continued to
redound to the benefit of hedgers . It seems more likely that through
the force of competition the margin between purchase and sales prices
has been reduced in proportion to the lower handling costs and that
this initial benefit has long since been passed on either in the form
of a lower price to the consumer or a higher price to the producer .
Studies which have been made of the margin of gross profit per
unit of commodity handled by grain and cotton merchants tend to
substantiate this view." -

marketed in the consuming countries without any charge to him ."
This statement. was then amplified :

" Q. Could anyone amplify that just a little? It seems to us
peculiar that the average daily price at which Canadian wheat is
sold in Europe is lower than . the average daily price registe :ed in
the _Yinniper_market?------- - - - -

In London the following statement was made to us :
"It is our considered opinion that the average daily price at

which Canadian wheat is sold in Europe is lower than the average
daily price registered in the Winnipeg Marke t , indicating that the
Canadian grower by the existing system is getting a higher price

---------than-the o:i :f. parity of t. h e ~ t ~ m é d â ÿ. In-ôt.her w o ï d s , ~ wheat
is_ ---

" A. It is definitely so . I think the best way to approach the
subject is-to give-an-example of, say, the last six or seven months .
Anybody, for instance, who carried his hedges against cash grain in
Winnipeg on the Chicago market in the last six months would
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obviously be in a position to undercut the selling price of any other
trader who carried his hedges in the Winnipeg market . There is
always, at some time, somebody who is right ; he has got his exchange
right ; he has got his freight right, and he has a successful spread,
or lie wants to sell short or long and he has got a profit which lie
wants to cash . If twenty differént people set out to move a load
o'; wheat from the Canadian prairies, there are twenty different ways
in which they can do it . It depends entirely on the outlook and the
mentalit,v of the particular individual who begins the operation . I
am sure that the statement cannot be challenged ; it can be checked .
The average price, not only of Canadian wheat, but of all North
Americnn wheat sold here is, as a rule, a less average price than
the average of the day's price in Winnipeg ."

In my opinion, the result of this inquiry into speculation and hedging
is to show by reasonable inference : (1) that speculators' costs are paid by
themselves, while hedgers' costs are charged against the grain ; (2) that in
the aggregate the speculators are losers and therefore make a,money con-
tribution to the market where the only other operators are the hedgers ;
(3) that whatever benefit the market receives through speculators' losses
is passed on to the producers and consumers mainly as a result of the com-
petition among themselves of the hedgers as traders .



CHAPTER V

DEMANDS FOR A CHANGE, 1920 TO 1923

I have endeavoured, ; so far, to describe the nature of the futur n
trading system and its mode of operation in respect to Canadian grain .
It is a system which provides a ready market for the producer and effects
the delivery of his grain in overseas markets at a low cost. The contribu-
tion of futures trading to the low cost consists of the factor of price
insurance which it furnishes to all those who deal in the commo dity
between the farmer and the consumer ; and the low cost itself is indicated
by the narrowne.s of the spread which is found to exist between producer
and consumer .

A most intere .~ ting thing about the futures market, as I have dealt
with it so far, is the. presence there of the speculator. Those who favour
the system admit that his presence is necessary and they welcome it on the
ground, as Mr. Darby says, that "lie performs a useful economic service."
Those who, like the Wheat Pools in their submission, oppose the futures
trading system, recognize, as the Pools did before the Stamp Commission
and before the Committee of the House of Commons in 1931, that the
system cannot function properly without the speculator or somebody to
take his place . The system itself may be deficient in their view but it is
worse without the speculator._'I'raders buying cash wheat, or hedging
s a les or purchases in future months, if left to themselves, could not ensure
a satisfactory market . They would not provide enough buyers in the fall
or enough sellers in the later months of the crop year . The net result
would be unreasonably low prices to the producer . On the other hand, it
is the presence of the speculator in our market that seems, more than any-
thing else, to arouse antagonism to the system .

I may say at once that all those who now ask for the abolition in
Canada of futures trading-in grain, have but one alternative marketi ng
system to suggest : a national marketing board, created and support ! d
financially by the government of Canada, charged with the duty of
disposing of the whole of the western wheat crop . But, before discussir , g
Wm-a lternative-proposal, or other-proposals--whieh-are-mo, ;- in-the -nature-- -
of half measures, it will he well to examine the merits, und possible
demerits, of the various other methods of marketing we have had at
different times, with a view to seeing what lessons they may hold for
the future. These various methods have all been referred to summarily
and chronologically in chapter three . They are : the open market without
futures trading in Winnipeg, the condition cvhieh exist ed_up_to. the_first ----
few years of the present century and to which I shall have occasion to
refer later on ; the Board of Grain Supervisors of Canada, 1917 ; the
Canadian Wheat Board of 1919 ; the Wheat Pools, 1923 to 1930 ;-the price
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stabilization proceedings, 1931 to 1935 ; and the Canadian tiVheat Board,
1935 and onwards .

There is little to be learned from the character and operations of the
Board of Grain Supervisors . The Board was created on account of war
conditions then prevailing. It bought the producers' grain outright and
resold it to the Wheat Export Company, a British Government body
buying for Great Britain and her allies . This Wheat Export Company
was an agency of the British Royal Commission on Wheat Supplies .
During its existence the Winnipeg and the Liverpool futures markets were
closed .

The Canadian Wheat Board of 1919 also operated in conditions which
were abnormal . The Order in Council which created it stated that " it does
not appear that there will exist in importing countries . . . any organized
buying at fixed prices such as prevailed in recent years nor any open and
stable -market of the character that obtained prior to the war ." As it
turned out, the overseas buying was organized by governments, though not
at fixed prices, but the " open and stable market of the character that
obtained prior to the war " did not exist, titi Liverpool and Winnipeg
Exchanges again being closed. As to Liverpool, l: may add that its futures
market for wheat and maize closed on August 1, 1914, reopening for maize
on March 15, 1920, and for wheat on April 18, 1921 . No other grain
markets were open in Great Britain during this time . The buying for
Great Britain, France and Italy was again done by the Royal Commis-
sion on Wheat Supplies, while in the case of Belgium, Holland, Denmark,
Sweden and Norway, each of the governments controlled the buying .

Under both these boards there was no problem of finding markets .
There was a full demand for our wheat and our wheat-growing area, even
in 1919, was about seven million acres less than it is today .

The CanadiAn Wheat Board of 1919 ceased to function after disposing
of the 1919 crop and paying a uniform price of $2 .6 3 for No. 1 Northern
wheat. Subsequent crops, before the establishment of the Pools, were
handled through the open market, in the same manner as before the war.
On August 18, 1920, trading reopened on the Winnipeg Grain Exchange,
and the cash price on the first day was $2 .73j. It remained near this level
for about a month. But, with the disappearance of the war and immediate
post-war urgent export demand, -the _price fell rapidly and _persistently_ to_
$ 1 .601 on April 15, 1921. After a temporary rise during the summer, the
decline was resumed and a low point of $1 .02 was reached on November 3 .
During 1921-22 there was another rise and fall, and by the middle of
September, 1922, the price dropped below $1 for the first time since 1915 .
The prices of other primary products reacted similarly duriuq this general
deflationary period .

The Wheat Board had not originally been received with favour, but
the high prices which it had paid, and the drastic deeline in prices after its
termination, led to strong agitation for its re-establishment .

Towards the end of the 1920 session, Parliament passed an act
empowering the Government to continue the Board, but on July 16th it



was announced that, since the factors which had influenced the Govern-
ment in creating the Wheat Board no longer existed, the Board would not
handle the 1920 crop . In November of that year the Saskatchewan
Legislature passed a resolution declaring that the reopening of the Grai n
Exchanges at home and abroad was primarily responsible for the sudde n
decline in the price of wheat, and asking the Federal Government to
re-establish the Wheat Board to market the balance of the 1920 crop .

Here it may be pointed out that a guaranteed price was not a part of
the Canadian Wheat Board Act at this time ; that the initial payment which
the Board could have paid would, in order to be safe, have had to be very
much less than the price of the previous year ; and that, inasmuch as
wheat prices all over the world declined throughout most of 1920-21, it is
extremely doubtful whether a Board-could have realized a price as great as
that obtained by farmers who sold for -cash in the open market in the
autumn of 1920.

The Canadian Council of Agriculture, at a meeting at Winnipeg on
October 22, 1920, passed a resolution urging the reappointment of the
Board . It recognized, however, that compulsory marketing through a
Government Board was justifiable only as a temporary emergency measure .
In all the resolutions of various farmers' organizations, from 1920 to 1923,
the request is merely for a Board as a temporary measure, usually for a
period of one year .

It will suffice if I indicate only very briefly the steps that led to the
abandonment of the Wheat Board idea . The subject is not of muéh interest
as a guide to the future . It was decided that, war emergency conditions being
over, Parliament had not power to take control of the whole grain trade
of Canada, at least without the concurrence of the provinces interested,
Manitoba, SaskPichewan and Alberta . An Act was passed to become
effeotive only if at least two of these provinces concurred . The Board to
be established was to operate for not more than two years . Saskatchewan
and Alberta agreed but Manitoba refused . The Premiers of Saskatchewan
and Alberta attempted to secure competent grain men to undertake the
duties of the Board, but in this they were unsuccessful . . Aftei°-repeated
efforts the two Premiers announced in June, 192 3 , that they had found it
impossible to -scure a Board combining the necessary elements of experience ,
ability and public confidence . Qn_June_ .27._the Grain-Growers' --Guide --
observed that the Wheat Board idea was dead .

It seems probable that the final abandonment of the movement for a
Board was brought about partly by the recognition-of the fact that the
need of government control and the conditions which had enabled the 1919
Board to obtain high prices were products of the war and had virtually
disappeared. The experience of a Wheat Board with no marketing problem,
with only a few overseas customers and these all government Boards them-
selves, operàting while futures markets were closed in Canada and in Great
Britain, cannot be a sure guide to the potential succi-ss of a Board doing
business in world markets in the midst of many buyers and sellers in active
competition .



CHAPTER VI

THE POOLS

In the meantime, the idea of co-operative grain markéting had been
gaining favour . It came into being with the commencement of operations
by the Alberta Pool in the fall of 1923, and became fully effective with
the establishment of the Central Selling Agency of the three Pools (of
Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba), incorporated in August, 1924, under
the Dominion Companies Act as Canadian Co-operative Wheat Producers
Limited .

The Pool movement was intended to secure all the advantages thought
to reside in centralized selling, but without government control . * As is
stated in the Pool brief (Ex . 330, p . 7) it was intended to be " a\Vheat
Board without governmcnt assistance ." The ideal of co-operation and pro--
ducer control was emphasized as preferab,e to any contact with govern-
ments . As late as the autumn of 1929 such sentiments were expressed
with great force by Pool leaders . (Ex. 454 . )

OBJECTS OF THE POOL S

I have already*quoted from the Pool contracts and the charter of the
Central Selling Agency to show that the main objects of the Pools in
respect to marketing were stated 'to be :

(1) To eliminatr; (or reduce) speculation, manipulation and unneces-
sary t:ansaetions ;

(2) To stabilize -,he market ;
(3) To improve methods and to reduce costs of marketing ;
(4) To market directly ;
(5) To market with regularity .

The extont to which these objects were pursued or departed from as
time went on will appear from a review of the methods employed by the
C-ntral Selling Agency in the performance of its duties .

----- -------- ----- - --------- -
POOL AS SELLING AGENC Y

The essential difference between the Pool and most other merchandi4-
-

ing agëncies of the grain trade laÿ in the fact that the ?Pool did not b "' y
grain, but acted as a selling agent for its members . There are, of courae,
private commission agents in the grain trade who perform much the same
function, but such an agent sells under the specific instructions of the
farmer owning the grain, and the farmer receives payment out of the pro-
ceeds of his own grain as such, irrespective of any sales of other farmers'

s7612~ .



grain by the same agent .. But the ordinary practice outside the Pool, for
the vast majority of farmers, was and is that they at some time sell thei r
wheat to an elevator company, and the latter immediately resells such
grain, or, more accurately, sells an equivalent quantity for future delivery ,
through the Winnipeg futures market . Broadly speaking, the sale by th e
farmer may be regarded as simultaneous with the sale by the elevator .
company. The Pool, on the other band, neither bought from the farme r
nor was governed in its rate of sales by the desires of the individual
member delivering grain to it for sale .

The Pool was respons ible for the disposal of roughly one-half of th e
western wheat crop. It had no automatic method of selling to be carrie d
on irrespectively of its own views as to price, as is the case with elevato r
companies buying wheat from farmers, but was necessarily required to
regulate its sales policy by the judgment of its officials .

It is true that it might have adopted a policy requiring no salesman-
ship whatever, that of selling approximately equal quantities every month ,
every week or every day, but as will be seen no such mechanical, auto-
matic method was ever adopted : On the contrary, the problem for the
Central Selling Agency was to decide when and how and in what quanti-
ties to sell . Upon their decisions rested the return which their member3
would receive for their grain and with them the responsibility lay t o
insure, if possible, that the risk of owning and carrying in one hand one-
half of the Canadian crop, a risk shared jointly and collectively by all
Pool members instead of as formerly -by outsde speculators, did not brin g
disaster.

DIRECT SELLIN(i

One of the chief points of interest in connection with Pool selling ha s
long been its policy of °' direct selling ." This meant that a portion of Pool
wheat was sold by the Pool to millers at home and abroad, without th e
intervention of an established middleman. The Central Selling Agency, i n
fact, in making these sales replaced the existing agencies of the trade ,
both exporters and importers, by performing their functions itself . Atten-
tion has been chiefly concentrated on the Pool's export sales. These were
carried on almost exclusively-through its own offices in London and Pari s
after the establishment of those offices and were of two kinds, namely ,
(1) sales direct to millers and (2) to a lesser extent, sales to middle en
in the overseas countries . The Paris office was opened early in 192 5 anti
made almost all of its sales direct to the millers in France . The Londo n
oflîce was opened in 1927, the Manager being Mr . D. L. Smith, formerly
Sales Manager of the Pool in Winnipeg Prior to that th P i 'year e oo s
sales in 1he United Kiugdom_and in_Europe_generally, with- the-exception--

f Fo rance, had been made in much the same fashion as 4hose of other
Canadian exporters . That is, the Pool had connections with importers and
agents in various cities and countries . These persaris made sales to millers
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and others and handled no Canadian wheat other than that of the Pool ,
but they did also handle wheat from other countries . The Pool's own office ,
however, dealt exclusively in Canadian wheat, Pool wheat . Mr. Bredt
stated that he believed that this latter fact tended to increase the sal e
of Canadian wheat (evidence, p . 5574) .

The Pool made one experiment with exclusive contracte with over-
seas mills . In September, 1925, an agreement was made with Joseph Rank
Limited, a large milling concern in Great Britain, whereby the latter agree d
to buy its entire requirements of wheat from the Pool providing the pric e
was as favourable as that of any exporter. No price or quantity wa s
fixed. Prices were quoted daily by the Pool, whiçh had some knowledge
of its customer's requirements through monthly advices as to the quan-
tities and grades that would probably be required for shipment to th e
various ports of the United Kingdom . The mill had the privilege of select-
ing the days on which its purchases would be made . The agreement wa s
terminâfM-in September, 1927, because of objections by= other customers
that it really conflicted with the Pool's policy of one price to all buyers.
Mr: Bredt stated that when the agreement was cancelled Mr. James Rank
made a trip to Winnipeg,-to interview the Board of Directors . (Evidence,
p. 5614 . )

As described by Mr. Bredt (evidence pp . 6644-49) the Pool's expor t
business was carried on in general in the same manner as that of othe r
exporters . Offers were cabled abroad each night based essentially on the
Winnipeg closing quotation plus the current cost oi freight, insurance, etc .
The London office was used for the transmission of these offers, whic h
required acceptance before the opening of the Winnipeg market the fol-
lowing morning. During the day, further offers might be made, dependin g
upon the action of the market, for immediate acceptance .

Figures are not available as to the amount of direct sales. The Pool's
annual reports, however, show the amount of export business without dis-
tinguishing between the sales direct to millers overseas and sales to over-
seas merchants and other importers, as follows :

1924-26 55 to 80 pe per cent (p. 7 of 1925 Report) .
1925-26 "a very large percentage "' ( p . 12 of 1926 Report) .
1926-27 124 million bushels (equal to about 61 per cent of total Pool sales)

(p. 14 of 1927 Rep ort) .
1927-28 - 115 million bushels (52 per cent) ( p . 19 of 1928 Report) .
1928-29 108 million bushels (51 per cent) (p . 18 of 1929 Report) .
1929-30 67 million bushels ( 44 per cent) ( p . 12 of 1930 Report) .

All the above sales were made without the employment of any Cana-
dian Agency. The residue in each year is the volume sold to Canadian
millers and traders or, perhaps, delivered to the clearing house .

Although; as noted below, the Pool preferred to makes sales in th e
__manner__in-whiçhit_could obtajn_ the_best -price, there was nevertheless a

definite preference for making direct sales wherever possible .
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"We preferred to sell direct to millers overseas, in the United
Kingdom and on the continent, and to- millers direct here in
Canada, rather than, say, to use the facilities of the Exchange to

sell futures ." (Evidence pp. 644` 'D-50 . )
" We preferred to sell into actual consumption ." (Evidence

p. 6450. )

On the one hand, such sales would bring to the Pool, if it operated
efficiently, the profits that would otherwise accrue to other exporters, and,
on the other hand, the idea of selling to consumers rather than having
any dealing with middlemen and speculators was an integral part of
Pool ideology . It was considered desirable to keep under the control of
farmers' representatives the entire flow of grain from producer to con-
sumer . This was closely associated in their minds with the idea of orderly
marketing, and of supplying wheat only as required to fill actual con-
sumpt.ive demand: -

"The Pool's objective was to have its members collectively
carry their own wheat until such times as they found markets for
it in consumptive channels."

The Pool's orderly marketing policy was :

" simply an attempt to move the flow of wheat into consumption
in accordancé with consumptive demand ." (Evidence p. 5521 . )

OTHER NIETHODS OF SAL E

Aside from its direct sales and other exports the Pool sold consider-
ably in the Winnipeg market. Wheat was sold on the cash market from
time to time when the price was suitable (evidence p . 6716) and in the
case of many such sales futures were taken back from the buyer, both
because of the desire of the customers to do business on that basis (evi-
dence p . 5526) and because if the Pools did not take back the future the
customers would probably sell the same quantities of futures on the
market immediately and possibly depress the price (evidence p . 6716),
whereas the Pool could dispose of the future in its own time, thus con-
tinuing to carry the same quantity of wheat, but in the form of futures
instead of actual grain. Occasionally, these futures would be held until
the delivery month and cash grain would be received by delivery through
the clearing house (evidence p . 5526) .

SELLING ON FUTURES MARKET

As a result of- taking back futures contracts on cash sales the Pools
necessarily had to makes sales in the future s market if only to close out
thesê contracts . In fact, ho-Ne-ver, sales of futures were made ôn num- --
erous occasions without direct connection with, and in greater quantities
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than, futures that had been acquired in -making cash sales . In the first
place, there were occasions when the futures market offered an oppor-
tunity of securing a better price than was otherwise obtainable . Mr.
McIntyre, Assistant Sales Manager, speaking at the International Wheat
Pool Conference at St . Paul in 1926 (Ex. 240, p . 71 and evidence p . 6760)
said :

" There are times when speculative fever, such as there was
last year, will carry wheat possibly away over its true value . If
you have a market which is bound to pay 20 cents more than what
you consider prices -worth, can any pool afford to let that market
pay that price and not sell them the wheat? "

1Vhile eventually the,-ae-tual grain itself had to be sold, these futures
sales insured a certain basic price for the quantities that werc so sold
(evidence p. 6718) .

Sales of wheat futures were also made with a different and specific
purpose, or rather a double purpose, in the summer and early autumn .
In the first place, futures sales were sometimes made as a help towards
completing the disposal of the year's crop and determining the final pay-
ment to be made to members . For example, on July 31, 1928, out of a
total of 43 million bushels still on hand, some 12,500,000 had been dis-
posed of by cash sales for deferred shipment, and another 12,000,000 by
sales on the futures market . Similarly, in 1929, close to 27,000,000 bushels
had been sold as futures by the end of July, with respect to the balance of
the 1928 crop, although there was still an unsold carry-over (after allow-
ing for those futures sales) of about 52,000,000 bushels .

Likewise, sales of futures were made, on one occasion as early as
February, by way of advance sales in respect of the following cropï " In
1925, October futures to the extent of 5,661,000 bushels were so sold
during May, June and July . In 1926, the quantity was 6,237,000 ; in 1927,
just under 15,000,000 ; and in 1928, 4,603,000 (evidence pp . 6913-19, Ex.
358) . In 1929, the records show only â very small quantity so sold and
the explanation given (evidence p . 5791) was that all futures sales made
that summer were allocated to the 1928 crop in view of the large carry-
over remaining on hand and of the fact that it was realized that the
interim payment of July, 1929, represented virtually the final payment
on the 1928 crop .

Thus, although the Pool did not hedge in the manner of country
elevator companies by a purchase of cash :wheat and a simultaneous sale
of futures, it, nevertheless, hedged portions of its merchandise at times
by making extensive sales of futures with a view to securing what appeared
to be a good price . As was stated in evidence, futures sales were made :

" if the price were satisf actory " (evidence p. 5545)-and
--" we-used-the -futures--market-on- those-occasions_because we oon-

sidered that it was an advantage to make use of. it" (evidence
p: 6548)



With respect particularly to the sales in advance of the incoming crop,
Mr. Bredt said :

" It was just exactly the same as if we had made a sale under
contract for the delivery of actual n•heat later on . That is what we
considered it" (evidence p . 5546) .

The extent to which such sales were made :

" depended naturally upon the prospects of a crop and the -amount
of the carry-over or on the amount of the unsold stocks still o n
hand of the old crop and whether or not our technical men, sales-
men, considered that it was advantageous to make sales at tha t
particular time by this method" (evidcn(,.e p. 5783) .

BUYING ON FUTURES 'MARKE T

Another use of the futures market by the Pool was for the purpose
of purchasing, not selling . 1ir. Bredt said that on those occasions th e
management thought that a price decline was not justified or had been
caused by manipulation ard that by making purchases the Pool could
give strength to the market . The first occasion was in April, 1925. Prices
had declined from $2 .17î ci : January 28, with l,%rge intervening fluctua-
tions, to $1 .381 on April 3 . This low point was only 3j) cents above the
amount of $1 .35 which the Pool had paid to its n:embers by way of initial
and firât interim payments . On April 4, the Pool purchased 3,435,000
bushels of futures . By April 1 1, the price had risen to $1 .69 . The futures
so acquired were -sold out in May and June at a profit of $486,000 (evi-
dence p . 5804) . The second occasion was in May, 1929, when 6,153,000
bushels were purchased between the 901 and the 17th and were sold ou t
in June at a profit of $537,000 . The third occasion of this sort was a series
of purchases extending from November, 1929, to April, 1930, which_late r
had to be disposed of at a loss of $2,014,000 (evidence pp. 5803-6) .

Two reasons are given for these purchases . First it is said that the
price declines jeopardized the margin of 15 per cent which the Pool ha d
to maintain between the current market value of its holdings and the
amount of its borrowings from the banks. At least in 1925, this margin
had not been actually infringed and there was no trouble with the banks,
but it was felt that the margin would be endangered by any further fal l
in price (evidence p . 5795, also 5620, 5624, 5627, 5629) .

The second object was to influence the market with a view to aiding
sales by stabilizing prices . Mr. Bredt says- the Pool firmly believed tha t
the price declines were unjustified by world conditions or by commercia l
transactions and were, in fact, being made by manipulation . In the view
of their salesmen the downward trends were not justified . All purchases
were made upon the advice of their salesmen. The Pool went into the
market with the purpose of stopping the decline . Mr. McPhail, on page
341 of the evidence before the Stamp Commission, described their purpose



as that of stabilizing the market " exactly the same as the United States
Farm Board tried to stabilize the market" (evidence p. 6723) . In May,

1929, the Pool thought there was a bear raid on the market and decided
to take a definite stand against it (evidence pp. 5803-4, quoting "Tides

in the West," Ex. 337, p. 23) . Likewise, in the fall of 1929, " we were
under the impression that the market was being manipulated," and they
felt that the price was too low and that wheat should go up or at least

that it should not go lower (evidence p . 6701) . In 1930, after the Provin-
cial guarantee had been given the provincial governments were notified
of these purchases of futures before the purchases were made (evidence
p. 6712) . Evidently reliance was placed upon the good judgment of the
Pool executive and the eflicienuy of its information service .

Whatever may have been the motive behind these purchases of futures,
the action taken in each case was in its nature speculative and was based
upon the confidence of the management that prices would rise, and, probably,
that the Pool's purchases would themselves influence the market upwards .
On the two occasions, nâmely-in-April, 1925 and in May, 1929, the specula-
tion turned out happily and the Pool made profits . But the last venture
into the buying side of the futures market in the fall of 1929 and the winter P
of 1930 proved unsuccessful and the loss was heavy . The net result of all

these transactions was a loss of nearly $1,000,000 . Having regard to - the
disinterested personal position of the Pool officials, and to their ability,
experience and access to sources of information, the outcome of these
speculations, on the whole unfortunate, illustrates the dangers and diffi-
culties which attend grain market speculation .

SELLING POLICY AND CARBY-OVER s

The Pool itself has frequently put torward, as the standard by which
its selling policy should be judged, the amount of its carry-over F_ : the end

of the various crop years . In numerous publications prior to the cessation

of pooling, the unsold Pool stocks as at July 31 of each year are compare d

with the total Canadian carry-over. In the Pool's submission to the Com-
mission, the method adopted was to compare total Pool stocks, whether or
not sold for future delivery, with the total Canadian carry-over . In each

case the statement was made that as the Pool handled 50 per cent of the
total crop it was proper that the Pool should hold in the neighbourhood of
50 per cent of the total carry-over; and that whenever that occurred it was
clear that the Pool had made sales as large as could be expected .

This method seems to be fallaciôus for three reasons . In the first
place the amount of Pool carry-over at the end of any particular yea: has

no necessary relationship to the success of- the selling efforts of the Pool
during that year. There is no reason why in handling half the orop the
Pool should finish the year holding half the carry-over.---For example, if
at the commencement of the year the Pool had no carry-over and the total
Canadian carry-over was 50,000,000 bushels, and at the end of the year the



Pool had a carry-over of 50,000,000 bushels out of a total Canadian carry-
over of 100,000,000 bushels, it «•o»Id be in line with the Fool argument to
say that the Pool had finished the year with its proper proportion of the
carry-over It is clear, however, that in such a year the Pool would have
failed to sell its share of the current crop, to the extent of 50,000,000 bushels,
its carry-over having increased by that amount ; and that the non-Pool
proportion of the current• crop had been completely disposed of, its carry-
over having remained stationary.

This hypothetical case was very closely approximazed in fact in the
year 1928-29. At the end of July, 1928, total Pool stocks were 43,000,00 0
bu-Shels, of which 25,000,000 had been sold but not delivered, leaving an
unsold carry-over of 18,000,000 (all of which had becu sold by the end of
August, that'-is-by the end of the Pool's fiscal year) . At the end of July,
1929, the total Pool stocks were 85,000,000 bushels, of which 33,000,000
had been sold but not delivered, leaving unsold stocks of 52,000,000 or an
increase of 34,000,000 bushels. During that crop year (1928-29), the total
Canadian carry-over inc*eased by 36,000,000 bushels . In other words the
non-Pool carry-over had remained virtually stationary while the unsold
Pool carry-over increased by 34,000,000 bushels, although, considering

merely the position at the end of July, 1929, the unsold Pool carry-over
was only 41 per cent of the total Canadian carry-over, and the Pool had
handled 52 per cent of the crop . If, on the other hand, regard is had to
total Pool stocks (instead of only unsold Pool stocks) the increase during
the year was 42,000,000 bushels, and the ba!ance of the carry-over
decreased by 6,000,000 bushels . The basis used by the Pool, in accordance
with which it would be pointed out that at July 31, 1929, total Pool stocks,
sold and unsold, constituted 66 per cent of the total carry-over, thus reveals
a completely différent situation from that given by consideration of the
respective increase and decrease in Pool carry-overs and the remainder of
the carry-over .

Secondly, there is no valid basis of comparison between the Pool carry-
over and that part of the carry-over which was in other hands

. In the
previous Pool literature, the comparison made was between the unsold Pool
carry-over and the entire balance of the carry-over, which balance was
usually described as being in the hands of the trade

. But it is clear that
of the so-called balance a certain proportion would be in farmers' hands,
some would be in Canadian mills waiting to be ground into flour, and an
uncertain amount, possibly in "some years a very large proportion of thé
remainder, would have been sold either in Canada or in the export market,
for shipment at some future date

. This factor was to some extent corrected
in the Pool submission where not the unsold carry-over, but the total Pool
stocks at the end of the year, were used as the basis ; and where the
comparison was made with the total Canadian carry-over, the non-Pool
proportion not being described as in the hands of the trade

. It is clear,
however, that looking merely at total stocks-whether sold or unsold-is
of no utility when the matter under consideration is the extent to which
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dhe Pool, or any other marketing agency, had sold the grain entrusted to
it for that purpose.

Thirdly, there is little apparent reason for making any comparieon
between what was done with Pool wheat and what was done with other
wheat. The Pools were an agency to sell members' wheat to the best
possible advantage, having in mind certain principles of action to be
found in their charter and their contracts . What was done with other
farmers' wheat and the price obtained therefor was not its concern . The
Pool carry-over should be considered, not so much in relation to other
carry-overs, but rather in relation to the objects of the organization and
the policy which should have been followed to attain these objects .

BEGINNI NG OF DIFFICUIIrIF.3

Professor Patton has noted that :

" The Canadian «'heat Pool had come into existence under a
favourable international conjuncture in which the gold price level
was relatively stable, in which international loans and investu,ents
were being made in unprecedented peace-time volume, in which
European wheat imports attained record proportions, and in which
Canada had assumed first rank as a wheat exporting nation . "

These conditions (excepting Canada's export position) came to an
end in the year 1929-30, at a time when the international wheat position
was particularly vulnerable, o wing to the huge world crops of the previous
year . In 1928 world production (excluding Russia and China) was 464
million bushels greater than the average for the preceding hve years . The
greater portion of this surplus was produced in overseas exporting countries .
Despite record international shipments in 1928-29, the carry-over in the
four chief exporting countries increased by 187,000,000 to the figure
554,000,000 bushels . The Pool itself had an unsold carry-over, at August 31,
1929, of 48,000,000 bushels, as compared wi th no carry-over at the same
date in 1928 .

There can be no doubt that the origin of the Pool's difficulties, so far
as its own actions are concerned, lies in its failure to dispose of its share
of the 1928 crop (by contrast, the non-Pool CaL than carry-over did not
increase in 1928-29) which left it unprepared to . ,et the price crash in
1929-30 . It is true, as Mr. Bredt said in evidence (p. 5631), that neither
the Pool nor anyone else had r,;ason to expect that in the particular year,
1929-30, world wheat shipments would decline by 300,000,000 bushels, but
the general possibility of difficulties in the world wheat position had long
been known to the Pool, and it did nothing to prepare itself for any untoward
eventualities .

The Pool had, in the Central Report of 1927 (dealing with operations
in 1926-27) pointed out that world production was increasing and that,
accordingly, " the outlook during the year was, if anything, for lower prices ."



74

The following year (see p . 17 of 1928 Sask . Report, dated November) it

was drawn to the attention of members that :

" The operations of the Pool ha d to be based on an increased
world production "

and figures were given showing constantly increasing production since 1924
-an increase between 1924 and 1927, in fact, of 800,000,000 bushels . In
1929 the Central Selling Agency reported, in October (p . 16 of 1929
Saskatchewan Report), that :

"It was apparent in the early season " (i .e . of 1928-29) " that,
we were faced with a year of extraordinary world production, as the
United States and Canada both produced very large crops, to be
followed later by Argentina with a record crop and Australia with
an above-average crop ."

(The latter two countriés' crops would not of course be known until
December, or later, and in point of fact the Argentine crop was greatly
under-estimated, but the Canadian and United States crops were known
fairly exactly in the autumn, and the general outlook, " apparent in the
early season " was for a " year of extraordinary world production .")

In the same report it was also noted that :

" Production throughout the world has undoubtedly been stimu-
lated by the comparatively high prices ruling for the past four
years . partly offset by increased and increasing world consump-
tion ."

The lesson drawn from this was that• :

" The need for a regulating organization between consumer and
producer, such as the Pool, was never more apparent . "

MAY, 1929

it was in May, 1929, that the Pool completely departed from the policy
that might be expected in the midst of such conditions . Sales up to then
had been large, averaging 25,000,000 bushels per month from September to
December, and 16,000,000 from January .to April . It is to he expected that
sales hfter December and before May would be smaller than in the autumn,
but in this ye.-r it is to be noted that such lessening of sales took place
despite the existence of higher prices (Winnipeg average cash closing price
was $ 1 .19 1 for the period September to December, $1 .241 for January to
April) . By this time the Argentine competition was making itself felt .

"From January, 1929, on we were faced with the most severe
kind of competition from the pressure of the Argentine wheat on -
the market "-
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:,

as Mr. MoPhail said in an address in March, 1930 (See Tides in the West,
Ex. 337, p . 23, footnote 2, and Patton Ex . 175, p . 10 and evidence p . 6483) .
He also said that :

" During the winter months last year " (i .e. winter 1928-29)
" our Winnipeg prices were unduly high as compared with the
Argentine . "

it is apparent therefore that from January on the Pool was not willing
fully to meet the Argentine competition, but it was in May that the crisis
really arose and was met by a decision in favour of holding rather than of
maintaining sales at current price levels . From September to April
Winnipeg cash prices had been very steady, with a low of $1 .13 1 and a high
of $1.311, and with average prices about 5 cents highér after December
than before . Mr. McPhail spoke of the " d*astic decline " and " the big
break in prices " . . ." to as low as $1 .06 in May." The decline was in fact
from $1 .21 on May 1 to $1 .11 1 on May 7, and finally to $1 .061 on the 31st .
The only large single decline was from $1 .19 1 on the 4th to $1 .11â the next
market day, which was the 7th . On May 9, the day the Pool commenced
buying futures, the cash price was $1 .10j , and on May 19, the last day
of the Pool purchasing, it was $1 .121. The decline then continued until
abruptly reversed by a rise of 6 1 cents on June 4, which put the price at
$1 .14j . '

It has been mentioned that Mn McPhail said that in May, " We decided
to take a defin :te stand against what we considered a` bear raid' on the
market," and this was the reason for the purchases of the futures .

With regare, to the general problem he said :

" Sc me people will naturally ask, why not have taken such an
attitude to the market as to have brought our prices in line with
those of Argentina? At the time of the drastic decline I speak of
in Canadian prices, we found that Argentinian prices simply kept
falling away from ours ; and even at these low levels there was no
sign of touching bottom so far as Argentinian prices were concerned "
(evidence p. 6485) .

of production and carry-over as his basis, the general manager uaid :

It is evident that the " bear raid," if any, must have been world wide .

That a"Holding Policy" i .e . refraining from selling at curren t
prices was deliberately adopted in the spring of 1929 is clear from the
sales figures given in evidence, from the foregoing remarks of the Presi-
dent, and from equally authoritative statements by the General Manager
of the Central Selling Agency (quoted in a Pool pamphlet entitled " Open
Market Prices Under Pressure-Pools Unaffected by Demoralization,"

issued in May, 1929 . See evidence pp. 6486-88) . Taking certain figure s

" The much-talked-of world surplus amounts to an increase in
the United States carry-over of some 60,000,000 bushels, vhiah is
partially oftet by a decrease in the Canadian carry-over ." -



He went on to point out that the 1929 world crop would not likely be as
large as in 1928, but that even if it were,

" The increased consumption which has developed this past year
will in all probability provide a market, and at a profitable figure,
provided it is marketed in a sane way . There is no doubt that a
reasonable price will be obtained for the balance of this year's and
succeeding crops as we are adequately financed and prepared to
atvait the demand . "

This last can only mean, prepared to wait for demand at a price
satisfactory to the Pool . As already mentioned, the Pool not only ceased
selling in May, but went further and bought futures to influence prices .

The reasonableness of this action is not apparent. If there was
believed to be only a temporary fluctuation, " stabilizing " purchases were
not necessary and could only add to the quantities required to be sold
later. On the other hand, no matter what the Pool managers believed,
there was at least the possibility tnat the déclinè would continue, in which
case adding to stocks by purchases might be disastrous . Prices had not
really declined s,,riously as compared with the previous autumn . The
price paid to Pool members to date was only 97 cents, and over 160,000,000
bushels had been sold at. considerably more than that, so that the bank
credit was not imperilled . Winnipeg prices had avowedly been " unduly
high " as compared with Argentine since January . At most, a certain less-
ening of selling might have been regarded as sound policy-not the making
of future purchases exceeding what small sales had been made that month .

However, the experiment was successful financially, in the sense that
futures sales in June at higher prices were regarded as closin .- out the
May purchases. But the Pool still had to sell over 80,000,000 bushels
during the remainder of the year if it were to repeat the achievement of
1927-28, when it had no unsold carry-over by the end of August.

SELLING RESUDiED, JUNE, 1929

In June prices recovered, there being a rising market for the most
part., although the average Winnipeg price for the month was only 5 cents
higher than the average during the decline in May . Selling was resumed
on a large smle, the total for June being 20,103,000"bushels, as compared
with 4,510,000 in May. If the figures are adjusted to include the Pool's
special futures transactions, total sales in June were 26,258,000 bushels, as
compared with net purchases in May of 1,643,000.

Acrloxs IN JULY, 1929

In July, however, and even more in August, no vigorous selling policy
was followed, despite higher prices, and this, coupled with the large pay-
ments to members brought the Pool into 1929-30 with a large unsold carry-
over and, when prices thereaftet declined, an unbalanced financial position .
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It has been mentioned that large sales were made in June, on a rising
market. The average cash price for the month was $1 .18 1 and the closing
price on June 29 (the 30th being Sunday), was $1 .291. In July there was
a very rapid and sustained rise to $1 .78 1 on the 29th, ye l, Pool sales were
only 13,561,000 bushels, leaving 52,000,000 bushels still unsold on July 31 .
The reasons given for this failure to make more substantial sales will be
discussed shortly. Here attention must be directed to an action of the
Central Board, which, more than any other Pool action except the mistake
in selling policy, was responsible for its financial difficulties and ultimate
failure. For, after all, entering the crop year with a largé carry-over would
merely interfere with the selling of the new crop, and would not directly
affect the financial position unless a large debt were incurred in respect of
that carry-over. This'ast is just what the Pool did,_unfortunately. Until
July the Pool had on13 paid its members 97 cents (basis No . 1 Northern)
on their 1928 crop . O,i July 11, when the Winnipeg cash price was $1 .441,

a further interim payment of 211 cents was authorized, and was paid .on
July 31 when the Winnipeg price was at $1 .72 . The total sum so distri-
buted was, in round numbers, $40,000,000. (See 1931 Sask. Fteport,

p . 49) . Although Mr. IMilliken stated (evidence pp . 6909-10) that he had
been informed by the Treasurer that it was not known how much of this
payment was borrowed, because advances were being made at the same
time in respect of the new crop which are also includcd in the bank debt,
a simple calculation from the known figures seems to show that the .entire

sum was borrowed . On p. 21 of the Central Report for 1928-29, the

balance sheet shows a bank debt of some 368,000,000, as at August 31,
1929 (against which, of course, there were stocks of grain, having a total
value at prevailing prices of $84,000,000) up to the end of September,
deliveries of the new crop to Central aggregated 18,626,000 bushels (Brief,
Part 1, p . 27) . Even if all this had been No. 1 Northern and delivered

by the Pool members in August, and even if no sales had been made, the
most that could have been paid on account of the new crop was
$18,625,000 . In fact, of course, the amount was much less . Likewise
deliveries of old crop in August were 1,728,000, on which at most $2,000,000

would have been paid . It thus appears that the bank debt attributable
to old crop wheat delivered to Central must have been over $40,000,000,
and that therefore the entire amount of the July interim payment was
borrowed .

. This was placing the Pool's finances in a very hazardous position .

At prevailing prices ($1 .72 on July 31 and $1 .521 on August 31) the

value of grain on hand was, of course, in excess-of the bank debt ; but

such prices were much higher than had prevailed for several years, and
could only justify such a large borrowing if in fact- steps were taken to

dispose of the unsold stocks at those prices ; This was not done.
Prices were very high in July, August and September, and may be

summarized as follows :-



WINNIPEG CASH PRICE S

- High ~w
Averag e

daily pri ce s Pool sale s

S cts. $ ota . i eta. bushol s

July,1929 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 78 } 1 34 1 59j 13,581,000
August . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
September. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1 73 }
1 57i

1 51 ~
1 413

1 68
1 491

3,751,000
8,683,000

It is convenient to deal with Pool sales as a whole in this period, as
indeed was done in the evidence of Mr . Bredt. Mr. Bredt said that, look---
ing backwards, it can be .e~~n to-day that sales should have been larger
(evidence pp . 6635-6 ; 6625 ; 6775) as indeed is obvious ; but he said that
in the circumstances it was, in effect, impossible for the Pool to do other
than it did .

EFFECr OF SPECULATIO N

The essential factors in the market situation at this time were that
a wild speculative boom was taking place at Winnipeg and Chicago, and
that Argentine grain was being sold in Europe in very large quantities
(the size of their 1928 crop had been universally underestimated) and at
prices very much below ours-that it was, in fact, effectively shutting
Canadian wheat out of the export market. Mr. Bredt gave the figures of
Argentine shipments for the !ast six months of 1928, 1929 and 1930 . In
particular, it may be noted, that in July, August and September 1929
the shipments totalled 59,475,000 bushels, as compared with 24,260,000
and 9,629,000 in the corresponding periods in 1928 and 1930 respectively .

POOL EXPORT OFFERS

Faced with such circumstances, what did the Pool do? Mr . Bredt
gave evidence that during these months the Pool made export offers at
prices that were at times 6j cents below the equivalent open market price
at Winnipeg, plus transportation and other export costs . Out of the
seventy-six market days in this period, the Pool export price was under the
Winnipeg market on forty-seven days, equal to it on five days, but actually
over the market on sixteen days ; and on eight daÿs no offers were made .
(Ex . 350) . This was described as evidence that the Pool were "fre.e and
anxious sellers" (Brief Part 11, p . 2) or at least anxious (evidence p.
6528), for in fact the offers were of no avail-sales could not be made (evi-
dence pp . 5569 ; 5632-4) . The fact of the offers being sometimes under the
market does not necessarily mean that the Pool was making really deter-
mined efforts to meet world competition . Thus on July 11 the Pool offer
was je . under the market and on July 17 it was 4j- cents under, but in the
meantime the Winnipeg price had risen 32 cents, and the Pool offer had
correspondingly been raised, though not quite to the same extent .
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The fact is, of course, that the Winnipeg market was :it this time
wholly unrelated to the world market as represented by the prices at
which competing wheats were being sold. The Pool Brief (Part 11, p .
9) quotes the statement of Mr . Sidney T. Smith before the Stamp Com-
mission in 1931, that :

" In the fall of 1929 we ran about 25 cents a bushel higher
than world values in Liverpool . We couldn't sell anything further."

And, says the Brief, it was through "recognizing this fact and being seri-
ously concerned about their inability to sell in volume," that the Pool made
these export offers . Mr. Bredt was questioned why offers had not been
made still lower until sales could be made ; why the Pool offers jumped
upwards between July 11 and 17 as much as 12 cents in a day-and
28 cents in six days-and also (since the Pool had not hesitated to use
the futures market on other occasions, even to the extent of buying
futures) why large sales were not made in the futures market to take
advantage of the high prices ruling there, which were recognized by
the Pool as "materially above world parity ." (Brief, Part 11, p. 9) .

With regard to the ex, ort offers, Mr. Bredt said that they had no
assurance that they could make sales even at much lower prices (evi-
dence pp. 6752 ; 6786) for Argentine prices might decline even further ;
and that they could not make greater use of the futures market because
large Pool offers there would cause prices to fall (evidence pp . 6803-4) .

It would seem that to make prices fall should have been the object
of Pool policy at this time, if they really believed that excessive Win-
nipeg prices were responsible for the cessation of export sales . In any
event, since the market was one of the strongest speculative " bull "
markets ever known, there can be little doubt that large sales of futures
could have been effected without crashing prices .

In this connection, however, Mr . Bredt gave in explanation of Pool
policy in 1929, a series of statements which indicate either a fundamental
defect in any marketing system wherein the selling agency is selling for
the producers and is responsible to them either directly or indirectly,
or else a misconception of their duties on the part of the Pool leaders .
He said that if the Pool had lowered its export offers further and made
sales at such lower prices :

" We would have been liable to very, very severe criticism if
the market had not declined, because naturally our members
expect us to obtain as high a price as we possibly can ." (evidence
p. 5569, see also 5635-6) .

and that on the other hand if the market had declined through the Pool
either lowering its evnort offers still further, or by selling large quantities
on the futures market, the criticism would have been even more devas-
tating .

The Winnipeg price was a " yardstick operating alongside " to which
their members in the country looked " more or less as a guide upon which



they expected- to get a - return" and "we felt ~hat to make sales to meet
that competition from the Argentine would have ruined our whole organi-
zation ." ( evidence p. 6521) . "We would have lost the confidence of our
members completely . "

The same ob jections :~pplied to making cash sales at W innipeg, as to

selling futures ( evidence p . 6805) .

The COmMISSIo .\, En : "You say you did not dare to make an
offer low enough to meet that competition because such action might

have precipitate d a fall in prices, and your members would have

been dissatisfied ?
A . : " And we might have lost our whole organization "(evi-

dence p . 6826-7) .

With these remarks should be contrasted the statement of Mr. McIn-
tyre, Assistant Sales IN lanager, previously quoted, that if speculators are
w illing to pay

" 20 cents more than what you consider prices worth, can any pool
afford to let that market pay that price and not sell them the
wheat? "

Mr. Bredt referred to the Pool a s

" an organization brought into being with the avowed purpose of
getting for the producer the best price ohtainable " (evidence
p . 6503) .

The best obtainable price at that time was certainly the future price in
the Winnipeg market . The Pool leaders knew that, these prices were high,
according to the earlier evidence of i\ir . Bredt.. If such were the case, it
would be hard to understand why they did not take advantage of them .
But the management did not even try to obtain these prices .

POOL OPTIDIISD S

There is considerable evidence, however, to show that the Pool officials,
while they knew that Winnipeg prices and the Pool prices were far out of
line with world parity, believed that the pressure of Argentine competi-
tion would ease off, and, that by holding for a while, they could later
sell at the price they desired . - In fact, this evidence shows that at this
time the Pool was deliberately pursuing a holding policy .

\ir. Bredt's use of the terms, " Supposing we had decided to enter
into cut-throat competition with the Argentine " and " If the pools had
set out deliberately making export offers in competitiôn with the Argen-
tine "(evidence p . 6503) indicate that in fact the Pool refused to sell at
competitive prices, or at any rate refused to attempt to do so . Likewise :
" To make sales to meet that competition from the Argentine certainly
would -have ruined our whole orgariization "(evi(lence pp . 6521, 6786)
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Mr. Bredt stated that the Pool deliberately kept off the Winnipeg futures
market (evidence p . 6804) .

On p. 6503, Mr. Bredt said, "At that time neither we nor anyone
else knew what was going to happen to prices finally ." On page 6780,
however, lie agreed that the Pool's export offers indicated that they felt
that the Argentine competition was a matter of distress prices ( see also
p . 6787) that was going to work itself out, and that the real value of
wheat which was shown in the Winnipeg market was going to be realized .

The Pool had the same over-optimistic attitude at that time as every-
one else (evidence p . 6522) . Everybody was bullish (evidence p . 6786) .
The Pool salesmen expected that the heavy shipments from the Argentine
would cease and that Canadian wheat would again be in demand (evidence
pp. 6749-50) .

" The real trouble had its start with this large carry-over of
the 1928-29 crop year, "

it was suggested, and M . Bredt agreed (evidence p . 6748) .
Asked :

" Whatever the reason was, the Pools saw fit to carry over
these stocks unsold? "

at the end of August, he replied :

" In other words, they shared with everyone else in Canada
the prevailing sentiment, that prices- were likely to go higher ."

Certainly the statements made at the time by Pool officials indicat e
an optimistic attitude about prices and a determination to wait until
sales could be made at a price conforming to such ideas . Such state-
ments were quoted in the course of Mr. Bredt's examination, at pp. 6814
to 6846 of the evidence .

POOL PRICE POLIOY AND- ITS EFFECTS

These incidents of 1929 lead me to a closer consideration of the price
question . It will be necessary to deal rather lengthily with the policy and
the record of the Pools in regard to it. The question is important in the
interest of those who join co-operative selling organizations, as well as in
that of producers who remain outside . It is also of interest, of course, to
the buyers of our product .

The obtaining of good prices for the producer is surely a legitimate
object, and one whicil any co-operative selling organization is bound to
keep in view. The question liere is whether the Pools over-emphasized
this object or strove for it in such a way as to antagonize buyers and
thereby do more barm than good . The true inferences will be drawn from
the faots to be gone into in part in this chapter and in part later on .

a7 50- e '



There seem to be only two ways of securing better prices than
previously paid to the producer at any given time . The one is to increase
the ultimate market price ; the other is to increase the producer's shar e
of that ultimate price. And both these results may, of course, be kep t
in view.

«hile dissociating co-operative marketing by a gro wers' organiza-
tion from the form of selling under Government control and assistance ,
the appeal of the pool marketing method to Western farmers was never-
theless closely connected with the ideas they entertained as to th e
" success " of the .1919 Board and the causes of such success . As Pro-
fessor W. A. 'Mackintosh has said (Queen's Quarterly, issue for October-
December 1925, p . 121) :

" It was difficult for the grower to dissociate in his mind th e
Canada Wheat Board and the high price levels of 1919-20, and ye t
there is no evidence to show that the Canadian farmer obtained a
higher price because of the activity of the Wheat Board . The
Wheat Board pâid a total of $ 2 .63 a bushel but the weekly low
price for No . 1 Northern wheat in "Minneapolis only went below
$ 2 .63 during three weeks of the entire crop year, and so the United
States farmer with competitive marketing did at least as well as
the Canadian farmer «•ith a controlled market . "

The U.S. Government set up a National Wheat Board for the 191 9
crop but it had no monopoly power ; farmers were left free to sell to th e
Board or to the trade. Professor Mackintosh likewise speaks o f

"The state of mind which connected the controlled buyin g
(sic) of the Wheat Board with high prices and looked to a similar
organization to bring back the halcyon days of two dollar wheat' '
(ibid p. 138) .

The main motive behind the Wheat Pool movement was, it would
seem, that of price . 111r. Bredt stated in evidence (p . 5824) that the rea-
son so many joined the Pool must have been that they hoped to realize
a higher price by selling through the Central Selling Agency than would
be realized by each individual selling for himself . In pursuit of what
they believed to be a new method of mark p ting which would substan-
tially enhance the price of their product, farmers were prepared to embark
on a course which representQd a fundamental departure from previou s
forms of co-operative effort . Earlier efforts had all been in the direction
of increasing competition among those handling and buying grain, and
freeing the farmer from any kind of monopoly or control by outside
interests . The results are to be seen in freedom to load his own car, t o
ship to the central market, to have the identity of, his grain preserved,
and to se11 when, where and how he will . The farmers' elevator com-
panies went a step further by establishing, within the 'existing marketin g
machinery, a yardstick for the entire marketing organization from country
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elevators to exporting agency. Their object, which they achieved with
success, was to set the competitive pace, to assure the farmer lowest pos-
sible costs, greatest possible teohnical efficiency, and many alternative
methods of selling .

All this was to be changed for the farmer who joined the Pool . He
gave up all his alternatives, and bound himself, willingly, for a period
of five years, to operate solely through the Pool, an organization which
took the place, for him, of elevators both country and terminal, local
buyers, commission men, brokers, shippers and exporters, and, perhaps
most important, took his own place as the judge of where and when to
sell his grain. All these functions were to be performed by a single
central organization, and much of its very virtue was believed to be that
it was single, central, large and powerful, a collective substitute for indi-
vidual judgment. For years great emphasis was placed on the claim that
the Pool was a voluntary, co-operative and democratic organization of, by,
and for the farmers themselves-such farmers as choose to join of their
own accord . It was only in 1929 that a certain bias in favour of a
compulsory marketing system began to appear .

How was it hoped that the Pool would secure better prices? The
predominant notion, at least among the more énthusiastie supporters, was
certainly a belief in the almost magic qualities of control of supply . Mr.
H. W. Wood, a member of the 1919 Board and first President of the
Alberta Wheat Pool, declared in October 1920 that : .the price of wheat
that year could undoubtedly have been kept up to at least $2 .50 had the
Board been continued . (Ex. 183, p . 199 .) Professor Mackintosh quotes
a further statement by Mr . Wood at that time, when asked the reason
for the fall in price :

" From the standpoint of supply and demand there is abso-
lutely none, the only reason in the world is the inefficiency in the
selling of wheat this year .f0 (Op. cit . p . 138 . )

A Report mado by Messrs . Stewart. and Riddell to the Saskatchewan
Government in 1921, while stating that a partial pool would not be in as
favourable a position as a monopolistic board, and would be affected
detrimentally by the competitive selling of that portion of the crop that
was not within the pool (Ex. 333, p . 10), nevertheless gave credence to
the virtues of control and said, with particular reference to a National
Wheat Board (p. 11 )

"It is perfectly obvious that under a system of natlional con-
trol, where only one seller exista, and buyers are numerous, the
advantage is with the seller."

This statement seems to overlook the fact that, in regard to buyers, there
would not be only one seller but many : sellers of Argentine wheat, of
Australian wheat, of American wheat, etc ., all competitors.

sre4 -e}
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The belief that the Pool could positively raise the price level of
Canadian wheat was common among both members and leaders in the
early da,s and continued, at least in the pronouncements of the manage-
ment, until the end of Pool operations, as is evidenced in the following :-

Mr. Bredt, agreed in evidence (p . 5858) that during the inception of

the Pools there was a very distinct feeling that they would be able to
raise or influence the price level . Later (p . 5859) lie qualified this, so far
as Pool leaders were concerned, by limiting it to the idea of eliminating

the autwnn slump in prices.
On page 6678, he agreed that there were some " over enthusiastic "

people who told the farmers that they could get a higher price if they
joined- the Pool .

On pages 3359-60, Profeszor Patton, a close student of the Pool
movement, agreed that the idea of an international Pool being formed
with a view to influencing prices had been promulgated .

At a meeting of the Saskatchewan Pool delegates, at Regina, in 1926,

the Central sales manager, Mr. D. L. Smith, stated_that the Winnipeg
Grain Exchange had really no price except that set by the Pool ; that
the Pool controlled the prices, so far as the supply side of the law of
supply and demand was concerned ; and that the Pool had raised- the
price of Canadian wheat, as compared with other wheats. (See evidence

pp. 5859-60, and Ex . 338.) On page 5861, Air . Bredt said that there
may have been times when-the Pool really fixed the price on the Winni-
peg market ; but with respect to Mr. Smith's statement he thought it
must have been made with reference to some particular year, for he was
not a main given to extravagant statement s

At the International Wheat Pool conference at St. Paul, in 1926,
Mr. Gourlay, a director of the Manitoba Pool, said that the object of the
Pool was to raise the price of wheat (évidence pp . '5874-5 and Ex. 239,
p. 67) . A subsequent statement of his seemed to be to the effect that
prices could not be raised except through international action (Ex . 239,
p. 84) . At the same conference, Mr. H. W. 11'ood, President of the
Alberta Pool, said " The primary and most important object is to get a
better price for wheat " ; but lie in turn seemed to limit this to raising the
price of wheat up to the level of other prices (Ex . 239, See evidence
pp. 5869-70) . He then said that if producers in the four ohief exporting
countries combined they could fix the price, and immediately corrected
this to " raise " the price and maintain it on a level with the prices farmers
have to pay (evidence p . 5872) . On page 5873, Mr . Bredt agreed that
such a statement lent itself to the interpretation that the only aim and
object of the Canadian Pool was to organize an international control board
to raise prices. He said Mt . Wood only meant "that wheat prices should
be raised to the same level as other prices . "

On page 6676, Mr . Bredt agreed that Mr. Sapiro and others had held
out the picture of first organizing a Canadian Pool and then an interna-
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tional Pool, and that then they could go overseas and tell the corsuhers
what to pay. Mr. Bredt described such people as " over enthusiastic ."

Professor Mackintosh, in the_ article cited, deals with this aspect of
the objective of the Pools on page 126, read into the record on page 5883,
as follows :

° There were few even among the most ardent supporters of the
Pool who seriously- thought that the organization could effect an
increase in the world price for wheat and yet some arguments
advanced in its favour would seem to infer such a possibility .
Later literature issued by the Pools themselves specifically deny
any such intention . or power . Nevertheless on one hand the over-
optimistic grower, and on the other, the European buyer have been
apt to impute rising prices to the Wheat Pool rather than to the
shortage of the 1924-25 crop. It is further significant that the
demand for the Wheat Pool arose out of the period of depression
when the price of wheat fell proportionately below the prices of the
commodities which the farmer had to buy . Clearly most farmers
joined the Pool in the hope that it might do something to mitigate
the unsatisfactory conditions of agriculture in those years . "

In a speech, in January, 1927, Mr. J . H. Wesson said that the " Pools
were deliberately attempting to stabilize, on as high a plane as possible,
the Winnipeg quotations," and that they " both deliberately and uncon-
sciously control Winnipeg quotations ." The unconscious control he
described as that which arose from the fact that, " the farmers' wheat is
not now dumped on the market in large quantities "(See Ex . 339 and
evidence page 5863) .

Mr. Bredt desçribed this as " over enthusiasm," and on page 5864
said that the Pool has influenced the Winnipeg price, but that he would not
go so far as Mr . Smith and Mr. Wesson .

At the second International Wheat Pool Conference at Kansas City
in May, 1927, the following resolution was adopted (quoted on pages 3358
and 3361, evidence) :

" As soon as practicable, the wheat producers of the chief
exporting count:ies of the world should look towards co-ordination
of their co-operative program . This must be preceded-by thorough
organization of the prôducers of wheat in each country on a per-
manent basis, and such organization must control a substïantiâl-----
percentage of the wheat grown in these countries. When these
conditions are met, then international co-ordination will give the
wheat growers the same control over the marketing of their crop
already possessed by other industries and will materially assist in
putting agriculture in its rightful place among tM other industrie s
of the wôrld."

19



Elsewhere in this discussion will be found reference to numerous public
claims by the Pool to have definitely maintained the Canadian wheat
price higher than it would otherwise have been in 1928 and 1929 . Indeed,
in the brief itself, on page 15 of part 2, it is clnimed that c

" Had it. not been for Pool operations the disastrous drop in
wheat prices might have conie about in 1928 " ;

and tiiat the non-pool farmers ha d

" benefited by the fact that the Pool method of marketing hel d
more than half of the entire crop off the hedging market . "

Final]y, Professor Patton, on page 401 of his book (rx . 183), said :

" Many Pool members recalling, or reminded of, the record
wheat prices associated with the operation of the Canadian Whea t
Board have signed Pool contracts in the expectation that Pool sell-
ing would be effective in raising the price of their wheat ."

But . lie «•ent on to say that it was

" generally recognized by responsible . Pool leaders that the highe r
prices since the organization of the Pool had resulted from broa d
international causes rather titan from the action of the Canadia n
Pool itself . "

ORDERLY MARKETING AND AVERAGE PRIC E

The objective of raising the entire price level of Canadian wheat,
through the power believed to arise from control of supply, may not have
been widely held among responsible Pool officials ; but, as stated, it was
expressed by the more enthusiastic exponents of pooiing and undoubtedly
affected many farmers . It was very closely connected, in its essential
aspect of increasing the farmer's return for his crop, with another really
quite different idea, that of obtaining an " average price " through " orderly
marketing ." It is frequently diffieult, in reading early Pool literature, to
discover whether- the-basic objective of a higher price was intended to be
achieved through selling for higher prices in the export market (i .e., raising
the price level) or through the second principle of directing the profits
assumed to be made by speculators into the pockets of the farmer . The
background of this second objective was the belief that prices are almost
invariably lower in the autumn, when most farmers sell their wheat, than
later in the crop year, and that the speculating class thereby makes a
profit which should belong to the farmer . This autumn decline is said to
be caused by the fact that three-quarters of the crop is delivered, and in
large part placed on the market and sold, before the end of December,
whereas the ultimate sale and consumption, have to extend over the whole
twelve months . Further, the glut of wheat in the fall, itself a price-
depressing influence, is believed to be agrravateri b y short-selling and
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manipulation . This belief has long been held by many farmer3, and has
been unanimously expressed by Pool leaders, up to and including their
evidence before this Commission . This is not the place to consider the
validity of this belief (the question living already been dealt with), but
of its existence there can be no doubt. The Pool, it was hoped, would
alter this condition, at least so far as its own members were concerned,
and it is now maintained that in f Q .-t it did so .

There is considerable ar-spiguity in the phrases used in this connec-
tion, notably the expression " average price " and " orderly marketing ."
If prices were, on the whole, lower in the autumn than later in the
year, it is clear that an individual farmer would profit by holding his
grain after harvest and not selling until the spring or summer . Or he
might sell part of his crop aVone time and part at another, and regard
his entire crop- as having been sold at the average of the various prices
at which he had in fact sold . Many farmers, however, are not in a
financial position to refrain from selling at harvest time and those who
adopt such a course might through poor judgment or ill fortune sell at
prices in the spring that were actually lower than the price they might
have obtained in the fall, for even if average prices in the latter part of
the crop-year were higher than in the autumn the fluctuations would
probably result in the lowest late price being below the highest early price .
The Pool, it was thought, would overcome such difficulties. It would make
a substantial initial advance and the farmer's remaining equity would not
be wiped out by temporary declines in the market . Sales would be spread
out over the year, so as to take advantage of the supposedly higher prices
when they occurred, and the rtsponsibility of deciding when to sell would
rest upon the experts of the aontral organization and not upon the indi-
vidual farmer. To quote Mr. 13redt (evidence p . 5823) ,

"The idea was that farmers realized there were fluctuations
in the price all during the year, and rather than take the risk them-
selves of deciding upon which particular day they wished to sell,
they preferred to put their grain into an organization which had
sufficient volume to make sales all during the year, and in that way
establish as nearly as possible an average of all prices realized . "

In the above quotation Mr. Bredt speaks of the average realized price .
It is clear, upon reflection, that a Pool cannot obtain an average of all
quoted prices, but only of the prices at which it actually makes sales,
weighted by the quantity it, sells at each price ; and this was recognized

by Mr. Bredt during examination (evidence pp . 5823-24) . What the Pool
got for its members and paid to them,"which was all that any Pool can
get, was the average of its own sales, and not the avèrage market price .
But the confusion over the meaning of " average price " appears in much
Pool literature .



ATTITUDE TOwARDS SPECULATIO N

There were of course, further motives in the minds of those joining
the Pool. There was the desire already mentioned, which can stand
separately from the idea of getting a higher price, to pass on to others

the risk and worry of deciding when to sell ; and to know that one's price
would be well above the year's lo%rest, even though also well below the
year's highest . There was also for many the opportunity to put an end t o
all individual dealings with the Grain Exchange and the futures syste m
which,

" in the opinion of many farmers . . . determines the price of th e
grain they have to sell by public gambling" (Bredt, p . 5437) .

There was also an express objective of the Pool to obtain a larger
share of the price paid by the consumer through elimination of waste an d
reduction of costs involved in' marketing-in brief to narrow the margi n
between producer's price and consumer's price; to the benefit of the
producer, through the economies of large scale operations under pro-
duce; control (Brief, Part 1, p . 7 and p . 12) .

The " elimination (or reduction) of speculation " and "direct selling "
seem to have been based as much on dislike of the Grain Exchange future s
system. as upon economic motives . Direct selling may, if efficient and -
successful, bring to the farmers money that would otherwise form th e
profits of exporters, usually less than a cent a bushel, but can have littl e
other economic effect, save as an instrument ic a plan, if any, to extract
higher prices through control of supply. Likewise the " elimination o f
speculation " so far as concerns the hazards imposed on the individua l
farmer by the existence of a speculative market, was accomplished by th e
mere act of forming the Pool . Each Pool member was completely insu-
lated, as an individual, from the price fluctuations of the market. Yet the
Pool ideology evidently went further than this and was based on a n
antagonism to speculation as such, considered to be vicious, and to have
a depre:ssing effect on prices, and a consequent desire to restrict and i f
possible iliminate it . It is now recognized by Pool leaders, and has bee n
throughout hy economists discussing pooling, including Prof . Patton, that
r Pool eannot eliminate speculation beyond the sphere of its own opera-
tions, and cannot reduce fluctuations in world prices ; but some such object
was in the minds of those who had what may be called the crusading
motive in joining the Pool, and continued, and to a considerable exten t
still continues, though in a more realistic fashion, among Pool leaders .

LESSOxs or 1929- 20

Before leaving the subject of Pool activities I must refer again to the
.events of the crop year 1929-30. I do not do this for the mere purpose of
piling up evidence of mistakes that may have been made by Pool officials
during that period . It iè only too easy, after a lapse of years, to look back-
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wards and point out the errors and shortcomings of others who carried a
heavy responsibility under most unusual conditions, and who were anxious
throughout to do their best for those whom they represented . But there
are certain lessons to be drawn from the events of that time which must be
preserved for the sake of the future .

The fall of 1929 saw the collapse of a " boom " period and the birth
of a depression of great length and severity . The wheat market furnishes
one of the most enlightening manifestations of the transition from one

state to another. During the early fall months the Winnipeg market was
so far out of line with Liverpool that overseas export business was
severely handicapped . Canadian exporters having to buy at Winnipeg
and sell at Liverpool were practically unable to do business. And we

have seen how the Pools acted . They refused to sell in the futures
market when, as it subsequently appeared, it would have been greatly
to their advantage to do so, and although they had done so on former

occasions. They held their cash prices up, and refused to compete with
Argentine sellers . Some of their officials and their publications announced
publicly that they would not come down to the Liverpool market prices
but that they would hold their wheat and that in due time the buyers

would come to them. And what in one respect is 'especially serious, some
of them went so far as to take credit for having put Winnipeg prices up
and stated that they were now in .control of these prices . Then, when

the recession began, they failed to read the signs correctly . They attri-

buted the downward trend to " bear raids " and other forms of manipu-

lation . Instead of selling they went into the futures market and bought
speculatively, thereby incurring a loss of $2,01.4,000. -

A few references from Pool sources will serve to show the prevailing
sentiment . The first three references are taken from Ex . 454 :

On September 12, 1929, when the Winnipeg cash price for wheat was
$1 .57 1 and the October future $1.58-1 :

"A merchant does not sell his goods at a sacrifice because
there are delivery wagons at the door whose drivers want to get
working . . .Yet the finan~ial men in Montreal would like to see
the Wheat Pool sacrifice its wheat because some cargo boats are
there to take it away, and some importers in Great Britain sagely
hold the belief that the wheat would sell more rapidly if the own-
ers lowered the price . . . .The Wheat Pool is béing charged with
holding wheat at extortionate prices . What is really happening

is very simple . The Pool, -through its -world wide organization,
and with, __as_ a consequence, extensive information upon which to
base its selling policy, is making an effort to secure a reasonably
profitable .price for the wheat it has to sell . . . .They (the Pools)
do not propose to sell at sacrifice prices when they are reason-
ably certain, from the information in their possession, that they
can secure a price which will give them a reasonable return ; and

they do not have to sell :'-"
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On October 10, 1929, when the Winnipeg cash price was $1 .461 and
the December future $1 .47J-1 :

" The Pool in Control.-There is a recognition of the faet that
it is the attitude and the stand taken by the Canadian Wheat Pool
which has held the price of Canadian wheat to its present level in
the face of the serious congestion in domestic storage warehouses.
So far as we can recall, no more general recognition of the power
of the Wheat Pool to influence prices or the movement of Cana-
dian grain generally, has been in evidence since the formation of the
Pool than is evident at the present time . "

On October 2, 1929, when the Winnipeg cash price was $1 .441 and the
December future was $1 .46J-J :

"Sales of wheat to Europe could be effected at the present
time but only at the cost of serious reduct.iôn in farm income and
restriction of Canadian business for the coming year . The world
situation justifies higher prices than those at present ruling ."

Then, from the evidence, at_ pages 6833 and 6834 . On September 28,
1929, when the Winnipeg cash price was $1 .411 and the October future
was $1 .411 :

" Through that influence exercised by the Pool Canadian
wheat has continually been pressing to higher levels and continu-
ally been leading other wheat exporting countries in this respect

. .Increased control and volume of wheat through the organi-
zâtion is to make the organization unassailable and more impreg-
nable, and enable it to maintain the lead that the Pool has estab-
lished in maintaining Canadian wheat price levels, the world lead
that the Pool has established for Canadian wheat . . . .If the
United States and Argentine and Australian farmers had as large
a measure of control over the .wheat in those countries as we have
in Canada, I have no doubt that the farmers belonging to the
wheat exporting countries in the world would be able to secure the
maximum advantageous results that any measure of control would
give as far as prices are concerned." -

Again from the evidence at page 6836. In October, 1929 :
. . . The Pool selling office believes that owing to the flooding

of the European market with wheat from Art,éntine and the United .
States, the price in Liverpool is out of line with the actual wheat
situation, and it, has refused to sell in what for the time being is
purely a buyer's market . As a consequence the Canadian wheat
movement has been almost halted . "

Again from the evidence at page 6833: In September, 1929 :
" . the Wheat Pool method of holding back crop surpluses is
sound and is compatible with the practices adopted by practically

,]
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every large successful business concern in the «'c-,'.d to-day . . .

During the past few months the United States wheat crop has been

thrown on the wheat markets in an unparalleled flood . The result

has been that prices have been very greatly depreciated . . . .

The Wheat Pool by holding off tremendous supplies materially
stabilized the market last season . . . "

All the above statements were made publicly by high officials of the

Pool or by Pool organs .
They show that, rotwit•hstanding the Pool's excellent world-wide

information service, and the high ability and earnestness of purpose of its
officials, the situation was misjudged and the impending depression was

totally unforeseen . The other facts (such as the unfortunate buying of

futures in 1930),- show that this state of error persisted for a considerable
time after the depression had settled over the world . They also show,
especially when taken with some other statements, already quoted, made
in earlier years, that the conviction had been acquired that W innipeg
prices were made ënd maintained, not by world factors, nor by the buyers'
needs and their willingne•ss and ability to pay, nor by the volume of actual

trade and of speculation, but by the Pool .
The conclusion to be drawn from all this is that the grain trade, and

especially-the wheat trade, of the world offers day , to day probiems of a

perplexing kind ; that notwithstanding the best of ability, information and

good will added to the experience of several years, one may easily go
astray ; that forecasting the future, even the near future, is a perilous
occupation when it is backed by one's money or merch andise ; and that

those who control immense quantities of wheat do not always possess the

influence on the market which might be supposed . In the present case it
znight,_perhaps, be added that a sense of responsibility to a large number
of constituents and the fear of not achieving the best possible results have
a harassing effect on those who must make decision .c .

SUMMARY

I have dealt with the work of the Pools at some length and have made
no attempt to pass lightly over such defects in the system or in its opera-
tion as have been made known to me by the evidence . In doing this, I

have had in mind the thought that the co-operative marketing of wheat is

something essentially sound and that it contains possibilities for-the future .-

It is all the more necessary then that this important experience in co-
operation should be recorded- and analyzed with care. If the idea was to

be considered as intrinsically false and now definitely abandoned, the wise
thing to do would be to say little about it . I have not followed this course .

My examination of pooling as carried on in western Canada fôr a number
of years has been as searching and as critical as I have been able to make
it because I think that the history of those years is of value, now, and will
continue to be of value in . the working out of future problems .



To sum up as briefly as possible, I may say that ., in my opinion, the
wheat pooling system was beneficial in several respects : (1) it relieved its
members of their principal market worries, which are considerable, and
procured them a uniform price within each year ; (2) on the whole, the
price obtained was a fair and satisfactory price ; (3) it continued and
expanded an integrated farmer-owned grain-handling system ; (4) it pro-
vided a "service at cost" basis of operations ; (5) in so far as its own
members were concerned, it relieved them of whatever evil effects may
attend heavy hedging pressure in the fall . A sixth point, connected with
this last one, is more difficult of treatment . Did the non-hedging policy
of the pools have a good effect upon fall prices? If this were so, the result
would have benefited non-Pool farmers, and I said in an earlier part of
this report, that it might be expected to have been noticeable, since the
Pool marketed at least 50 per cent of all the wheat . The record does show
that during the years of pool operations the level of prices throughout the
year was more constant than it had been before or than it has been since .
But at the same time other factors were in play which cannot be left out
of consideration . On the whole, though, I think that, while the problem
is not capable of definite solution, the Pool did contribute to this result .

But there is another side to the story. I think (1) that the policy
of the Pool not to deal through grain merchants in the United Kingdom .
was injurious both to the United Kingdom traders and to the selling of
Canadian wheat ; (2) that Canadian traders also suffered to some extent
and permanently ; (3) that a feeling of alarm was engendered in importing
countries by some of the declarations made at the international conferences
at St. Paul in 1926 and Kansas City in 1927 which were attended by
Canadian Pool representatives ; (4) that the statements made with great
publicity in the fall of 1929 by Pool officials and organs, coupled with the
non-selling policy pursued, were detrimental to our market interests .

On the whole, it seems to me, in regard to (3) and (4), that too much
talk and agitation were mixed with business . All these announcements
took the form of indirect promises to the Pool farmers, and made a change
of selling policy all the more difficult to adopt, even if those who made
the announcements became convinced subsequently that a change was
imperative. In my opinion, Mr. Bredt's -evidence reveals this situation . -
Then again, human nature has its exigencies, and those making such
announcements could not help feeling an inward reluctance to go back on
them. Finally, the challenging nature of some of these declarations must
have had a bad effect among buyers .

Those who buy our wheat are shrewd business men interested in
getting a good product at a price measured in relation to their necessities
and to the value of competing products . They do their buying quietly and
on considerations which they have reduced to a science . It seeans to me
that selling also should be conducted without undue publicity, on business
principles by men who keep themselves free to shape and reshape their
policy from day to day, if necessary, to meet shifting conditions . There
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is no reason why a pool should not be. operated on such lines. Nor should
considerations of a permanent, general character be allowed excessive
influence . For instance, I have quoted on page 55 from an article in
Wheat Studies, Vol . 14, October, 1937, which says that the Canadian
marketing system is suh;eet to an extreme strain because (1) our harvest
(unlike that of the Argentine) comes at a time when world supplies are
at their seasonal maximum, and (2) our wheat possesses special milling
characteristics which -call for its being fed into consumption more or less
uniformly throughout the year. These facts are important. They should
be noted and borne in mind by co-operative (or other) sellers as market
factors. But I do not think they should detract from what, after all, is
the paramount consideration : the securing of a good price and the free
access at all times into overseas markets . And this paramount considera-
tion requires an elastic, adaptable selling policy . I should add that there
is no evidence that the Pools did give undue attention to the factors
mentioned in Wheat Studies and referred to above . I deal with them here
to prevent any misunderstanding that may have arisen from my use of
the quotations from Wheat Studies .

Another point I think worth mentioning is that small pools seem
capable of doing satisfactory work . Thus, . during the years of voluntary
pooling, when only about 20,000,000 bushels in all were handled, the prices
realized were considerably higher than the extremely low prices reached
during a part of the period, notably in December, 1932 ; the pooling
members were thus protected from the worst extremes of the world price
depression .
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CHAPTER VI I

PRICE STABILIZATION MEASURES

I have already stated the circumstances under which Mr. John I .
McFarland became manager of the Central Selling Agency in November,
1930. The responsibility which rested upon him was heavy at the start
but became greatly increased in the summer of 1931 and onwards until
lie resigned from office in Deceml er, 1935. The work which he carried
on was of an exceptional character and lie was virtually in sole command
of the policy pursued . This policy has been the subject of much discus-
sion in Canada, in the United Kingdom and on the continent of Europe .
I think it well, therefore,_as an introduction to quote what Mr . McFarland
himself says of the circumstances in _which he accepted office and the
motives which inspired him :

When the price structure completely collapsed in November,
1930, I was urgently requested by the directors of the Canadian
Co-operative Wheat Producers Ltd ., to accept the position as

_ general manager of that company . Their request was ardentlÿ
supported by the officers of the Canadian Bankers' Association, and
by the prairie premiers. I was most reluctant to re-enter the grain
business in any capacity or under any conditions ; besides the great
depression was on and my own affairs were in need of my personal
attention . It was pointed out that, as I was one of the very few
grain men who at that time was in no manner connected with the
grain business, it was my duty in that national emergency to
accept the position . Under the circumstances I finally consented
and, subject to certain conditions, I accepted the responsibility for
one year . At the expiration of the first year the world situation
was even worse and more hopeless . The question was asked why
did I not quit, at the end of the first year? My answer was that
only a coward could quit, and having started I could not turn back .

" Because of the unusual conditions prevailing at . that time
and afterwards, I preferred . that I should not be bound by the
restraints which might be considered applicable to a paid employee,
and I therefore refused to accept any remuneration from the
Canadian Co-operative Producers Ltd ., other than my out-of-pocket
expenses . It was generally believed to be an emergency which many
prominent• people believed would be of short duration . My chief
interest was to encourage and endeavour to maintain confidence at
home and abroad."

94
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4

One of the first steps Mr . McFarland took upon assuming office was
to withdraw the Pools' overseas representatives and to arrange to conduct
business through the ordinary trade channels . He published in the press
a statement which indicated his policy in this regard :

" ffeeently there was held at London, England, an Imperial
Conference representative of all thé nations of the British Common-
wealth. One of the major problems discussed was the possibility oi
widening the market within the Empire for Empire products . Much
attention was given to the marketing of wheat in the United
Kingdom and elsewhere throughout the Empire, either as grain or
flour . Discussions are to- be- resumed at Ottawa during this coming
year. It is hoped that something definite and concrete will be
accomplished at that time for the benefit of producers throughout
the British llominions . In the meantime it is important to do all
within our power to win the confidence and-goodwill of British
importers and millers, so that Canada may oe in

.
the strongest

possible position to take advantage of any opportunity that may
arise for consolidating its position in the market of the United
Kingdom and Ireland, as well as in Europe and elsewhere . To
that end it has been considered advisable to withdraw our direct
representatives from overseas . This should demonstrate beyond the
possibility of doubt the truth, or otherwise, of the statements
frequently made that the maintenance of direct representation over-
seas has militated against the sale of Canadian wheat .

" I do not hesitate in taking this action, as I am confident it
is the duty of this great organization of farmers to take steps such
as will assist in removing from the minds of the grain and the
milling trades abroad, and in Canada as well, from the public mind,
a prejudice which has unwittingly become prevalent that the Pool's
policy was designed to combat the world and plough a lone furrow
to the detriment of the consumer abroad and to the grain and
milling trades in general . There is no doubt that this sentiment
prevails overseas .

JOHN I. McFARLAND,

General Manager, Canadian Co-operative
Wheat Producers Limited."

I have already shown that when Mr . McFarland took charge of
the-Central Selling Agency in November, 1930, ., there were on hand
36,935,000 bushels of Pool wheat with deliveries still to come in during
the crop year . At the end of the crop year he had a carry-over of
75,164 .000 bushels of which 47,555,000 consisted of futures and 27,609,000
bushels of cash wheat.

In the meantime conditions in the grain trade were getting worse
instead of better . The depression was becoming more and more extensive .
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The statement made before the Stamp Commission on behalf of the Pools

has already been quoted from .
The Pools said :

" we do not for a moment contend that the present extremely low
price of wheat is due to the system of futures trading, as we are
well aware of the many important factors each of which is partly
responsible for present deplorable prices ."

But special reference was made to the absence of the speculator :

" the failure of the institution of speculation to assume anything
like the risk carrying function so commonly attributed to it " ;

-- and to the fact tha t

the general public lias lost enormous sums of money, and
confidence as well, and are not at present in the market with
sufficient resources to carry the risk of price fluctuation by buying
hedges and whatever contracts may be offered by short sellers . "

As the months went on, fears were entertained for the selling of the new
crop then maturing. Reference has already been made to a meeting in
July, 1931, of the Select Standing Committee of the House of Commons
on Agriculture and Colonization . On that occasion the Pools again gave
expression to views similar to those submitted to the Stamp Commission
and representatives of the Grain Exchange were also heard . The absence
of the speculator was given as the principal-ground of apprehension and
the proposal was made that government intervention of some kind should
be authorized to meet the probable disastrous effect on prices which would
result from an excess of selling over buying trades by hedgers .

The result was that purchases of futures intended to "stabilize " or
" support." prices were begun by Mr. McFarland in July, 1931 :

The following table- will show the extent of Mr . McFarland's
stabilization operations from time to time and the result at the end of the
period .

I



FARMERS' MARKETINGS OF WHEAT IN PRAIRIE PROVINCES GROSS PiT
PURCHASES AND SALES OF CANADIAN CO-OPERATIVE WHEA11 PRODUCERS
LTD. SPECIAL SUSPENSE ACCOUNT AND HOLDINGS IN THIS ACCOUNT
AT END OF CROP YEARS.

Ks 1031
July . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
August. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
September . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ootober . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
November . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
December . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1932
January . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .February . . . . . . . . . . . . .
March . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ap ril . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
May . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
June . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
July . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Farmers'
marketings

(000 bushels)

3,178
1,740
3,428
2,510

(000 bushels)

315
610
155

4,022
2,085

HOLDINGS IN SPECIAL SUSPENSE AccouNT AT JULY 31, 1932,-23,602,000 B UBHELa .

193 2

August . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
September . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
October . . . . . : . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . .
November . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
December . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

193 3

January . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .
February . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
March . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ap ril . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
hlay . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .June . . . . .
. . . . . . . .July . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

11,299
11,644
20,849
10,313
10,849
19,485
10,523

300
31,772

HOLDINGS IN SPECIAL St aPENaE ACCOUNT AT JULY 31 , 1933-73,297.000 BDaHELS .

1933

August . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
.:. September . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

October . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
November. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . .

~ December . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

193 4

January . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
February . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
March . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ap ril . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .~ . . . . . . . . .Jun~e .
July . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

s1611-7



FARMERS' afARKETINGS OF WHEAT IN PRAIRIE PR(1vINCES, GRO$S l'1T
PURCHASES AND SALES OF CANADIAN CO-OPEItti -'IVE WHEAT PhODUCI :ItS
LTD. $PECGAL "i'tiPENSE ACCOUNT AND HOLDINGS IN TIIIS ACCOUNT
AT END OF CROI' ]-EARS-Coneluded

HOLDINGS IN SPPA`IAL SUSPENSE ACCOUAT AT JULY 31, 1934-100,120,000 I;U8HEL8.

1f34
August . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
iCptenllH'r . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
()cto1H'I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Novelol,er . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Decelubcr . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

193 5

Jamuary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Fel,ruarJ• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Itfarch . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
April . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
May . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
June . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Juty . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Farmers'
Marketings

(000 bushels)

30,775
riS, :}33
0,A 16i

2 . ;, 02
1^,a1 4

3,874
8,sJ16
8,129
6, 577
5,626
9,334
12,586

2 .5
J S 7

254
:07

4 .-4,3 0
330

2,637

(000 bushels)

0,59 7
456

1,021
1,20 5

125

57
510
500

6,127
1,394
7,044
10,749

HOLDINGS IN SPECIAL SUSPENSE ACCOUNT AT JULY 31, 193 5- -137,573,000 BU81IEU3 .

1935

August . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
September . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Octobr.r . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
November . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
December. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1,62 0

8,116
400

HOLDINGS IN S PECIAL SUSPENSE ACCOUhT TRANSFERRED TO CANADIAN W HEAT BOARD As O P
llecExnER 2, 1935-130,409,000 BusxELs .

N.B.-The purchases and sales exclude spreading transactious.
Apart from the Special Susp ense Account, there was the 1030 . Pool wheat

accumulated during the crop year 1930-31 and amounting at July 31, 1931, to 75,184;000bushels and at Augu st 31, 1931, to 76,648,000 bushels . The total amount of these holdingsdid not var ~ significantly throughout_1931-32, 1932-33, 1933-34 and 1934-35, being 76,370,000bushels at ~uïy 31, 1932, 76,375,000 büshels at July 31 . 1933, 76,117,000 bushels at July 31,193 4 , 76,115,000 bushels at July 31, 1935, and 74,778,000 bushels when taken over by theCanadian lvheat Board as of DecemL• ~ 2, 1935 .

" PFG(~ING " OF WINNIPEG PRICE$

Air. McFarland says that in the fall of 1932 he "attempted to support
the market at 50 cents "(p. 101 Evidence, 1934 Banking and Commerce
Columitt(e) . This was unsuccessful as his credit was exhausted on
October 25 and the price fell . This was not strictly a price peg .

On August 14, 1933, at Mr. McFarland's request, an order of th e
iyrinnipeg Grain Exchange prohibited trading in the October future below
70j cents a bushel . The price then remained at or slightly above this
figure but from September 8 to 13 all trades were made at the pegged level .
Mr. McFarland had to buy heavily (14,653,000 bushels) in order tha t

SpeoialSuspenso Açoountt
`Clinsdlan Co-opërâtiv© ~Yfiea t

Producers Ltd .

(000 bushels)

12,135
24,430
30, a4.5

X42
Y05

hedging could be done . On September 15, the peg . was removed and the
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October future price fell during the next 30 days to 54J cents on --
October 16, despite net purchases of 31,766,000 bushels by Mr. McFarland .

On November 1, 1934, the Exchange at Mr. McFarland's request
pegged the December future at 75 cents and May at 30 cents. (Subse-
quently, the July future was also pegged at 80 cents .) This peg was

-- maintained--until-the-July-future-expired,--without-the help-of-stabiiization--
purchases.

EFFECTS OF STABILIZATIO N

As to the effect of price stabilization measures on overseas markets,
I must say that the unanimous opinion obtained from millers, merchants
and traders was unfavourable to the system . They all expressed the belief
that its results were injurious to the sale of Canadian wheat in the market .
The market dislikes selling monopolies or near-monopolies, the retention
of wheat from sale, or anything which looks like an attempt to secure
prices out of line with those paid currently to other sellers . They blamed
the stabilization measures for all these things .

On the other hand Mr . McFarland had some valuable approval of
his policy at least in so far as his actions resulted in giving producers a
higher price than they would otherwise have received . One of the out-
standing figures in the British grain trade was the late Sir Herbert Robson .
Certain correspondence between Sir Herbert Robson -and Mr . McFarland
(Ex.380) shows that the former approved of the latter's activities .
Particular reference is made to a statement made by Sir Herbert Robson
in a letter written by him on April 4, 1935, where he says :

"I most emphatically agree with you that it would have - been
impossible for the organized Winnipeg market to have carried the
burden of hedges, in Canadian wheat without complete disaster to
the three Canadian Western Provinces . Further, with free and
open markets there would not have been a solvent wheat farmer
left in any part of the world . Every single Government has had
to- assist its wheat farmers. The measure of assistance given in
Canada seems to me to be far less than that given anywhere else .
It is therefore to my mind ridiculous for anyone to complain that
the Canadian Government has supported the wheat market . "

The trouble begins-when the overseas consumer is asked, in turn, to
pay these relatively high prices for Canadian wheat .

Stabilization was begun in abnormal times. Speaking-of such times,
the Stamp report says at page 70 :

" In abnormal times conditions exist for working this system
of futures and, indeed, any rival systems of handling grain, on
unusual lines, and no inferences drawn from the practical observa-
tion of the behaviour of prices and of markets at such times have
any necesQary validity as indications of the economic value of futures

57612-i}



in normal times .__It is at such times that some features -of th e
futures system may be most open to criticism, and it is at such
times that the disposition to criticize will be most excited, bu t
it is precisely at such times that fair tests of the normal workin g
of the futures system can least satisfactorily be made . "

The abnormality-of-tlle-tiiues-in-t,he-sutnmer-of-1931-and_afterwards_ __ :

was evidenced by the absence from the futures market of the speculator ,
and initially, it was this fact that led to the institution of Mr . McFarland' s

activities as a buyer of futures . The policy of withholding supplies was
not necessarily bound up with that of buying futures . It was rather this
withholding of wheat from the market, giving rise to a fear among buyers
of an attempt to extort unreasonable prices, that led to the criticism over-
seas, and caused consumers to turn, elsewhere for their requirements .

In any event, stabilization was an exceptional incident in the Cana-
dian grain trade resulting from the misfortunes of the Pools and th e
unprecedented world-wide depression . It is to be hoped that simila r
conditions will not occur again. If they do it may be better to meet them
by some other form of intervention . Mr. McFarland had an unusuall y
heavy burden thrown upon him,-a series of years of unprecedented
character, with no guide to be found for him in the past experience of the
grain trade . The example of the United States Federal Farm Board wa s
not of much use, because the work of that Board, as it said in its third
annual report, was " to throw the full weight of its resources in support
of domestic prices ." But the domestic price problem in the United States ,
with the great bulk of the crop necessarily consumed at home, is a
different thing from the problem of a Canadian price for wheat by fa r
the greater portion of which has to be sold in other countries in ,^ompeti-
tion with other wheats . The probable effect of our policies upon oversea s
markets is a consideration we must always keep in view .

From the financial point of vien' the policy of piling up immens e
holdings was naturally a hazardous one. There was no saying how i t
might turn out . Mr. McFarland agreed that the success of the holdin g
policy depended on Nature reducing the surplus by short crops . He said ,
" I think we should depend somewhat on nature, I do . "

I have already shown how this " stabilization " wheat was finally
disposed of by the Canadian Wheat Board at a net profit of $9,628,881 .2 3

- after four years of disastrously small crops . (See Chapter III, page 38 . )

. THE CONCLUSION OP STA13 ILIZATION OPERATIONS

"The Canadian Wheat Board Act, 1935," came into operation on
July 5, 1935 . The members of the Board were appointed on August 14,
Mr. McFarland lieing appointed Chief Commissioner . Iie continued also
as General Manager of the Canadian Co-operative Wheat Producers
Limited. The Wheat Board's initial payment on deliveries of tl :~~ 1935
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wheat crop was announced on September 6 and on the 25th the Board
commenced to receive deliveries of such wheat .

Section 7 (f) of the Act authorized the Board
" to acquire from Canadian Co-operative Wheat Producers Limited,
upon terms to be approved by the Governor in Council, all wheat
or contracts to purchase or take delivery of wheat in respect of

m,hich the Government of Canada has given a guarantee ."

Section 8 of the Ac t defines the duties of the Board, special .reference
to the sale of wheat being found in paragraphs (b), (c), (i), (j) . These
paragraphs are as follows :

118. It shall be the duty of the Board :

(b) to sell and dispose of from time to time all wheat which the Board
may acquiré, for such price as it may consider reasonable, with
the object of promoting the sale and use of Canadian wheat in
world markets ;

(c) to sell and dispose of stocks of wheat and contracts for the
delivery of wheat acquired from Canadian Co-operative Wfleat
Producers Limited and the wheat represented by such contracts
as may be reasonably possible, having regard to economic and
other conditions ;

(i) in selling and disposing of wheat as by this Act provided, to
utilize and employ without discrimination such marketing
agencies, including commission merchants, brokers, elevator men,
exporters and other persons engaged in or operating facilities for-
the selling and handling of wheat, as the Board in its discretion
may determine ;

(j) to offer continuously wheat for sale in the markets of the world
through the established channels : Provided that the Board may,
if in its opinion any existing agencies are not operating satisfac-
torily, take such steps as it deems expedient to establish, utilize
and employ its own or other marketing agencies or-channels " ;

The Act was apparently intended to terminate stabilization opera-
tions . It provided a Government-controlled and financed voluntary pool,
so that any farmer dissatisfied with the price available under the unre-
stricted open market could deliver to the Board and be sure of getting
not only a Government-guaranteed price, but a share in any surplus in
case the Board should succeed in selling the crop at higher prices . There
was thus no need for stabilization purchases in the autumn of 1935, and
the Board itself was forbidden to make open market purchases by para-
graph (b) of section 7 which provided that " no wheat shall be purchased
by the Board except from the producers thereof ." But the Act not only
ended further stabilization purchases, but provided by section 7( f) above
quoted for the disposal of stabilization holdings .

i



An agreement between the Canadian Co-operative and the Board
was entered into on October 8, 1935, and ratified by Order in Council

P.C. 3199, dated October 10, 1935, providing for the transfer of the
stabilization and old Pool tisheat to the Board in pursuance ) f the Act .
The transfer of the stabilization wheat had not been effected by Decem-
ber 2, 1935, the date of Air . McFarland's resignation as Chief Commis-
s'lônër of -thé Whëat" Bo-wrd- althougl-negotiations-were-under--way . --T-he --
relations between the stabilization agency (whirh was what the Canadian
Co-operative had virtually become) and the Wheat Board were very
intimate, however, by reason of the transfer of staff, of high officers of the
one being also high officers of the other, of the use of the Canadian
Co-operative's membership in the Clearing House for clearing the futures
trades of the Wheat Board, and of the fact that 141r . McFarland, who was
in complete charge of stabilization, was also Chief Commissioner of the
Wheat Board .

However, since the actual transfer of holdings was not formally
completed, Air. McFarland, who as Chief Commi~sioner of the «'heat,
Board was forbidden by statute to make purchases of futures in the open
market on behalf of the Board, nevertheless felt himself free to do so as
manager of the stabi'ization agency. Stabilization operations from the
1st of August were as follows (000 bushels) :

193 5

AuKust . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
September . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
October . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Noveneber. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Sales of
1930 Poo l

Whea t

425
626
259
147

Pit
purchases

1,f20
8 .116
2,00 9

nil

Stabilization

Pit sales Other sales
(net)

5,314
9,S94
3,458

nil

209,783
207,109
205.332 -
205,065

At No-ember 30, therefore, the holdings of the stabilization agency
(including 1930 Pool wheat) were 205,065,000 bushels ; at the same date
the Wheat Board held 90,189,187 bushels, so that the combined holdings
amounted to 295,254,187 bushels .

During this period of August, September and October, when stabiliza-
tion operations were continuing, country deliveries were 145,670,535 bushel s
and deliveries to the Board were 63,789,477 . Evidently a part of th e
country deliveries not received by the Board was still held by farmers, fo r
in November the Board received 38,977,378 bushels although country
deliveries were ony21,043,204 bushels. The decline of the market pric e
in late Octobel ; bt4ow 871 cents also indicates that speculators who had
bought the non-Board wheat at more than 871 cents were taking a loss-
for no farmer's wheat, presumably, would be hedged when the price wa s
less than what the farmers could get by delivering to the Board .
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MR. MCFARLAND'8 OPEItATI0N8 UNDER THE CANADIAN WHEAT BOARD ACT ,

• 1935
Mr. McFarland startzd his operations under the now Act on

September 12 by making sales on the futures market . In the four
month period August to November, country deliveries amounted to
167,476,000 bushels, of which the Board received 102,766,855 bushels
-- ---

(Exhibit 428) . I\et sales düring the süriié period nmoûntel to only
12,577,668 bushels . While considerable quantities of cash grain were sold
(34,960,668 bushels), futures were acquired in exchange to the extent of
34,778,000 bushels . It has been pointed out earlier in this chapter that
market prices for cash wheat remained above the initial-payment of the
Board until late October . With such prices prevailing and having in mind
heavy deliveries to the Board, it is hard to conclude that the intentions of
the Act (particularly Section 8 (j) ), were carried ont .

OPERATIONS IN COARsE GRAIN S

Mr. McFarland was also examined on his handling of-coarse grains
belonging to the Pools and it will be well to refer briefly to these trans-
actions . With the exception of one occasion, hereinafter referred to, there
were no open market purchases of any of the coarse grains oats, barley,
rye and flax during the period of stabilization operations .

When Mr. McFarland became general manager, the Canadian
Co-operative was conducting the usual pools in these grains. Mr.

McFarland stated he left these matters in the hands of the regular coarse
grains department of the Company at first, he himself not exerting direct

authority until the end of July, 1931 .

" From that time on we did no stabilizing or anything else "
(evidence p. 7304) .

" None of the coarse grains were at any time stabilized "

(evidence p. 7398) .

The Pool had received these grains in 1930-31 at varying initial
payments, as in the case of wheat, the initial payment being lowered on
one or two occasions as the market prices progressively declined . Since no
surplus accrued from sales during 1930-31, it followed that different Pool
members had received different prices . Accordingly, said Mr. McFarland :

" We were holding the oats, the barley, the rye and the flax,
trying to wait for a time until probably the market might be good
enough so as to sell it and get back for those farmers who had
received a low initial payment enough to bring them up on a level
with those who had received the highest payments ." (Evidence

p. 7304. )

Only small quantities were left.
"There was not any volume at all, and it was a matter of

holding with the possibility of securing for the lower price farmers
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something in the shape of a payment that would even up with the
higher price farmers ." (Evidence pp. 7388-89 . )

Here it may be mentioned that all Dominion Government guar-
antees always referred to " wheat and other grains " so that there was as
much legal authority for stabilization operations in coarse grains as in
wheat. Mr. McFarland maintains, however, that there was in fact never
any-stahilization .

The quantities of coarse grains held by the Company are set forth
below (carry-over being given as at August 31, the end of the Pool fiscal
year) :

Deliverrd
Remainde r
of 1928 and Total Sales to

Sales from

to Pool by 1929 crops, quantity end of Dec . 1 ,
1930 to

Unsold
at Aug 31memhers all sold to be November Aug 31

. ,
193 1(luring during sold 1930 . ,

93 11930-31 193031 ,

(000bush .) (000bush.) (000bush .) (000bush .) (000busb .) (000bush . )

Oats . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,317 1,618 6,934 1,677 3,973 1,285
Barley . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,356 4,594 10 .950 3,759 5,439 1,752
Rye . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,257 984 3,241 1,353 1,130 768
Flai . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,431 284 1,715 651 659 405

All the carry-over from 1928 and 1929 was sold by the end of July,
1931, so the unsold carry-over at August 31, 1931 was entirely 1930 crop .
Of this amount, I'NIr . McFarland spoke as, follows (evidence p . 7399) :

"\Ve were simply holding a small quantity which was left over
from the fall of 1930 as at August 1, 1931 "(this should be August
31) ; " we were simply holding those, which could have little, if any ,

--efTect on the market, . . . I can see no evidence in the figures of the
quantities we held where it could in any measure be said that it was
stabilization of prices in coarse grains . "

It thus appears, according to Mr . McFarland's evidence, that in the
case of the coarse grains, unlike that of wheat, action was taken only for
the benefit of ulembers of the Pools . The policy was to hold until prices
rose, in the hope of realizing a profit.

In carrying out this objective, the sales policy adopted seems to
have been fairly successful in the case of rye and flax, but not in the case
of barley and oats .

The rye was sold in November, 1931, March, 1932, June, 1933, and
July, 1933, at prices very much higher than those ruling during the year
1930-1931 . Likewise the flax was sold in May, June and July, 1933, at
substantially better prices than those of 1930-31 . In both cases a surplus
was realized over the amounts paid out as initial payments, and the costs
of carrying the grain until sale .

In the case of barley, 152,000 bushels were sold during the price rise
in November, 1931 . In July, 1933, there were sold up to the 17th a total

Q
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of 1,318,000 bushels during the bull market which developed in coarse
grains as well as in wheat: The net long position was only 280,000 bushels
on that date . It is diffieult to see why the 280,000 bushels were not sold
either during the early part of the month, or on July 18 when prices were
still strong, but on which day no sales were in fact made .

When the bull market collapsed, 396,000 bushels of barley futures
were_bought and at prices_higher than the previouscost _of the barley . on

hand ; total holdings were thus raised to 676,000 bushels . This was the
only period in which purchases of any coarse grain futures were made in

the market . These transactions were not profitable . The initial payments
to Pool members for 1930 barley had been on the basis of 25 cents for

No. 3 C.W. barley for 5,511,015 bushels and 20 cents for 844,352 bushels .
In the spring and summer of 1931 cash prices were over 30 cents but sales
tapered off, as already noted, and there was a carry-over of 1,752,000
bushels at the end of August . In November the average daily price was

42z cents but sales were only 152,000 bushels . Again in April, 1932, the

average price was 41 cents but no sales were made . Mean«•hile carrying

costs were mounting up. In July, 1933, the average price was 50 1 cents,

and during the bull movement the daily prices were considerably higher .

Sales and purchases at that time have been stated above. Ultimately the

remaining 676,000 bushels were sold in July, September and October, 1935,

when average prices were 35 1 , 35; and 331 cents respectively .

With regard- to the barley transactions in July, 1933, Mr . McFarland

said (evidence p . 7394) that they were very busy with wheat, and that in
any event, he didn't think all the barley could have been sold (evidence

p. 7395) since the market broke on the 19th . Specificall,y, with regard to
the purchases after the break, he said that they had sold too much July
futures and had gone short 396,000 bushels, and that they had to cover
this by purchases . There seems to have been available, however, the other
recourse open to a short-seller, namely, to deliver actual grain in pursuance
of the sales contract . On .July 18 the agency held 678,000 bushels of
cash barley that could have been delivered, being part of deliveries which
it itself had received through the Clearing House earlier in the month .

In the case of o913, final disposal resulted in the securing of a price
less than what had been paid Pool members plus carrying costs . Of

5,317,795 bushels of 1930 Pool oats, 823,917 bushels had received an initial

payment of 30 cents basis No. 2 C.W. oats, and 4,493,878, bushels had

been paid on the basis of 25 cents: At Augtist 31, 1931, there remained

unsold 1,285,000 bushels . The market price had been under 30 cents since

the previous November. In May, 1932, the month's average cash price

was 351 cents but no sales were made . About the same average existed

in Jtilv ~and sales were 18,000 bushels . As with other grains there were.

comparatively high prices in July, 1933, and also in August in the ease of

oa ► s, but no sales were made. In the autumn of 1934 theré was another

price rise, the average price in September being 454 cents, but there were

still no sales. Ultimately 302,000 bushels were sold in July, 1935 (average



cash price 42j), 729,000 in October (34 cents) and the remaining 238,000
bushels in November when the average price was 31 j cents .

11Ir. McFarland said lie doubted if prices in July, 1933, were high

lie also-pointei out that most of the oats on hand were No. 2 CA and

enough to permit equalization of payments to Pool members (evidence
1) . 7388), although perhaps they were ât the peak, that he was very busy
with wheat and " may have overlooked a point there " (evidence p. 7389) .

lit for seed, and said that in the-autumn of 1933, and again in 1934, he
thë~ slionld lié réqtiirëd #ôrrctief purpoSea, at«'as liolditïg thetn in cas ,

the request of the Saskatchewan Relief Commission and with the approval
of the Dominion Government ( evidence p . 7390) . As events turned out,
these oats were not needed for sce d relief. He doubted if prices in the
autwnn of 1934 were high enough to permit a surplus over the original
initial payments plus carrying charges (evidence p . 7392) .

As was the case with the barley, the oats were sold out in the autumn
of 1935 because the Wheat Board was going to take over the Company's
wheat (evidence p . 7392), but was not authorized t<, take over the coarse
graitis .



CaAMa VII I

THE QUALITY, GP.ADING AND HANDLING OF
CANADIAN WHEAT

Under paragraph four of the Order in Council, I am directed to
-inquire--into-" The effect-of-the practicé of -mixing-and -of the- selection of
grain for protein content by millers and exporters . "

The main evidence against the practices of mixing and selection was
presented to the Commission by Dr . W. it. Motherwell, M .P., at Regina
and by Mr. John Glossop of Santa Monica, Cal ., formerly in the employ
of the Canadian Government and the McCabe Grain Co . at Port Arthur,
Ont . Subsequently, officials of the Board of Grain Commissioners appeared
before me to report upon the measures taken to prevent mixing and also
upon the prevalence and effects of selecting wheat for protein content .

Other complaints and suggestions regarding the quality, grading and
handling of Canadian wheat were heard both in this country and overseas
and it has been thought advisable to treat them all under the general
heading assigned to this Chapter .

The stage may be set for such a discussion by a brief description of
thç variable conditions under which wheat is grown in Western Canada
and the methods by which the wheat is graded and handled under the
Grain Act and the regulations of the Board of Grain Commissioners .

Is

BASIC DIFFEREVCE.S IN QUALIT Y

11'heat is grown in the Canadian West under a considerable variety
of soil and climatic conditions which is the essential cause of variation in
the product. The southern short-grass plains are typified by a combina-
tion of limited rainfall, high day temperatures, cool nights and favourable
soil conditions for the production of hard, high-protein wheats of great
strength . With a longer growing season free from damaging frosts, these
areas can concentrate on the best varieties such as Marquis, Reward and
Red Fife. Further east, mostly in the Red River Valley of Manitoba, the
threat of rust has led to the production of a high proportion of Durum
wheats . (This type of wheat is used in the manufacture of semolina,
macaroni and like products and only rarely and sparingly in the making
of bread flours.) Along the northern park belt and the northwestern fringe
of the Alberta foothills, there is commonly more moisture in the soil and
also different atmospheric conditions which tend to delay ripening and
reduce the percentage of protein. The soils of this area, especially those
of the grey-wooded type, are also_ not so well adapted to high protein wheat
production. In addition, as was pointed out in evidence, the lower quality
of wheat in these areas is accentuated by the fact that the variety Garnet
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finds its greatest concentration there . As stated by witness Dr. A. G.
.McCalla, Research Assistant, Associate Committee on Grain Research,
Department of Field Crops, University of Alberta, at Edmonton :

" the protein content of Garnet in every zone is less than for any
other variety, furthermore, the loaf volume for Garnet in every zone
is less than for any other variety and very substantially less."

(Evidence p . 5093 . )

-"These differeiices-in the product-- constitute--a --natural--handicap_to
any system of grading . The basic lack of uniformity cannot be entirely

removed . The objective is to achieve the best possible result in conjunc-
tion with the economical methods of bulk handling .

GRADING AND RECENT DIFFICULTIES

The Canadian system of grading is based upon a physical examina-
tion of such factors as weight per measured bushel, varietal content,
percentage of hard, vitreous kernels, degree of soundness, and amount s
of foreign material and-wheats of other classes . The minimum require-
ments of each statutory grade are set out in the Canada Grain Act. The
standards of cominercial . grades are fixed by the Grain Standards Board
as it meets each year. As explained by Mr. E . B. Ramsay, Chief Commis-
sioner of the Board of Grain Commissioners (evidence p. 12753), protein
content-

" is not mentioned specifically in the legal definitions of the grades,
but in a rough and ready way it is recognized b y the percentage o f
` hard red vitreous kernels' necessary . to permit wheat to be allotted
to any specific grade . "

As the basis of the grades, standard samples must be set early i n
the crop year ; variations above these standards within the grades occu r
as a result of the basic climatic and geographical factors outlined above .
Mr. Ramsay pointed out (evidence pp . 12750-7) that western Canadia n
w1:eat is graded to the highest standards in the world .

" It is not until you come into the neighbourhood of Manitob a
3 Northern that you reach the price level of competing wheats
graded under other methods or shipped on the f .a .q . system."

Separate export standards have been in force since 1930, being 75 pe r
cent of the average quality of the grade passing the initial inspection
points and 25 per cent of the minimum of the grâde, the standard sample .
There is, of course, a wide variation in the protein content within the
grade at primary inspection . During the bulk handling system thi s
variability is reduced before shipment . (The matter of variation withi n
the grades is considered again under Overseas Criticism on page 114 . )

In recent years, it must be acknowledged that two factors have bee n
unusually prominent in their effects on the Canadian grading system . In
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k the first pla: e, the carry-overs built up from successive crops in the period
1930-1935 were from different crops graded under different standards and
were being shipped overseas concomitantly, especially in 1936. Of this,
Mr. E. B. Ramsay (evidence p . 12756) said :

" The Canadian grading system is further primarily based on
an annual clean-up of each c :op as it occurs so that the recent
situation in respeot to accumulated curry-overs has probably oeea-
.ioned more unrest with the buyers than would otherwise be the

-------------------
case where the annual standard aëtüâllÿ réprëâëTéd tlié whéRtbéing
shipped . "

This undoubtedly caused more variation than usual . Secondly, there
is the fact that in greater or less degree in the years since 1928, the
southern areas producing the highest quality, highest protein wheat have
been ravaged by drought and in 1935, by rust . Near-average crops of
this period were in 1930 and 1932 ; since the latter date, with drought
persistent in the south, the northern areas producing wheat of lower protein
content have supplied an unusually high proportion of the western output .
This has reduced the avera .,e quality of shipments, especially those out
of Vâncouver. Va: -crnver, as was pointed out in evidence, drains a
territory where lower quality wheat is a high proportion of the total . The
same area is also characterized by high percentages of Garnet wheat in
th, crop. This recent shift in production, which we hope and expect is
±emporary, has also tended tô increase variation within the grades,
especially those into which Garnet has previously been admitted .

In normal seasons, the resultant lower protein content and variation
within the grades. are most evident in the lower grades . The higher grades
from the south of the province usually go through without much admixture
with Northern Alberta wheat, simply because a smaller fraction of the
Northern-groR•n wheat enters these higher grades .

THE PLACE OF CANADIAN WHEAT IN DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN

MILLING PRACTICES

The particular quality of Canadian wheat that makes it desirable is
strength . This quality renders i t

"particularly suitable for counterbalancing deficiencies in the gluten
quantity and quality of weak wheats." (T)r . Geddes, evidence
p. 704 . )

The lower grades of Canadian wheat are relied upon not so much for
strength but as valuable filters to increase diastatic activity or gassing
power .

The Canadian mills, it is evident, use wheat of the highest grades
for the domestic market . United States millers also take the highest
grades under the milling-in-bond for re-Pxport privilege because of a
specialized export demand for high quality flour . In years when the
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United States must import for consumption, the tendency is also to buy
the higher grades when a 42 cent tariff has to be paid . Overseas millers
commonly use the higher grades of Canadian wheat for blending purposes .
Canadian wheat is rarely used exclùsively in a griet because of several
factors in the baking trade, notably the short fermentation process, baking
in pans to support the sides and the "working " of cooler doughs. Such
methods make possible the use of weaker and cheaper flours and reduce the
necessity of strong wheat content in the flours . In Scotland, a much higher
proportion of Canadian wheat is used because of different baking methods
and the higher quality bread desired by the consumer. European millers
use Canadian wheat for blending in much the same way as the English
miller, although in more limited quantities . The need for strong wheats
is greater in most European countries because of the enforced use of weak,
domestic wheat, but with present import restrictions the use of Canadian
wheat is limited .

There are two counteracting factors influencing the demand for
Canadian wheat. On the one hand, the inoreased use of home-grown
wheats, low in protein makes an added demand for strong wheat, such as
Canadian, to maintain quality . On this point, Dr . J. H. Shollenberger,
who made a special study, reported :

" The quality requirements for foreign wheat in European
markets will tend toward higher levels in the future . In other
words, the demand for strong-quality wheats will be even more
insistent than in the past, with the result that price differences on
account of quality will be more marked ." (" Wheat Requirements
in Europe." Technical Bulletin No . 535, U.S.D.A., September, 1936,
Exhibit No . 679 . )

Or, as Dr. Geddes phrased it (evidence p . 877) :

" the one encouraging feature is that with the increased production
of weak wheats in Europe the demand will be for high quality
wheat and from that standpoint, it is more than ever essential that
in Canada our quality must be maintained if we wish to retain our
share of the export market or if we wish to secure a larger share . "

On the other hand, the trend toward the short baking process and
accompanying methods reduces the need for strong flours . Dr. Geddes
concludes that :

"The result of this trend will inevitably be a reduction in the
purchases of Canadian wheat." (Evidence p. 795 . )

It was carefully pointed out in evidence that in England, uniformity
was considered more important than high quality, strong flours . Bakers'
methods are standardized and any change in flour quality (even an
improvement in strength) may lead to poorer quality bread . This
uniformity is secured by skilful blending, using different proportions of

0
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the various wheats in accordance with their relat,ive supply and cheapness .
Argentine and Australian wheats are commonly regarded as " fillers " and
as such, used in quantity when available in much the same manner as
domestic wheats . The Argentine wheat preserves a balance between strong
and weak types, while Australian wheat is valued as having high bushel
weight and flour yield and good flavour and colour (evidence pp . 706-7) .
Canadian wheat is regarded as desirable, but not essential and the-

" quantities included in the mill mix depend upon several factors
among which price is impot'tant "(Dr . Geddes, evidence p. 719) .

CRITICIS M W I : HI N CAN A DA

Complaints from farmers regarding tlre grading system were much less
marked than has been the experience of previous Commissions . There was
a feeling that farmers in the southern areas were not getting °ull advantage
of the higher protein and lower moisture conient of their wheat . There was
also a suspicion of the practice of diverting cars of selected wheat to mills
in Canada and the United States . Resulting from this view there were
ideas that the farmer did not always secure premiums resulting from
diversion and that the quality of overseas shipments was lowered thereby.
There was a definite complaint from farmers of the Peace River country
on the grading of the 1937 crop . Chemists generally were alarmed at the
high proportion of the variety Garnet in norttiern wheat and were critical
of the baking quality of resultant flour . While mixing is now restricted
under the Canada Grain Act to grades below No . 3 Northern (Section 125),
both general and specific complainte regarding this practice were heard .
Mixing in the grades Nos . 1 Hard to 3 Northern is illegal . In these top,
non-mixing grades, objection was taken to the p. actice of binning " tough "
wheat with wheat of the same grade. This, we were told, was done under
regulation of the Board of Grain Commissioners as an accepted and
ecôliomical method of drying . In wheat grading below No . 3 Northern,
mixing is legal and permitted, but, of course, it may be objectionable .
The admixture of screenings was also deprecated, although it is difficult to
see how this oan be carried on when it is strictly illegal under Section 130
(Subsections (3) and (4) ) of the Canada Grain Act .

THE EvIDExCE HEARD

it

It seems necessary to introduce at this point a summary of the more
important evidence submitted under the heading of this chapter .

Dr. L. H. Newman, Dominion Cerealis t

The Dominion Certelist, Dr. L. H. Newman, appeared before the
Commission in Saskatoon to outline some of the agronomic problems of the
western -farmer and the steps being taken by the Government, in co-oper-
ation with other organizations, to provide solutions for these problems .
The benefits of improved varieties and better seed were described an d
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stress was laid u,,on the value of the Crop Testing Plan in improving the
quality of seed grain . In essence, the Crop Testing Plan is a co-operative
linking of the Government and University workers with agents of six
elevator companies, the objects being to test farmers' seed for purity and
to improve the quality of seed sown . It has various ramifications. This,

to my mind, is a scheme that deserves every possible encouragement and
support . it is especially important in view of the eftortsTieîng made in
other competing countries such as Argentina, Australia and Russia to
increase the quality and uniformity of their wheat. Dr. Newman also

traced the resu :ts of the development of new early, higher-yielding and
rust resistant varieties of grain and left with us an impression of optimism

regarding future possibilities .
The results of testing samples of outgoing cargoes of wheat for their

varietal composition were given. According to Dr. Newman's conclusions,
the " slight deterioration " in the quality of Canadian wheat noted recently
is not alarming and is probqbly due to the greater proportion of northern
wheat in the drought years . Dr. Newman also stated that the growing
tests from cargo samples prove the ability of the grain inspectors to
distinguish varieties and thereby keep the grades up to a high standard
(evidence p. 1009) .

The Canadian Seed Growers' Associatio n

Mr. F. L. Dickinson, Vice-President, presented a well-documented
and helpful brief for the C.S .G .A., describing their regulatory efforts in
the development and distribution of pure, high quality seed . The Associa-
tion is financed largely through a Dominion Government grant and very
evidently serves a commercially useful purpose . A permanent Seed
Purchasing 'Commission, similar to that which operated for a number
of years (Report of Minister of Agriculture, Ottawa, 1913, Ex . No. 569)
was advocated to help the financing of seed growers, to deal with seed
shortages and to avoid, as far as possible, the use of unsatisfactory seed
grain. It was pointed out (Ex . No. 570) that 80 million bushels of
seed grain are used in Canada annually . Canada is fortunate in having
strict regulations governing the production, multiplication and distribution
of pure seed grain . In this connection, the greatest care is necessary to
make sure that no new variety is licensed until fully tested and. approved
from the standpoint of quality. Because pure seed of good varieties is a
basic consideration in obtaining a quality production and further because
quality is so important in our export surŸlies, I have no doubt that the
activities of this Association will, always continue to receive the best
consideration of the Government .

The Glossop Cas e

Mr. John Glossop of Santa Monica, California, appeared before the
Commission at Vancouver . Mr. Glossop was formerly Superintendent of
the Canadian Government Elevator at Port Arthur . After July 31, 1933,
the elevator was leased to the McCabe Grai ; ; Co. by the Government and
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Air. Glossop became track-man for that company . He made certain
spacific complaints of irregularities in the handling of grain and the
loading of v .^qsels, while the elevator was leased by the McCabe Grain
Co: Mr. Glossop had made notes at the time regarding these alleged
irregularities, but it appeared on examination that most of his complainte
concerned mixing in what was called in the evidence, " non-Government "
grades. By this, is meant that the firm had, for their own purposes
subdivisions of No. 1 Northern, for instance ; they had their own grades
such as " 1 Select Northern, 2 Select 1 Northern and 1 No'rthern " within
the -Gi►vernment grade, No. 1 Northern (evidence p. 4586) . This was
selection, rather than mixing, and, as will be pointed out later, selection
is not, prohibited by law . In other cases where Mr. Glossop mentioned
mixing of " Garnet No. 2" with No. 1 Northern, such a mixture could
not possibly pass inspection with a Garnet proportion of 16 per c!mt,
according to Mr . Ramsay .

Mr. Glossop also complained of the mixing of tough with straight
grade grain of the same grade . Mr. Ramsay pointed out that this is
permitted under regulation of the Board (Ex . No. 607), mixing in
reasonable amounts having been fuund to be the most satisfactory way
of handling tough grain .

Mr. Glossop recommended that travelling auditors make surprise
visits to elevators in addition to the year-end weigh-overs . He also thought
that the Government inspector should watch bins and blackboard while
an elevator is loading a boat. These and other suggestions will receive
consideration under a later section on mixing .

Dr. W. R. Motherwell, M.P.
Dr. Motherwell, a former Minister of Agriculture, first in theGovern-

ment of Saskatchewan and later in the Government of Canada, appeared
before the Commission in Regina . Dr. Motherita11 felt that prmtein selec-
tion resulted in impoverishment of "the great bulk o : the whef t that goes
overseas where we have the keenest compEt :tion " (evidence p . 7846) . He
believed that prices were thereby lowered because overseas buyers bid
on what they have been getting, not on the statute or the samplcs . They
usually go by the last load bought . (Evidence p . 7873 .) He urged that
this practice of selection for protein content be prohibited by law . He
further objected to the practice of mixing tough and damp wheat with dry
wheat of the same grade, and complained about elevators putting screen-
ings in wheat to bring it up to the maximum permitted in the grade .

His definite views and recommendations on the matters dealt with in
this chapter may be stated briefly, as follows : '

(1) An objection to the practice of mixing dry and damp wheat in
order to bring the latter into straight grades. 1

(2) A proposal that investigation be made into the moistme content
of cargoes loaded at the Head of the Lakes.
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(3) That the advisability of continuing to export No . 6 wheat be

considcred .
(4) A complaint that screenings are sometimes mixed into the grades .

(5) Recommended the automatic sampling of vessel loadings .
(6) Recommended supervision of binning and loading witllin . the

elevator .
(7) A proposal that the abolition of the Appeal Tribunals be con-

sidered. In Dr. Motherwell's opinion, this appeal is of very
doubtful value .

(8) A complaint about what was called " switching certificates " at

Montreal .

On examination of the evidence I find that the case given as an
example was one that occurred in 1928 where a shipment was said to
have gone forward accompanied by a certificate which did not belong to
it . The law on this subject has since been changed. In 1933, in order to
ensure the orderly despatch of grain from sea-ports, the Act was amended
to provide for regulation by the Board of the delivery of grain to ocean
vessels. At Montreal, when grain required for immediate shipment-to
ocean steamers is in canal boats in the Harbour or adjacent thereto, the
Harbour Commissioners may deliver to such ocean vessel from their
elevators grain of like quantity, kind and grade under guarantees satis-
factory to them . While this practice may be open to abuse no complaints
arising out of it have been made to the Board since the Rmendment was
liassed .

Dr. Motherwell regarded mixing and "protein poaching" with drought
and soil drifting as the four scourages of western farmers .

Mr. D. M. Kennedy

This witness, who is from the Peace River area and, formerly, a
member of Parliament for many years, appeared before me in Winnipeg
(evidence p . 13597) . He complained of discrimination against non-Garnet
wheat in the 1937-38 grading and advocated some encouragement in the
grading system to farmers who do not grow Garnet . Dr. Geddes reported
that the reduction in grade complained of was due to bronzy-green kernels
(a rather general characteristic of the 1937 crop) and to a greyish tinge
in the resultant flour and bread .

OVERSEAS iiRITICI8 M

There were two main complaints from overseas sources against Cana-
dian whéat and the grading system under which it is marketed . One
was the matter of variation in strength within the grades and the other,
the need of some more direct :nd satisfactory method of settling buyers'
complaints .

With regard to the first criticism, we were advised by Dr . Geddes
(evidence p . 727) that mill chemists-
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" expressed the view that Canada should seriously consider ways
and means of rendering diffc:ent shipments of corresponding grades
less variable . "

It was pointed out, however, that Canadi an wheat is grown under a wide
range of soil and climatic conditions and that there are difficulties inherent
in any grading system designed for the classification and transportation
of grain in bulk . It was stated ( evidence p. 736-7) that-

"the protein content of individual carlots of Canadian wheat may
vary from as low as 8 per cent to over 20 per cent "

but thatr-
" the bulk system tends to reduce that variability . "

Dr. McCalla (evidence p . 5126-8) felt that the relatively high propor-
tion of wheat from northern areas ( mostly of the Garnet variety) being
exported from Vancouver-

°' undoubtedly accounts .for the large numbe r of complaints with
regard to lack of uniformity of Canadian wheat within grades
during the past few years . "

He recommended that Garnet be excluded from all the northern grades
(evidence p . 5141) . He felt that one purpose of the creation of separate
grades for Garnet has been defeated by selling Garnet as 3 Northern .
(Evidence p . 5144 . )

Unfavourable comments regarding Garnet wheat were also made
overseas by iuerchants and millers who appeared before this Commission .
It was commonly stated to be the principal cause of complaints when
unusual difficulties in milling and baking were encountered .

In England, members of the grain trade, replying to a question
regarding their views on the Canadian grading system, said : (Evidence
p. 10172 .)

"The grading of Canadian wheats has not been regular and
satisfactory in recent years. Export Official Standards are received
in this country not truly representative of thé actual shipments .
When compared with samples of deliveries, Standards are some-
times so low that importers receiving inferior wheat have very
little chance of compensation . The variety of wheat ineluded in
the modern Canadian grades is alro a matter of serious complaint,
as both the standards and the deliveries lack uniformity ."

One prominent miller went further (evidence p. 10173) :

" Nhat happeas is this, or what has happened is this, and I
say it without fear of contradiction, that we have had deliveries of
'No. 1 Northern Manitoba' wheat that were no better than pre-
war No. 3's . That is a big thing to say. . . . I think that your
grading year by year has got worse and worse . (Mr. ) :

I entirely agree . "
576!l--b}
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This general complaint regarding our grading system was not . borne
out by the evidence of other witnesses, particularly those in Scotland and
on the Cqntinent .

Mr. Fernand Stuyck, of G. L. Stuyck and Company, Grain
I 'NIerchants and Brokers, Antwerp, Belgium, when questioned on our
grading system said: (Evidence p . 10177. )

"'l'he Carifldiain grading system is no doubt the most perfect
that we have experienced in the last 25 years. It is very seldom
that we have any complaint on the part of buyers . On the whole it
gives full satisfaction . "

Regarding the difference between the standards and the actual ship-
mcnts, it was stated that importers bid for our wheat on the basis of the
shipments they have been getting iather than on the standards and that
therefore they are disappointed when they receive a shipment . below their
expectations but still above the standard. In Liverpool we were told :
(Evidence p . 10177 .

) " Your export . standard does not represent your crop . What
is the gooci of it if it does not represent the crop? "

The standard, of course, is by definition a minimum of the grade,
not an average . It represents in each case, the- lower- limit of the grade .
It was further poiutecl out in defence of the Canadian grading system
that the crops of recent years had been abnormal . A high percentage
came from the northern districts and disposition of the carry-overs made
annual standards unrepresentative (evidence p . 12756) .

XIy conclusion with regard to this lack of uniformity within the
grade is that it has largely resulted from the undue proportion of the
Garnet variety in the Northern grades and to abnormal growing condi-
tions in the southern, high protein areas . For example, Mr. Eric
Snodgrass, a Glasgow merchant, had this to say :

" I detest Garnet wheat, the one wheat which has done more
damage in Scotland to Canada's reputation is this Garnet wheat .
Garnet wheat is useless from the point of view of the long process,
and all our interest in buying Canadian wheat is to try and avoid
getting any Garnet "(evidence p . 10442) .

Mr. COYNE: It has been suggested that you (we) should
exclude Garnet from Nos . 3 and 4 and set up additional Garnet
grades?

A. That would suit me because my difficulty is to spot the kind
of Canadian wheat I can buy which does not have Garnet in it . I
never buy No. 3 or No. 4 from Vancouver, because I know that
contains a larger proportion of Garnet than the Atlantic ones do ."
(Evidence p . 10443 . )

Since this evidence was taken, segregation of Garnet from the Northern
grades has been enacted by an amendment to the Canada Grain Act passed
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at the present session of Parliament . If this legislative change, and the
return of normal growing conditions, do not increase the uniformity of
Canadian wheat within the grades, new consideration should be given to
alternative methods now under study, involving minimum protein contents
for each export grade .

Secondly, it was felt by some Old Country millers that tHe buyer's
recourse in case of an unsatisfactory parcel or cargo was at present too
indirect and unsatisfactory . The present method is by correspondence
forwarded through the Canadian Government Trade Commissioner in
London to the Board of Grain Commissioners for Canada . With com-
peting wheats sold on a f .a .q . basis there are arbitration committees that
handle such complaints on the spot . Members of the Glasgow Corn Trade
Association advised me that there was less ditiiculty with South African
grain, for which certificates final are also used . Mr. McDonald, one of
their representatives said : (Evidence p . 10386 . )

" One thing about the South African Government, they are
alwavs very ready to meet olaims if the quality is not in accord-
ance with what it should be, and we have not found the same with
the Canadian Government in one or two cases . "

We were favoured by the Liverpool Corn Trade Association with
samples of Nos . 1, 2 and 3 Northern from specified cargoes . These were
submitted to the Board of Grain Commissioners and while variation was
apparent, all were attested by the Chief Inspector to be above the standards
of the grade.

Without a doubt, there seems to be a pronounced difference of opinion
overseas regarding our grading system . A closer contact of the Board of
Grain Commissioners with the buyers is advisable .

.

PROTEIN SELECTION

There is no doubt that selection is a legal practice (evidence p . 12229)
and, in the opinion of the Chief Commissioner of the Board of Grain
Commissioners (evidence p . 12767), it is not deemed to be of major import-
ance. This conclusion was arrived at after a comprehensive protein analysis
of shipments through the various ports . Dr. Geddes concluded (ovidence
p. 12876) that selsction by Western CanRdian mills west of Winnipeg would
not be noticed in the quality of overseas shipments . With the exception of

New No. 2'Nôrthern in 1935-36-

"the data inoicate that the wheat consumption of Eastern Cana-
dian mills hws a negligible effect upon the average strength of the
wheat availahte for export abroad ." (Dr. Geddes, evidence p. 12887 . )

With regard to United States mills, however, the situation is different and
there was definite evidence that United States mills had selected high
protein . wheat in Grades Nos . I Hard to 3 Northern (evidence p . 12888)
and that over the period 1933-37, the United States shipments from Fort
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1Villiam-Port, Arthur were 0•15 percentage points higher in protein content
than the Canadian shipments from the same ports . (Evidence p . 12895 . )

---Dr. Geddes believed that even this definite evidence of selection was
" insignificant statistically, comparing Fort William and Montreal
(evidence p . 12895) . He proceeded to say (evidence pp. 12902-3) :

" There is a definite high proteir, requirement for certain interests
in the United States . We have made a study of certain markets,
for example, certain flour markets, and the protein content of the
flour has to be, we find, from 14 to 14-2 per cent, which means
that that flour is milled from wheat running about at least 15 per
cent protein, and these shipments are made from Buffalo, and it is
known that Cana,dian wheat is bought for that purpose, to make
that special flour for certain markets .

Air . DTILLIKEN : Domestic or export?
WITNESS : It is export .

117r . COYNE: They would not buy Canadian wheat at all if they
were not getting an especially high protein wheat ?

11'ITNF:SS : Well, I suppose to a certain extent, yes .
Q. Well, if you say they are buying Canadian wheat becauso

they need it for a^pecial purpose-
A . It is a special market, and they come up here to get it .
Q. If they could not get , awheat. that satisfied their special

purposes there would be no point in their buying Canadian wheat?
A. I think that is true, yes .
Q. And we would lose this market, which from the point of view

of Canada itself is an export market .
A. I think so, yes . These are market questions . "

Because of drought in the high protein areas of the Canadian West
and the deficiency of high protein wheat in the United States, the effect
of wheat selection in these years (1933-37) would be expected to be greater
than the long term average (evidence p . 12915) .

PROTEIN SELECfION AND PRE1tIUM S

The question of distributing premiums for high-p rotein wheat is a
troublesome one under the bulk-handling system . Only a very limited
overseas demand for shipments of a special protein content has developed,
some orders of French origin being mentioned in evidence. The main
demand comes f rom North American mills and these orders are particularly
keen in years when the United States crops of bard red spring or hard
red winter are short . It is from such demand thât protein selection and
car diversion have begun . With these practices, there has developed the
need for acquainting farmers with the value of their wheat . It is by no
means cert o in that the enhanced prices or premiums of such wheat are
carried ba L k to them. This is particularl y true of farmers selling in less
than carload lots on the basis of street prices .
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The same lack of knowledge on the part of farmers was evident in
the United States . prior to about 1923 and described in U .S.D.A. Misc .
Publ . 140 (Ex. No. 655) . Protein tests should be made available to
producers who wish to have such tests made and producers should be made
better acquainted by publicity .under Board regulation with the values of
their whest in years when protein premiums are being paid . Early-season
protein premiums often do n)t adequately reflect the higher value of high
protein wheat . The problems of the country elevator in buying wheat on
a protein basis must also be cônsidered . On the whole, this is a question
requiring careful consideration before any decisive action is taken. _ I
believe that the Board of Grain Commissioners might well investigate the
advisability of increased publicity at country --points regarding any
premiums that are not expressed in the commonly-quoted cash price of
wheat. If periodic notice could be given at country points of the extent
of protein premiums being paid at Fort William, then the farmer will not
be at a disadvantage from lack of knowledge, at least .

(riONOLU$IONB RE sELECTIO N

The evidence given before me by those whom we consulted overseas
does not indicate any bad effect of selection on the wheat marketed there .
Dr. Geddes, however, has reported to us (evidence p . 728) that several
overseas millers and mill chemists whom he consulted-

" thought the average quality of export shipments was greatly lowered
as a result of selection by Canadian and American Mills . "

The persistent drought of recent years has helped to maintain a high
protein level and has probably decreased the unfavourable effect of protein
selection, to some extent. We had evidence that some mills had to select
wheat of low protein content to keep their flours from becoming too_ strong .
Through protein testing of shipments from the various ports, the Board
of Grain, Commissioners has the situation under constant review, and I
believe the whole matter should be carefully watched .

The selection of wheat for its protein content and diversion of cars
for special-binning with the object of keeping such wheat separate have
apparently been an outgrowth of exceptional conditions which may or may
not occur again . Under normal supply conditions in both Canada and
the. United States, I feel that these practices would be of minor extent .
There will, I believe, be some selection each year and some efforts towards
publicizing the extent of protein premiums, if any, should be made . Pro-
vided that such premiums are carefull,y carried back to the producer and
further that the practice of selection does not become extensive, I see no
reason for suggesting a change in the present official attitude toward
selection .

M



MIXIN G

The producer is naturally •ery concerl;sd that, the top grades of
Canadian wheat he binned with grain of the same grade, as now required
by laNV, and that the official grade, whether judged by domestic or export
standards, should be respected throughout the movement of the wheat to
overseas markets . The Canada Grain Act, Section 125, prohibits mixing
of wheat graded No . 1 Hard and Nos . 1, 2 and 3 Northern . This section
resulted from a full discussion of the question in Committee during the
1929 session of the House of Commons. This non-mixing provision,
linked with the establishment of high export standards, is regarded as
an effective deterrent to mixing, but is strengthened by other reguiations
and safegunrds of the Board of Grain Commissioners . These are he
official inspection and the weighing in and out of terminal elevators and
the registration of warehouse receipts. A terminal would be unable to
obtain a clearance for grain in excess of existing warehouse Iticeipts, even
if it were technically possible to promote lower grades into a higher grade
and still meet the export standards of a higher grade . The annual audit
also provides that overages in excess of one-quarter of one per cent shall
go to the Crown. This, in itself, would be a severe penalty, but in addition
very severe penalties are provided by Section 125 Subsection (5) of the
Act.

Generally, on the question of mixing, I am disposed to agree with
Tir. Ranlsay's statement : (Evidence p . 12286 . )

" I would however make the statement that Parliament's
desire to suppress mixing in the grades under review has been very
substantially carried out . "

In Appendix No . VIII, I have inrluded a table prepared by the Board
of Grain Commissioners (Ex . No. 614) to show the extent of overages and
shortages in handling the different grades of wheat at the termina : elevators
of Fort William-Port Arthur, August 1, 1933, to July 31, 1937 . In the
non-mixing grades, the overages are shown to be far below the legal
allowance of I of one per cent. In the grades below No . 3 Northern,
wherein mixing is permissible, there are notable differences between receipts
and shipments within the grades .

While I have expressed a general agreement with the present regula-
tions on mixing. I regard it as a field in which constant vigilance is
necessary . No suspicions should be left outstanding regarding such an
important phase of the Board's work . The Board should not hesitate to
make special audits or weigh-overs in an effort to satisfy themselves and
others that confidence in the present regulations is warranted . I fully
realize the technical impossibility of complete supervision of binning and
loading within the terminals, but I feel that some measure of .watchfulness
might be necessary as an additional safeguard . .



CHAPTER IX

DECREASE IN EXPORTS

The Order in Council directs me to inquire in the next place into
"the causes of the decrease in Canadian grain exports in recent years, "
The considerations involved in this subject are three-fold . A pronounced
decrease has assuredly taken place . Its causes can be found only by a
study of conditions (1) in importing countries ; (2) in other exportin g
countries, and (3) in Canada .

THE MARKET FOR WHEAT

The wheat importing countries constitute our market . Beginning
with them, the case will be clarified by a perusal of the following table
which is abridged from Table IV in Ex . 465 submitted by Mr. Andrew
Cairns :

WORLD NET IMPORTS OF \VHi',AT AND \VHEAT FIf1UR

Average of 5 years

217•7
224•!
236•3
225•8

Continental
Europe

Ex.
Europe

Total s

1909-14 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1922-27 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1927-32 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1932-37 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(Millions of Bushels )

326•7
373•1
373•9
170•8

93•0
123•5
159•4
128•8

643•2
740•2
780•7
543• 0

The net shrinkage in the world market is apparent from these figure s
and it is clearly seen that the Continental importers account for th e
changed situation . United Kingdom imports have remained fairly constan t
through the years, while in countries outside Europe, reduced imports in
Japan, Egypt, South Africa and New Zealand have been offset by increases
in South America, China and certain parts of Asia .

It will be seen that average yearly Continental imports of the past
five years (1932-37) are 203•1 million bushels below those of 1927-32 an d
155•9 million bushels below the pre-war average, 1909-14 . This is the
real change in the world situation . Bringing this down to specific countries ,
France, Germany and Italy account for most of the change. These three
countries had estimated net average annual imports of 164•3 million bushels
in 1909-14, 200•6 millions in 1922-27, 171•0 millions in 1927-32 and only
35•0 millions in 1932-37. Most of the smaller countries also show
reductions, notably Poland, Austria, Czechoslovakia, Sweden and Porthgal .
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On the other hand, the total consumption of .«•heat in Furoper.n countries
has increased, this increase being provided from domestic productio r

,121r . 13roomhall's estimate of world importers' requirements for 1937-38
is 500 million bushels . Shipments to date have substantiated this figure .
He estimates that . Europe including the United- Kingdom, will import 409
million bushels . Over one-half of this amount, or 212 million bushels, will
go into the United Kingdom and of the remaining 197 million bushels, 74
millions will be imported by countries like Belgium, the Netherlands, Spain
a»d Fin!and, where there is more or less freedom of import by traders,
under regulation . In Spain, a high proportion of the imports, approxi-
mating 10 million bushels, are for Government account. Spain has recently
been self-sufficient and the imports result from unusual conditions .

France is expected to import 8 million bushels . While the Wheat
Office is in practically complete control of the industry, millers having
import permits arrange their own purchases .

The remaining 115 million bushels will be imported by countries
(Italy, Germany, Greece, Switzerland, Portugal and Czechoslovakia)
where the buying is done either by Governments or State Monopolies direct
or by agents for these organizations . Austria is included in this group in
the light of recent events .

'Non-I.uropean imports are expeeted to reach about 91 million bushels,
of «•hich Brazil will take about one-half, the West Indies about 10 million
bushels, Oriental countries about 10 million bushels and the remainder
rather widely scattered .

CAUSES OF CHANGE IN EUROPEAN WHEAT SITUATION

While agricultural protectionism was a policy of several European
countries for many years in the 19th Century, there was really no decided
tendency toward exclusion until 1925, when Italy and Germany increased
their dutics on imported wheat . In 1927, France practically doubled her
wheat import duty through two increases . In 1929, all three countries
made further tariff increases . Really severe tariffs became evident in
1930, the Italian figure reaching $1 .07 per bushel, the German $1 .62 per
bushel and the French, 85 cents per bushel on imported wheat . As foreign
wheat pri,-es fell and domestic wheat production increased, these severe
tariffs were supplementel by milling quotas, fixing the amounts of domestic
wheat to be used . The movement spread to the smaller importing countries .
Quantitative restrictions were again strengthened when the currency
fluctuations of 1931 partially vitiated the effectiveness of tariffs . The
benefits to exporting countries of inflated currency were thereby offset to
some extent . While the main reason for these new devices was probably
to ensure a prosperous and contented farm population through the medium
of higher prices for a larger wheat production, there were other considera-
tions in mind. One was to reduce imports and protect domestic currencies
and another the fear of war and the inadvisability of dependence on foreign
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supplies of food . Even the most casual study of factors such as wheat
acreage, production and imports must impress one with the evident success
of these efforts of European importers . .

This whole situation, and particularly the change between pre-war
and post-war conditions, is well described in the following three paragraphs
quoted from "Wheat Requirements In Europe," Technical Bulletin No . 535,
September, 1936, United States Department of Agriculture, by J . H. Shollen-
berger (Ex. No. 679) :

" In the thickly populated côuntries of western Europe the
domestic wheats are not only notoriously inferior in baking quality
but the cost of producing them is relatively high. Prior to the
World War, while European manufacturers still reigned supreme in
the markets of the world, these countries had little objection to the
importation of foreign wheats which were not only better in que!ity
than the home-grown product but could be obtained at prices below
the cost at which the latter could be produced . In those days,
foreign trade balances gave western European countries little cause
for worry . Their exports of industrial products and services supplied
them with enough foreign exchange to pay for their imports (inelud-
ing wheat which overseas countries could sell cheaper than the
European countries could produce it) and to invest abroad .

" The war brought about a marked change. The enormous
quantities of materials reqaired in Europe for conducting the war,
together with the goods required for ordinary living purposes, not
only taxed the productive energies of European countries to their
full capacity but also provided a market for great quantities of
goods from overseas countries . This unusual market situation in
Europe greatly stimulated both industrial and agricultural produc-
tion in other parts of the world, with the result that the close of
the war found a greatly restricted market for European industrial
products and plenty of foreign competition for what markets
remained . ' Furthermore, the great. cost of the war resulted in
budgetary difficulties in the European countries involved . Their
money was -inflated . Domestic capital fled. Hence, their demand
for foreign exchange was great, while the supply was small .

"With their foreign markets for industrial products either lost
or greF tly reduced and with their financial condition virtually one
of bankruptcy, they found it imperative to give Intensive considera-
tion to the domestic-market situation with the idea, on the one hand,
of reducing to a minimum their expenditures abroad and, on the
other, of increasing employment at home. This resulted in the
adoption of a self-sufficiency policy of production in whatever
commodities the individual countries were capable of producing.
With the adoption of this policy, the domestic-wheat prtxlucer was
given governmental assistance in some form and protection from
foreign competition . Under this policy wheat production has not
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only reached the pre-war level Aut, in many of the Europetai
countries, has expanded considerably beyond that level ."

THE PRESENT SITUATION IN EUROPE

'1 here are 19 European countries which were on a net import basis
prior to this exercise of quantitative controls, viz ., France, Germany, Italy,
Belgium, Denmark, the Netherlands, Austria, Czechoslovakia, Switzerland,
Norway, Sweden, Latvia, Estonia, Finland, Greece, Portugal, Spain, the
United K ingdom and the Irish Free State .

There are six European countries that were formerly self-sufficing with
regard to wheat or net . exporting, viz ., Poland, Lithuania, Bulgaria,
Hungary, Roumania and Yugoslavia .

Considering first the 19 net importing countries, each one of these
has taken some action with regard . to wheat since the 1929-30 fall in
wheat prices ; in most cases, their actions have tended toward virtual
exclusion of foreign wheat . Twelve of these nineteen countries have either
government monopolies or monopoly power invested in a state-supported
company. The remaining seven countries have various forms of govern-
ment control over imports ; these being o ? a minor nature in the United
Kingdom, Belgium, Denmark, the Netherlands and Finland and more
extreme in Austria and Spain .

The six self-sufficing or net-exporting countries of Europe have govern-
ment monopolies or state-supported companies in practically complete
control .

The following short sketches describe the essential features of control
in each country .

A. Tum lve European Importing Countries Under Government Monopoly .
1 . France-agricultural proiection dating back to 1885 ; Government

"Wheat Office," permanent body to control entire wheat industry, fixes
prices of wheat and flour, controls import and export trade and milling,
plans to control production ; no open market ; tF.ese measures have increased
production and lowered imports .

2 . Germany-net exporting country in middle of 19th Century ;
agricultural protection dating from 1879, not operative 1914-25 ; cessation
foreign loans 1929 made balance of trade necessary ; free market replaced
by complete State control (Reich Bureau for Cereals), finally effected in
1934 ; high fixed prices, prohibitive tariffs, import licences, trade and
milling quotas, baking regulations ; imports made under licence are usually
exempt from tariff, but importers required to pay monopoly tax to Bureau
equal to difference between purchase price and fixed domestic price ; rigid
control of foreign exchange ; great increase in production of wheat .

3 . Italy-protection since 1887 ; Battle of Wheat, 1925, designed to
increase production ; complete government control of storage, internal and
external trade ; high fixed prices ; aims at complete agricultural• autarch y ;

0
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Government now purchase through agents ; foreign exchange control
through Bank of Italy ; large increase in production .

4. Czechôsolovah.ia-protcction began 1925 ; marketing monopoly
organized in 1934 called "Monopoly Grain Company," composed of
pruducer and trade interests ; fixed prices of wheat (to producer and
consumer), flour and bread ; subsidized exports ; moderate tariff ; plans to
reduce wheat production to assist trade policy and maintain domestic
prices .

5 . Switzerland--agriculture long protected ; State grain monopoly
since 1915 ; State Grain Office established 1929 replacing direct govern-
mental monopol,y of buying and selling grain .that was crettcd in 1915 ;
fixed prices, grinding subsidies, grain reserves, import quotas and permits,
moderate tariffs .

6 . Norway-govermnent monopoly since 1917 ; State Grain Office
established 1926 ; Grain Monopoly Law, 1928, established a state monopoly
under name of "Statens Kornforretning " ; fixed prices, no tariff, licensed
importers ; Monopoly buys direct on basis of offers, both f .o .b. and c .i .f.

7 . Sweden--Swedish Grain Company, joint stock company, in which
Government principal shareholder ; fixed prices, milling quotas (90 per cent
domestic at present) ; tariffs low and unchanged since 1911 ; export
certificates ; safety reserve of wheat ; whest production increased to prac-
tically balance consumption .

8. Latvia-milling quotas and fixed prices since 1930 ;, complete
government control began 1932, with fixed prices of wheat and flour,
milling quotas and general supervision ; since 1934 Ministry of Agri-
culture has licensed dealers .

9 . Estonia-Government monopoly since 1930; fixed prices ; pro-
hibitive duty on flour ; some recent slackening of control over mills ;
import licences .

10. Greece-Government Central Concentration Committee buys all
domestic wheat at fixed prices ; very high tariffs, import permits and quotas,
milling quotas ; also indirect aid to producers ; reduced imports now come
principally from Danubian countries .

11 . Portugal.-Rigid governmental control of imports for many years ;
fixed prices ; variable price, equalizing duties ; regulated production ;
"change control ; open market transactions in wheat prohibited ; wheat
imported and purchased from farmers by National Federation of Wheat
Farmers, a compulsory co-operative ; imports of wheat flour into con-

-tinental Portugal prohibited . .

12 . Irish Free State (Eire)-Complete government control ; fixed

prices, import licences and restrictions, milling quotas (now 29 per cent
domestic), registration of growers, trade and millers .

0
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B. Seven European Importing Cowttries jVtith Various Forms of Govern-
mental Regulations.

1 . United Kingdom-The Wheat Act of 1932 ; standard price pre-
scribed for home-grown, millable wheat of stated quantify ; levy on al l
imported and home-milled flour, with export rebates ; Wheat Commission
administers Act, working with Flour -Millers' Corporation; duty of 2
shillings per quarter (480 lb .) on non-Empire wheat, and 10 per cent
ad valorem on non-Empire flour under Ottawa Agreement of August ,
1932 ; policies have increased British wheat acreage and production .

2 . Belgium-No import tariff on wheat but had import licence from
1930 to February, 1937, which, with turnover tax, was effective ; milling
nuôtas to--assure-use -all-domestic .wheat- 1932_ and 1933 ; millers' agreement
since ; policies aimed to balance agriculture and industry ; litl,lé --change-in--
imports .

3 . Denmark-uses exchange control, import licences and duties ; only
import licences now ; no milling quotas, subsidies nor fixed prices ; wheat
prices maintained by restrictions on imports '

4 . The Netherlands-like Belgium and Denmark, polici-- based on
foreign trade ; import contro ; :,lecame necessary in 1930-31 ; Wheat Ac t
of 1931 set milling quota for domestic wheat ; excise and import taxes
raise prices ; almost complete government control started with Agrieul-
tural Crisis Law of 1933 ; Central Wheat organization-set-up ; discouraging
live stock in favour of wheat ; agriculture, divided into groups, is planned
and under elaborate governmental machinery ; only moderate reduction i n
imports due to the s e measures .

5. Austria-has sought to reduce extent of net importing position by
means of tariffs, import quotas and licences, trade and clearing agree-
ments and currency restrictions ; 1924-grain tariffs adjusted to domesti c
prices and several upward revisions since ; flexible prices .

6 . Finland-net importing ; raised tariffs at onset of depression were
very effective in increasing wheat production ; Government measures
mostly indirect .

7 . Spain-previously a net importing country but recently self-
sufficient ; controlled imports for many years ; since 1930, imports pro-
hibited except under Government licence ; maximum and minimum prices
in force since 1929 ; exchange control previous to hostilities .

C. Six Self-Sufficing or Net Exporting Coun.bries of Europe With State
Monopolies or State-Supporteit Companies in Complete Control .

1 . Polan.d--Protectionist since the War ; has developed wheat produc-
tion and exports since the depression ; export bounty, 1931 ; more complete
methods of control began in 1933 ; has strived to lower production costs
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and farm indebtedness ; State Agricultural and Industrial Establishments,
-1932, stabilized wheat prices .

2 . L i thuania-Usually self-sufficient, tariffs effective only when there
is a shortagr; ; fixed prices since 1929 ; Central Society of Agricultural
Co-operatives purchases for the Government ; 1930-31 to 1934-35 Govern-
ment subsidies to maintain minimum price .

3 . Bulgaria-Net exporter ; 1931, Government bought wheat in com-
petition with dealers thus forcing up price ; 1932, Government monopoly
buying at high fixed price ; 1933, Government stabilization purchases ; 1934,
Government monopoly restored ; 1936, fixed price system abolished ; now
exclusive rights purchase and sale of all cereals vested in permanent
Government monopoly, fixing prices grain, flour and bread and controlling
milling industry .

-------- _4 . Hungary--__~Vtiéatis the chief-export product ;-1934_agreeinent with
Italy to take much of surplus at fixed prices ; Futura Company (Hungarian
Co-operative Societies' Trading Company Limited) makes purchases when-
ever market price falls below fixed minimum, also allocates export quotas ;
has other measures of farm relief ; exchange control ; has had a protective
tariff on wheat since beginning of century .

5. Roumania-Net exporter ; export bounties; Central Marketing
Co-operative now makes stabilizing purchases at prices fixed by Gove-m-
ment• ; also indirect methods of assisting farmers ; exchange control .

6. Yugoslavia-net éxporteri Privileged Export Company establishe
d 1930 to maintain prices of domestie wheat above export• level; complet e

monopoly, 1931 ; return io Privileged Expor ; Company, 1932 ; exports now
free excert to Czechoslovakia ; also has ex-~nank;~ control and clearing
agreements and co-operates with Roumania a .Id Bulgaria to avoid undue
competition for export markets .

The extent of modification of the economic !aws of international trade
is plainly evident in the above description. Imlrediate self-interest and
fear are the dominaiA factors and the force of extemal economic argument
is limited . Present considerations in dealing with ti~e depression pro,)-
lems and adverse trade balances are uppermost . Emergency measures
supersede permanent polioies in a period of rapid change ; unfortunately
for Canada, the most restrictive of these emergency measures seem to
become integrated into tha economic policies of the countries . Since their
end product is an incressed dcmestie price, any advantage that might
spring from increased demand with lower external wheat prices is pre-
cluded . So the "law" of supply and demand as well as the prinniple3
governing internatiônal trade are offended .

EX-EUROPEAN IriPOATINO COUNTRIF S

While there are many countries outeide Europe that import small
quantities of wheat, the major importing countries are Brazil, Japan and



China. The others are sittusted in South Central America, in Asia and
Africa and information regarding their governmental actions is not avail-

able .
Brazil--is attempting to increase wheat production by means of a

broad governmental program of assistance to wheat areas, including mill-
ing quotas, bonuses on production, freight rate reductions, sale of farm
machinery at cost, tax on milling imported wheat, etc . It is now obli-
gatory for Brazilian millers to use 30 per cent of national products in
the making of bread flour mixtures.--Selected seed of suitable varieties is
distributed in State of Rio Grande del Sud . As yet, the adopted measures
have had no noticeable effect in reducing imports. A high proportion of
the wheat imports conies from Argentina .

Japan-systematic governmental encouragement through gold embargo
and tariff ; in 1935, became self-sufficient after three years' effort and by
increasing wheat production 60 per cent at the expense of barley ; weather

-and-new varieti_es.-als_o_-hclped ; future wheat imports (according to Foo d
Research Inst.itute, Wheat Studies, Vol : XII, No. 3, Nôvembei, 1935j will
be modest• and mostly for re-export as flour to Dianchukuo, Kwantung,

etc . Australiri is the main source of supply .

China-also working toward self-sufficiency under government direc-
tion ; low wheat import duty, December, 1933 ; Bureau created in October,

- 1935, to study improvement of wheat and rice production in China.
Imports are extremely variable .

Information is also -available regarding New Zealand'and South Africa .
In New Zealand, the Government is encouraging domestic production of
wheat. A Wheat Committee is striving to increase wheat acreage to pro-
vide, as far as possible, for the whole of New Zealand's requirements . In
South Africa, wheat imports have been reduced greatly in recent years
by governmental encouragement of domestic production .

EXPORTABLE SUPPLIES OF WHEAT

It is also important to consider the côuntries that provide the export••
able supplies . The following table is illuminating :-

WORLD NET EXPORTS OF WHEAT AND WHEAT FLOUR

Average of five yesre

1909-14 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1922-27_ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1927-3 2
1932-37 . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1936-3 7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Four
overseas
exporters

3t5•3
689•8
692•9
4t33•5
457•2

278•0
43•5
86•1
58•1
98•5

1V ino
ox-

Eu ropean
-eiporters-

World
totals

686 .2
776•2
802•2
574•8
622• 0

Source.-The International Wheat Situation . Wheat Advisory Committee, London .
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The 1937-38 world figure is currently estimated to be about 100
million bushels below that of 1936-37 and rivalling the 1935-36 figure
of 515 • 6 millions as the lowest in modern records .

In studÿing the change in net imports, we have seen that the bulk
of the reduction is accounted for in the imports of European countries,
particularly France, Germany and Italy . In net exports the reduction has
been; noted largely in the exports of the major exporting countries, par-
ticularly Argentina, Canada and the United States . Exports-from Aus-
tralia have shown little contraction . North African dependencies have
increas~d their exports. The others have been ertatic . --

The four major exporting countries had 50•3 per cent of total world
trade in 1909-14, 88-9 per cent in 1922-27, 86•4 per cent in 1927-32 and
81•4 per cent in 1932-37 . Before the War when Russia was prominent,
Europesm exporters had 40•5 per cent of the total world trede ; in 1932-
37,-this had-declined to 10•1 per cent; Similar-ly--the share of other-ex-
European exporters has declined from 8-4 per cent in 1909-14 to 4•7 per
cent in 1932-37 . India is mainly responsible for this change .

The necessarily sharp reduction in _ exports came' as the depression_ _ _
dëëpenea- in contirientâl - ~iiçôpe and ihësë côûntries tookvrious measures
to protect their farmers from the impact of low wheat prices . The big
declines in exports came between 1928-29 and 1929-30 and between 1931-
32 and 1933-34.

It is important to us to consider what has been done in the competing
export countries to assist the farmer during this period of adjustment ..

ARGENTINA

Argentina has protected her wheat producers from the full effects of
the depression by foreign exchange regulations and the creation of a
Grain Regulating Board, using fixed minimum prices . In addition, a new
Grain Act was passed in September, 1935, which established a new grad-
ing and inspection service. An expansion of the country and terminal
elevators is also planned by the Government ; the work on the first terminal
at Buenos Aires actually started on February 11, 1938 . Thirteen other
terminals and 321 new country elevators are planned but no definite
steps taken toward their erection . A Government Colnmission to control

the distribution of seed grain is also in operation .
Exchange control has been in effect in Argentina since 1931 . Like

Canada, Argentina is a debtor nation, mostly as i, result of borrowings

for development purposes . Unlike Canada, Argentina has little industrial

development and depends on agriculture for 95 per cent of her exports .

When the depression began, it was necessary to limit and redirect imports

by means of a preferential rate on sales of foreign exchange . Exchange is

sold at a lower rate for imports from all countries up to the amount of the
respective country's purchases from Argentina, with due allowance for
interest payments on the Argentine Government external debt but with

L7642---9



no provision for returns abroad to private investors in Argentina at the
lower rate . The differential in exohange fluctuated between 5 and 15 per
cent up to April, 1935, when it was fixed at 20 per cent . The first measures
were, from all accounts, drastic and somewhat arbitrary ; now, with an
official Exchange Control Board, there is less dissatisfaction .

The Board procedure is to buy exchange from exporters at a fixed
rate and sell it again to some importers at a higher rate. The exchange
control system has become an important source of revenue to the state
and some of the profits are used to stimulate exports . An example was
the maintenance of minimum wheat prices in 1933-34 when the Grain
Regulating Board handled about three-quarters of the crop, amounting
to approximately 147 million bushels .

The official rate of exchange on Argentine pesos declined in 1930 from
95 per cent of post-war gold parity in January to 78 per cent in December .
Further declines in 1931 brought the figure down to 62 per cent in
December. The rate was very stable at 60 to 61 per cent of post-war gold
parity in 1932 and up to November, 1933, when the Government devalued
the currency by 20 per cent. The official rate during 1934, 1935, 1936
and 1937 has daried between 44 and 50 per cent of post-war gold parity .
In November, 1933, also the free rate was established and during the
past four years, 1934-37, this-has varied from 33 to 42 per cent of post-
war gold parity . The higher figure was common throughout 1937. It is
apparent that Argentina devalued her ourrency sooner and further than
Australia, Canada and the United States, except for the period November,
1931,to November, 1933, when the Australian devabiation was greater .

Reference may be made to Appendix VII, which gives the index
numbers of exchange rates, 1929-38, in the terms of post-war gold parity
for Argentina, Australia, Canada, Great Biitain and the United States .

At the end of 1937, the figures for the four exporting countries in
terms of the post-war gold parity were :

Argentina f Official rate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48
Free rate

48Canada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 59United States . . . . . . 59 -

A Central Bank for Argentina was established in June, 1935 . If,
operates an exchange equalization fund to keep fluctuations in rates within
certain limits and to satisfy the day-to-day demand for exchange .

The GrAin Regulating Board was established by executive decree in
November, . 1933, and empowered to make purchases of wheat, corn and
linseed at specified minimum prices whenever the world price, as reflected
in the Buenos Aires market, sho uld fall below thefixed price. The price
for wheat o . :ainallÿ fixed `was b~75 pâpëï pesos per quintal . In 1933-34
the Board purchased 147 million bushels of wheat or about 75 per cent
of the surplus . The final loss of about $3 million was reimbursed from
the much more extensive profits of - Exchange Control Regulation . Since



the "world price" of wheat remained above the Argentine fixed minimum
price in 1934-35, ito purchases were made by the Boaid .
., The minimum price of wheat was increased from 5•75 to 10•00 papQr

pesos per quintal on December 12, 1935. This change was made in view
of the short Argentine crop and the improvement in the world wheat
situation . On the Buenos Aires market, wheat that had been selling well
below the level of the new minimum price promptly rose above it and has
remained above it since, so that the Government has not purohased any
more wheat .

In September, 1935, the Argentine Government passed a new Grain
Act, ~smbodying an official grading system and containing provisions for
the control of the distribution of seed . The wheat will be divided into
Hard, Semi-Hard and Soft classes and there will be subdivisions I, II
anc: M. The varieties admissible to each 'grade are specified . These
measures, along with controlled distribution of seed, are designed to
improve the quality of export wheat.. ---

The capacity -of port elevators in Argentina is about 19,344,000
bushels and the Government plans to add capacity for about 21,907,000
bushels by building new terminals, within the next four years . Country
elevators to the number of 321 'are also planned with a capacity of about
42 million bushels . No definite steps towards this construction have been
announced but the first terminal at Buenos Aires was started in February,
1938. A national system of grain elevators is planned and then bulk
handling will replace bagging and grade certificates will at least supple-
ment the f .a .q . system .

AûSTRALIA

Australian wheat farmers -have secured assistance since the early part
of the depression . The first measures taken in 1929-30 were towards debt
adjustment and reduction of interest and rent charges . Wheat bounties
by the Commonwealth Government were begun in 1931-32 and continued
up to 1934-35 ; New South Wales also supplemented the Commonwealth
grants with a sum of £300,000 in 1931 . The currency depreciation early
in 1930 is said to have assisted the exporters, but the'main depreciation
did not take place until 1931 . As in Argentina, the rate has been very
steady, since February, 1934. A. Roÿal-Commission of Enquiry, with a
broad remit, was appointed in January, 1934 .

The following are the bounty and relief payments for wheat-growers
listed in the Australian Year Book, 1936, pp . 700-02 :

Bounty, 1931•32 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . £ 3,42k314
Bounty, 1934-55 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,482,414
Relief, 1932-33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,000,000
Relief, 1933-31 . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Relief, ial} 573 b

3,053 0
0

Relief, 1(8 p 415 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,034,944
Relief, 1935-30 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,878,908

£ 14,401,828
~7649-91



The distribution was made to the States on a production basis, with
the State deciding how it would be distributed . In addition to bounties
and relief, the nhent growers have also benefited tinder the Loan -(Farmers'
Debt Adjustment) Act of 1935 which allotted £12 million to the States
for adjustment of farmers' debts . Only £10 million has been allocated to
date . This is mainly used by wheat farmers (evidence of Mr. Harper,

p. 10017) .
I?nsecured creditors lose About two-thirds of the debt ; the Commor.-

wealth pays about one-third on the average .
The rate of bounty was 41 pence per bushel in 1931-32 . In 1932-33

and 1933-34, the payments were made through the Governments of the
States on an acreage basis . In 1934-35, the bounty was three pence per
bushel, plus a further relief payment of three shillings per acre . Evidently,
only the relief payment was made in 1935-36 . No bounty or relief dis-
tribution was made in 1936-37 and 1937-38, prices having advanced
materially .

To pay the bounty and relief a flour tax was used, firsé in New South
Wales, then in the Commonwealth .

The Australians who appeared before me in London regarded the
abandonment of the gold standard early in the depression as having
operated to the benefit of the exporting producers more than anything
else . (See Appendix VII) .

The State also helps the farmers by low freight rates on fertilizers
and farm products, and in Western Australia no wharfage charge is made
on any primary product exported .

THE UNITED STATES

Of all the exporting countries, the United States has shown the closeet
approximation to methods used in importing countries to aid wheat
farmers in depression. These endeavours have been favoured by drought
that reduced supplies to a domestic basis on several occasions .

Among the more important methods of assisting the wheat farmer
were protective tariffs, direct market support by Grain Stabilization Cor-
poration l .ieginning early in 1930 and continuing until completion in May,
1933, surplus-relief market operations in October, 1933, currency deprecia-
tion, Governmental credit to encourage purchase of United States wheat
by other countries, export subsidy, 1934, Agriculturâl Adjustment Act of
1933 involving benefit payments for acreage reductions and a processing
tax, and the Ever Armal Granary plan .

The earlier plans of the Government were•directed toward improved
functioning of the existing marketing machinery, e .g., by open market
purchases and aids to export . Since 1933, the problem has been approached
from another angle and an effort made to regulate supplies by means of
bonuses for co-operation in acreage adjustment .
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The United States tariff on Canadian wheat is 42 cents'a bushel
(established April 6, 1924), except for feed wheat in which case it is_10
per cent ad valorem . There are, of course, duty-free privileges in bond
for re-export . The tariff is effective in iaising domestic prices in short
crop years, especially for hard red spring wheat.

The Agricultural Marketing Act was passed in 1929 and the Federal
Farm Board, with a revolving fund of $500,000,000, came into existence in
July, 1929. As prices weakened, the Federal Farm Board made fixed
loans to wheat co-operatives in late October, 1929 . The Farmers National
Grain Corporation made small market purchases in January, 1930, but,
extensive buying really began with the establishment of the Grain
Stabilization Corporation on February 11, 1930 . At June 30, 1930, its
holdings were 65 million bushels (Ex. 127) . Buying steadily and virtu-
ally pegging United States wheat prices from November 15 on, the Cor-
poration held 257 million bushels out of a total United States carry-over
of 340 millions on July 1, 1931 . Liquidation began in 1931-32 through
sales on the market, relief diEtribution and sales to Brazil, Germany and
China . In Afay, 1933, tha process was completed at a net loss of
$184,000,000 (Ex . 44) .

In October, 1933, there were " surplus-relief operations " to the extent
of 16 or 17 million bushels involving wheat purchases on the market
and distribution for relief.

Under the National Recovery Act, codes were established for the
Grain Exchanges on March 31, 1934, the country . elevators in May, 1934,
and the terminal grain elevators in December, 1934 . The Grain Exchange
Code barred trading in indemnities, established margin requirements to
check excessive speculation, and placed limits on daily fluctuations . The
elevator codes were designed mainly to check unfair competition .

The United States currency was depreciated at a later date than the
other wheat exporting countries. It was not until April, 1933, that the
exchaf.ge rate was allowed to decline from post-war gold parity . In
February, 1934, the United States dollar in foreign exchange reached a
level of 59 per cent of post-war gold parity and it has been maintained
at this rate ever since . (See Appendix VII . )

An export• subsidy of 6•1 million dollars are paid for wheat mostly
grown on the Pacific Coast in 1933-34 . Some 21•85 million bushels of
wheat and 6•54 million bushels as flour were sold, mostly to the Orient .
T.oans were made to the Chinese Government to . enable purchase . The
necessary subsidy amounted to about 23 cents a bushel and, it is claimed,
prevented movement of the surplus eastward to depress markets there .

The Agricultural Adjustment Act, 1933, invoived benefit payments -
to wheat growers who contracted to reduce their seeded wheat acreage .
These benefit payments were to be secured by a processing tax on wheat
consumed in the United States . This was fixed at 30 cents per bushel on
June 26, 1933, and the first benefit payment was set at 20 cen~q on
July 24. It is reported that total payments as "benefits" under this
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Act, 1933-35, amounted to $331,196,117.03 (Ex. 44) . Dr. J. S. Davis
in "Wheat and the A.A.A." (Ex. 402) concludes :

" The A.A.A. can justly claim that it enhanced wheat growers'
incomes by something like 120 million dollars in 1933-34 and perhaps
100 million in 1934-35 ."

The legal basis of payments to contract signers was upset by the United
States Supreme Court . A new Act

"providing an adequate and balanced flow of the major agricultural
commodities in interstate and foreign commerce, and for other
purposes "

has recently been passed . It aims to maintain prices for the wheat grower,
among olhers, with purchasing power as great as in 1909-14. Further, it
establishes an ever-normal granary plan in the interests of both consumers
and producers and seeks to prevent wasteful use of soil fertility . Adjust-
nlent payments will be continued under new conditions .

OTHER EXPORTI\G COUTTRIE$

The methods employed by the Balkan countries that have net export-
able surpluses have been previously described . Only two others are
worthy of particular mention, at present-Russia and India . In Russia,
state regulation, in varying degree, has been in force since 1917.

"All grain collecting activities are now controlled, regulated
and directed by the People's Commissariat of Commerce (previously
the Commissaiiat- of Interior Commerce), which also manages the
elevator system and the milling industry and controls the grain-
exporting organization, the Exportkhleb:' (R'tieat Studies, "Russia
as a Producer and Exporter of Wheat," Vol. VIII, Nos . 5 and 6,
March and April ; 1932) .

We were advised over seas that their wheat is sold on a sample basis, f .a .q .
and that therc: is _quite a variation between samples, the best being only
second to Ca .-: w lian in quality . In the United Kingdom, all Russian
wheat is handled by one firm.

After favourable growing seasons, Indian wheat is exported in appreci-
able volume. The domestic and export trade is in private hands. Two
principal varieties, Red and White Karachi, are sold on an f .a .q . basis,
in bags, principally in the United Kingdom . We secured no evidence on
government efforts to assist the wheat-grower in India .

CANADA

Farmers in Western Canada have been given governmental aid to
assist them in meeting the problems of drought and low grain prices .
Guarantees of the Dominion Government to the banks enabled the carrying-
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on of stabilization price measures that have been previously described .
Since the Unemployment Reli,,f Act, 1930, the Dominion Government has
made large contributions as grants or loans to the provinces to enable them
to cope with extraordinary conditions . In 1931•32, a bonus of five cents
per bu5hel «as ~aid by the Dominion Government on wheat grown in 1931
and delivered up to July 31, 1932. Debt adjustment legislation was
provided to enable consideration and revision of farmers' debts. The
Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act has given direct attention to the problems
of the worst drought area. These measures are, of course, in addition to
the continuing importance of experimental and research work that is
striving to improve the farmers' position in production .

Five Cent Bonus

A bonus of five cents per bushel was paid on wheat grown in Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba in the year 1931 and delivered up to July 31,
1932 . The distribution was handled by the Board of Grain Commissioners
and amounted to $12,719,900.73, of which approximately $1,169,000 went .
to Manitoba farmers, $5,669,000 to Saskatchewan, $5,858,000 to Alberta
and a small amount to farmers in the Peace River district of British
-Columbia .

Farni Relief

The primary responsibility for relief of agricultural distress is
presumed to rest with the rural municipality or local improvement district .
Where the need is too great, the provincial government is called upon .
LikeFvise, ünder extraordinary conditions, the Dominion Government may
assist the provinces . This understanding, I believe, dates from December ;
1921 when assistance to the provinces was first granted .

Under such conditions it will be seen to be practically impossible to
state with any great degree of accuracy the am,ants expended by the
different authorities for the relief of western farmers as a result of drougut,
low prices and other causes . Little information is available for the
municipalities and only sketchy data for the provinces . The lack of data
for the municipalities is not very bothersome because the need soon became
so extreme as to place main reliance on Provincial and Dominiô Gôvern-
ment funds.

Government officials of the three provinces appeared before this
Commission to describe their methods of making advances to the muni-
cipalities, particularly for seed and feed relief . The province of Alberta
between April 1, 1930, and Ootober, 1937, made net payments for agricul-
tural relief of $3,904,861.02 (Ex. 301 and evidence p . 5256) . With
treasury bills issued -to the Dominion Government for $3,202,748 and
stock on hand valued at $218,841 .09, the actual _payments of the

Provincial Government were about half a million dollars .
A general statement of the assistance given by the Governments of

Canada and Saskatchewan to maintain and re-establish the ogricultural



industry in those portions of Saskat,chewan that have suffered so severely
from diminished farm income since 1930 was given to the Commission by
Dr. F. H. Auld, Deputy Minister of Agriculture for Saskatchewan
(evidence pp . 11743-11792) . Only with ultimate adjustménts will it be

at about $36,000 ;000 (evidence p . 11755), with a possible addition o f

possible to determine the provincial share, but it was stated that a n
expenditure of about $85 million has Leen made . In the case o f
Saskatchewan, a write-down of $17,682,157 .61 was made by the Dominion
in 1936-37 (Public Accounts for the fiscal year ended March 31, 1937 ,
p. x) as part of a co-operative program for the adjustment of farmers '
debts in the drought area. Dr. Auld fixed the aggregate cancellation

$9,000,000 . These amounts covered feed and seed and direct relief .
The railway companies, it was noted, had generously provided for

movement of relief supplies at reduced rates, representing a contribution
of several millions of dollars during the current relief period (evidenc e
p. 11773) .

In Manitoba, approximately $1,800,000 was appropriated between 1933
and 1937 for feed, seed and other relief as guarantees to municipalitie s
or by purchase and distribution of seed in unorganized territory . A large
proportion of this total has been repaid by the municipalities or farmers ,
or written off. Subsequently, the Manitoba Government• wrote off farmers '
debts including some of the above items to the amount of $804,897.02 an d
the Dominion in return cancelled Manitoba Treasury Bills to the same
amount . (Public AccouhtS for the- Fiscal Year ended March 31, 1937 ,
p. X .)

DOMINION GOVERNMENT DISIIURSETi1:,NTS

It is quite impossible to differentiate the federal appropriations for
farm relief as distinct from other relief expenditures . The following table,
however, lists those Dominion Government disbursements made under
relief legislation since and including the Unemployment Relief Act, 1930,
and up to December 31, 1937, that at least in part went to farm relief .

Direct relief . . . . . . . . .
Grants-in-Aid-August 1, 1934, to

December 31, 1937 . . . . . . . . . . .
Agricultural relief other than Direct

Relief in Drought Areas• . . . . . . . . . . .

Manitob a

f eta .

6,537,681 60

8,714,018 76

159,324 83

Saskatchewa n

$ ets .

21,692,225 76

9,742,250 00

8,336,536 78

$ ets.

3,888,498 02

4,981,125 00

495,224 91

Prairie
Provinces

i et8 .

31,118,405 27

21,437,393 75

8,991,086 5 2

Source : Dominion Unemployment Relief Commission, Ottawa,
•Includee movements of stock and equipment, feed and fodder, agricultural resettlement andassistance to settlers moved, etc .

~
t
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The Direct Relief expenditures and the Grants-in-Aid shown above are

in the table above .
made by the Department of Agriculture and are additional to those listed
37 and 1937-38 and direct relief in 1937-38 in the Prairie Provinces wer e

Department of Agriculture .-Expenditures for feed and fodder in 1936-

reference should be made to the tables following .

sent the total of rellef dlsbursements in these provinces . For such data

70 per cent in Alberta went to rural areas . The above figures do not repre-

ate the two items. Based on certain months, however, it would appear that
approximately 20 per cent in Manitoba, 80 per cent in Saskatchewan an d

for both urban and farm assistance and it is practically impossible to separ-

DEPARTbfENT OF AGRICULTURE RELIEF EXPENDITURE S

Manitob a

Feed and Fodder,1936-37 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Feed and Fodder. 1937-38 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Direct Relief, 1937-38 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Special Foodstuffs, 1937 -3 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Source : Department of Agriculture, Ottawa .

It also gives the percentage rural of the population in each province :

provinces. The following table is included to correct any such impression .
relief in the Prairie Provinces that such expenditures are confined to thôse

E cts.

200,078 12
60,000 00

Saskatchewan Alberta

i eta . S cta .

2,399,698 09 1,007,658 49
8,341,302 28 450,468 69
8,978,148 06 333,363 18

969,299 83

RELIEF TivROUGHOUT THE DOMINIO N

It must not be assumed from the above listing of amounts spent fo r

Dominion
disbursements
under Relief
Legislation .

1930 to
March 31,

1938

Prince Edward Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Nova 8cotia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
New Brunswick . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Quebeo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ontario . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Manitoba . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . .
Saskatchewan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Alberta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
British Columbia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Yukon and N.w.T . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Miscellaneoûs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1,199,035 22
8,485,794 80
8,202,323 89

68,007,688 14
94,716,433 27
24,087,129 05
49,851,713 71
18,282,900 43
29,117,044 67

49,101 31
2,684,833 24

291,800,186 26

Source : Dominion Unemployment Relief Commission, Ottawa .

Percentage
rural

in
total

population .
(Census
o(1931)

76•9
64•8
68•4 Censu s
38-9 of 16 :8
38•9
64•9 68•3
68•4 69•9
81•9 62•9
43-1



For the Prairie Provinces, the above figures do not include feed and
fodder relief, 1936-37 and 1937-38, and direct relief, 1937-38 administered
by the Department of Agriculture (see page 137) . The main constituents
of the total given above are :

$ ete.
Grants-in-Aid . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . EeI.500.793 97
Direct Relief . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84,320,008 15
Public \l'orks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70,530 .296 88

AGRICULTURE AND INDUSTRY IN DEPRESSION

In connection with the burden of relief in depressions, it seems per-
tinent to emphasize that agriculture in Western Canada and industry in
Eastern Canada react quite differently to low prices and reduced effective
demand. Farming, as has often been emphasized, is a mode of living as well
as a business occupation . When prices fall, the farmer commonly stays on
the land and keeps on producing . In the West, he has really no alternative .
(The Census of 1936 revealed that in each Prairie Province, between
June 1, 1931, and June 1, 1936, rural population actually increased, the
total increase being about 69,000 head while the urban population declined
about 2,500 .) As income is reduced, the farmer must lower his standard of
living and, as conditions become extreme, cease paying his debts . The final
stage is relief, when income is insufficient to pay for food, clothing and fuel .
It is notable that drought and other factors limiting production were more
cogent reasons than low prices in forcing relief measures for western agri-
culture .

When depression strikes industry, there are various Alternatives open,
amoi.g them being reduced production, lower wages, reduced hours and
staffs . If these fail, the plant may be closed . The effect of depression in
industry can be shifted in a variety of ways . As depression deepens, the
burden is in large measure thrown on the municipality and finally on the
provincial and federal governments . To the extent that the ninnicipalities
absorb this burden, relief to industry is not as apparent as in agriculture .
Agriculture cannot shift the burden of depression ; it, by its very nature,
must take nearly the full shock-and keep on prodacing .

PRAIRIE FARM REHABILITATION Aar

Expenditures under the Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act up to
January 31, 1938, amounted to $2,302,206 .

Manitoba . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 216,620
Saskatchewan. . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,772,468
Alberta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 314,118

The expenditures under the P .F.R.A. include a wide range of activities,
but the principal items cover water development, district experiment sub-
stations, reclamation projects, grass seed developments, soil survey and
research, tree planting and distribution of pure seed .



FARMERS' CREDITORB ARIlANt3EMENT ACT

The following table summarizes the work of this Act, in force in the
Prairie Provinces since September 1, 1934 :

Number of applications for adjastment . . , .
Number of cases adjusted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . .
Total debt of cases considered . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Total amount of reduotion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Manitoba

6,464 4,714
C 258

837,944,4~86 =21,097,i00
$13,433,867 58,12 5 ,85 0

In addition to the above reductions in the total debt the interest rates in
most cases were scaled down . The total estimated annual saving to the
farmers resulting therefrom is Dlanitoba, $617,742, Saskatchewan $949,119,
Alberta $791,564 .

CAUSES WITHIN CANADA

cent of our total domestic exports, with an average annual value of

The foregoing is a short résumé of conditions surrounding the produc-
tion and the trade in wheat in importing and exporting countries. Viewed
in relation to the subject now under discussion, "the causes of the decrease
in Canadian grain exports in recent years," it is clear that the outstandin g
factor is the great shrinkage which has occurred in the importation o f
wheat by thé côuntries of continental Europe . (See Table.on page 121 . )

The question which remains to be answered, therefore, i8 whether
Ctinada has contributed in any way to the production of this shrinkage
or to any decrease in our share (compared with other exporting countries )
01 the market, such as it is.

Again I may say that the background of this question and the import-
ance of it lies in the fact that Canada is, and, according to the opinio n
I havu formed in pursuing this inquiry, must remain, a large -scale exporting
country, and that wheat is one of our main export commodities, -representing
an average over the last 15 years for wlieat and wheat flour of 28-7 pe r

$279,000,000 .
In the course of time our producers may_find it to their advantagé to

devote their activities, in a larger degree than at present, to some othe r
form of agricultural production . But our present problem is to find vnarket s
for the whole of the wheat surplus we are producing and are likely to
continue to produce for a long period of years .

Canada has had the following percentl;ges of
of wheat and wheat flour in recent years :

Per Cent
1922-23 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39•0
1923-24 . . . . . .

.

. . . . . . . . 41-2
1924•25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24-8
1025-26 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46•0
1926-27 . . . . . . . . . . . . : . 34•3
1927-28 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39•0
1928-29 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42-4
1929-30 31-0

`Partly eatimâted.

world total net exports

Per Cent
1930-31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32•1
19~1c32 _25•8
1932-33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41-0
1933-34 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 -5
1934-35 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30•3
1935-36 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47•8-
1936-37 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33•8
1937-38` . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16- 3

Source : The International Wheat Situation, Wheat Advisory Committee. 1938 .
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-Thé palud côveréd~l~this- table -was-marked-by-the-reduction-of--the -
share of the United States in the world wheat trade . In the period 1922-27,

the United States' percentage of world w ea Tfadé was"23i2; i`n-1927=32,-

17•7 ; and in 1932-37, 9•0 . This certainly left an opening for the other

exporting countries, including Canada, to fill . Up to and including the

crop year 1934-35, Canada did not secure her fair share of the market

resulting from this development . Argentina and Australia took advantage
of the opportunity and generally followed a policy of selling their annual
crops within the same crop year while Canada accumulated a surplus of

over 200 million bushels . When this surplus was exported in 1935-36 and

1936-37, our share of world tra_de_ _r-ose Again to thefiguresshown _in the

above table. The decline in 1937-38 is a product of the short crop of
1937, the poorest since that of 1914 .

Looking then at a reduced overseas market and at a reduction in our
share of that market during most of the depression period, I find certain
factors in the situation . which we ourselves have contributed .

In the first place we have had a succession of short crops with a
relatively small exportable surplus (See Table on page 24) . This is one of
the causes of our decreased share in international wheat exports, and is
one which is usually overlooked when the question is under discussion . For
this misfortune no blame can be attributed to anybody . The following
chart will illustrate this situation and will also show the close relatio n

U

190803 Ml
.
{5i6 2?21 . 25-26 ,34?! -3516 3738

NOTE EiPORt : CCR T1+E 19 37- j 8 CaOP VER EST.MI.TEO
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__hetween_productionand-exports -through-the--years-There-are-some-excep=
. tions to this correlation, notably in those years when the large carry-over

-was-being-aecumulated-and-later-in-193'`=3 an -19o-8=37, when it- was
being disposed of .

In the second place we have Canadas tariff policy which, inevit-
ably, came, up for some diieussion on an inquiry of this nature . I do
not think that it is within my remit or within my competence, to deal
with the Canadian tariff question in all its bearings on our national life .
There is however no doubt, in my opinion, that the customs laws of other
countries, including Canada, plaved some part in the adoption of policies
that led to a shrinkage of wheat imports into the following countries :
fiwitzerland, Italy, Belgium, HollQnd, and in a less degree, Germany and
France . Whether or not disadva~itages in respect to wheat may, within
Canada, have been, offset in whole or in part, or may have been totally
overborne, by advantages in other directions, is not for me to attempt
to sa,, --- But speaking only of wheat, I think from the evidence, that
we have contributed to "ome extent to the shrinkage in the available
inarket' by our customs tariff laws . On the other hand, it was pointed
out to me with some force, that in view )f our small population (only 11
million consumers) it would be hard for its in any event to offer wortü-
while advantages in the way of tariff concessions to such countries as
might thereby be induced to buy more wheat from us .

However, speaking only of our wheat, I agree with what was said
in evidence by Mr. J. R. Murray, former Chief Commissioner of the
Canadian Wheat Board, that tariff or other arrangements which will
result in each case in disposing annually of even only small quantities of
wheat, such as say 5 million bushels, are worth while striving for . The
sure disposal of these additional quantities, here and there, will count in
the aggregate and will tend to prevent the accumulation of surpluses from
year to year .

For a full, expert, treatment of the whole tariff problem in its bearing
upon wheat, I would refer to exhibits 19 and 713 .

In the third place, I think some contribution to the narrowing of
the export mar!tet was made uy , the announcements of policy tending
towards an international selling monopoly and high prices, made on such
occasions already referred to as the conferences held at St . Paul and
Kansas City in 1926 and 1927 and in which representatives of our Wheat
Pools took part .

Fourthly, we have the incidente attending our 1929-30 crop year
and which have been dealt with at length in discussing the Wheat Pools,
including the unfortunate pronouncements which accompanied the with-
holding of our wheat supplies .



And finally Nie have the effect of our stabili z-ation measures, particu-
larly in 1934-35 . In that. year there was a maintei iance of out-of-line
prices and a conseluent accumulation of unexported supplies which un-
ctonbtedly--hacl-a-ba,i-effect-on-our-overseas-.eustomers-Our-€armers-who
sold at these prices received the immediate benefit of the policy ; but our
export market suffered .

Speaking of these last two incidents, I must say that I am also
satisfied, on the evidence I received overseas, that their unfavourable
effect has now disappeared, having been removed by the policy of con-
tinuous offering carried on by the Board under the provisions of the
Canadian Wheat Board Act, 193 6 , and which resulted in the liquidation
of our accumulated surplus . From now on, with a reasonable selling
policy, there is no reason why we should not receive, from year to year,
the share of the overseas market which the quality of our wheat deEervea .



CHAPTER X

0

DURUM WHEAT, COARSE GRAINS, FLOUR AND RESEARCH

ALTERNATIVE CROPs

While the future of the world whéat market remains clouded and
uncertain, it is pertinent to inquire into-the economic possibilities of shift-
ing some wheat acreage into alternative crops . In 1937, the acreages of
the grain crops in the Prairie Provinces were :

Wheat .' . 24,699,000Oats . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . .
. 8,679,000Barley . . . {" : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,582,300R e

. . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . .t~: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 808,200

K 233,300

37,781,800
Since the total field crop area in the same year was 40,314,000 acres ,

it is seen that these five crops account for 93-7 per cent of the total .
Other crops are of minor importance, except in certain favoured areas.

Durum Wheat

Firstly, something should be said regarding the possibilities of Durum
wheat. Durum wheat is a special type that is practically rust-resistant
during growth and therefore particularly suitable for parts of Manitoba
and Eastern Saskatchewan . It is utilized mainly in the making of semo-
lina, macaroni and like products and only on rare occasions and in limited
amounts in-the manufacture of bread flour.

In 1937, due to _exçeptionally_favourable --weather- in--Manitoba ; -the--
Cknâdian production of Durum wheat reached the large figure of 26,400,000

bushels, of which 24,400,000 bushels originated in Manitoba and the
remainder in Saskatchewan . The large production in Canada coincided
with big crops in the ocher producing areas, particularly Italy, the United
States, Turkey and North Africa. The demand for the Canadian product- -
was limited and only about 6 millions h :ve been exported to date, with the
likelihood that perhaps 8 or 9 million bushels will be shipped during the
whole crop year ending July 31, 1938 . A large proportion-pwqibly one-
half--of the small Canadian wheat carry-over at July 31, 193 8, will be of
the Durum type . Prices for Durum in Canada have been at large 'dis-
counta under the Northern grades throughout this crop year.

In the next few years, there does not seem to be any possibility of
diverting much bread wheat acreage to Durums . More likely, there will
be a decrease in Durum acreage at least until the large 193 7 crop is
exported. In Italy and Germany, substitutes for Durum are becoming
important . In France, a government decree forbids use- of any wheat
except Durum in the manufacture of semolina but consumption is said t o
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be declining and, in addition, Algéria is becoming an important source of
scmoliqa .

Durum wheat acrerige cannot be relied upon to absorb any decreas e

in--brsad 3vheat-tlcrrnge -------

Flax

The Canadian Flax Association submitted a brief (Ex. No. 707)

pointing out that the acreage devoted to flax-seed -has been declining
during the past thirteen years . Flax was a common crop on new Greaking

during the development of the West . Canadian acreage reached a peak
of 2,021,000 in 1912 and was high again in 1920 (1,428,164 acres), and

1924 (1 ;276,SS7 acres) . In 1937, the acreage was only 241,300 and the

-production 697,600 bushels .
It is emphasized in the brief that the Canadian crushing industry

requires approximatély' 2,500,000 bushels of flax-seed annually, while
domestic seed requirements account for another 200,000 bushels . Further,-

" Canadian imports of flax-seed and equivalent linseed oil durin g
the past number of years (1926-35) have averaged 722,000 bushels
annually, representing a sum of $1,200,000.

" Flax-seed is used almost exclusively for the manufacture of
linseed oil, which in turn is used in the manufacture of paints,
enamels, varnishes, lacquers, soap, linoleum, oilcloth, patent

leather, putty, printers' inks, etc . Linseed oil is appreciated above
most other vegetable oils for the above mentioned processing
industries, becausè its chemical composition permits it to dry rapidly
in the air to a hard, non-tacky mass .

Canadian flax-seed is undoubtedly the best securable bot h
as regards quantity and quality of oil . "

This superiority prompts the Association to suggest that Canada would
have an advantage `a export markets, particularly in the United States,
and that -

" this country would dispose of some 10 million bushels annually
<<•ithout substantially affecting the Argentine trade . "

The brie Lgoes on-Ao mention thaé " the best quality flax-seed is
obtained from areas of average or low protein content wheat," for instanc e
the Goose Lake area, the Red River valley, along the Manitoba-Sas-
katchewan border and in the irrigated areas of Alberta . The dollar retur n
per acre from flax-seed in •these favoured areas exceeds that of wheat an d
other grains .

The Association recommends :
1 . More research, especiâlly that directed towards development o f

early-maturing n ilt-resistant varieties .
2 . More education among producers on varieties and cultural methods .
3 . Study of tariffs, especially that on soya bean meal which enters

duty free and competes with superior Canadian linseed meal .
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Oats '

The use of oats as a cash crop is limited mainly because of the price
factor. Oats have a high proportion of hull and are best utilized on the
farm for feed . Their low ynlur per „nit-will-not_trithstand-costs of--trflns
portation and, in fact, only a small proportion of the crop is marketed in
Western Canada and a still smaller percentage moves into world trade .

Oats are grown in certain central, northern and far western regions
of the Prairie Provinces because they .arc a safer crop than wheat, having
â shorter growing scsson and thereby more likely to escape frosts . In
the southern districts, wheat is a much more suitable crop but oats are
grown in rotation with wheat to provide feed and to utilize labour and
machinery to better advantage by stretching out the seeding and harvest-
ing seasons .

It is the park lands, the northern and western parts of the Prairie
Provinces; that are best adapted to oat production and in these very
regions we have noted that wheat of lower quality iesults . Garnet wheat,
having a shorter growing season, caused a shift from oats in these areas
and it is quite possible that the segregation of Garnet from the Northern
grades will divert some acreage back -to- .oats . The oats grown in these
areas are uf high quality . Air. John '1MacI.ean of the Glasgow Cam Trade
Association confir .ned this (evidence p . 10404) :

" Q. Are Canadian oats regarded as of good quality ?
A. (Mr. :4IacLean) I should say so. Canadian oats are the

nearest we can get to Scottish, barring New Zealand ."

While there will usually be a small overseas market for high quality
oats, it will continue to be relatively unprofitable to ship the lower grades

-any--great-distance _and the main market will be in live stock feeding ,
particularly for horses, cattle and ÿoung-stock- of all- classes The future
of oats as a western crop is therefore closely related to the füture of the
live stock industry .

Barley -
Barley is a crop with a shorter growing season than wheat or oats,

but it requires more rainfall than wheat for optimum growth . In Western
Canada, the highest yields and best quality of barley are produced in the
so-called park lands to the north and west of the agricultural, area . This
is the area where wheat is more inclined to be starchy and of lower protein
content. To the extent, therefore, that barley can be grown profitably in

this area, it will displace wheat of lower quality .
From what I have heard in the course of this inquiry, it seems to me

that more attention might be given to the production of malting barley in
these areas .- This appears to be a promising alternative to wheat .

At this place, it is interesting to refer to the following portion of . the
record taken at Glasgow, Scotland, during discussion with representatives
of the Glasgow Corn Trade Association :

av61f-to



" Mr. YITBLADO: Has there been any (Canadian Barley) come

over during the last year ?

A. The Distillers' Company Ltd . are big users of No . 3 Cana-

dian barley ; they buy it all the year around, when the price is in

-line.- -Last-year--Canadian-barley--was-out-of-]ine,-aud-they-bought

mostly Danubian barley .
Q. When they bought, did they buy through the trade here?
A . Yes .
X1r. Corxr: : When ydu are buying Canadian barley, have you

any guarantee that it will be for malting, or feeding barley, as you

wanc it?
A . We buy it in grade ; nine times out of ten, if a distiller buys

it, it serves his purpoF- . Occasionally it has not malted? Is that

right?
INL . ~Iacl .t::~x : I suppose there have been such cases .
Mr. AIT K r. N :Verv little Canadian barley is malted . The real

high-class distillers here do not go in for Canadian barley ; that is
what they call the raw grain distillery . The malt and barley has
to be of a superior type altogether . I do not think much comes
from Canada . We get a good deal from California .

Q. You do not'need the malting barley for distillery purposes?
A. Not for our grain distilling . There are two types . You can

maké whisky out of maize, or anything, out of potatoes, if you like .
That is what you call the raw-grain dist ;llers . The high-class
Scottish whisky is made from the very best malting barley, either
Scottish or some Californian, probably . It is wholly malt, and the
whisky is made entirely from the malt . These an-grain dit;tillers
sometimes use a good deal of the No. 3 Canada Western, but, it is
not malted .

Q. No. 3 Canada is not malted, but what . we call Canada

Western Extra is a malting-grade, is it not ?

A. Mr. MACDoxALV: No. There is 3 Canada Western barley .
The Distillers' Company here were practically the only users of it
for a long time for distilling. It is not used for malting ; now they
have come on more to 3 Canada Western, 6 Row varie`ty ; that is
another of their grades .

Q. Is that a malting variety ?
A. No, it is a distilling barley. They use it for distilling, not

malting . It is a similar operation .
Mr. AiTxEN : There used to be a considerable trade done in

oats and barley for feeding. That has been going down rapidly in
the last 10 or 12 years, simply because of the decrease in the horse
population . The number of L. -ses in the City of Glasgow now is
very small compared with - what it was 20 years ago, there is so
much motor-haulage . Feed oats and feed barley have gone down
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very much indeed. There is a certain amount of barley ground up
for cattle feeding.

Q. Did you ever hear of any complaint about the condition of
Canadian barley coming over here, too much foreign matter in it,

----or-something-ofthat-sora-
- A. Yes, there have been one or two complaints.

Q. As in the case of wheat, would it be isolated cases ?
A. I think probably as far as Scotland is concerned, 41ter© would

be moré complaints about Canadian barley .than wheat. There have
been one or two cases where the distillers could not use it .

Q. Was that because of the condition of the barley itself or of
tie admixture of foreign matter ?

A. It just happens sometimes that barley does not germinate ."
(Evidence pp. 10398-10400. )

It developed later in the course of questions (evidence p . 10403) that
the real malting grades (for instance, No . 3 C.W. Extra) were not coming
to Scotland . Recently, largely as a result of drought, the production of
malting barley in -the - West has been no more than sufficient to meet
domestic and United States demand . Premiums have often existed and
there has been little for overseas trade . It appears to me that more
publicity among our producers regarding malting varieties and the best
cultural methods should be undertaken . At the same time, overseas buyers
should be made better acquainted with the malting grades of our barley -
There is also need for further study of environment, barley variety and
malting methods in their effect upon the diastatic activity of the resultant
malt.

Fi.oua

Representatives of the Canadian National Millers' Association and th e
Ontario Flour Millers' Association appeared before me in Winnipeg on
January 29, 1937 .

Mr. G. S. McArthur of Toronto, Secretary of the Ontario Flcür
Millers' Assoriation, made the following representation :

"1Ve desire that our views be heard and considered for the following
reasons :

(1) ThatCanadian flour in foreign markets creates a demand for
Canadian wheat

. (2) That Canadian millers over a period of the last 20 years hav e
ground over 20 per cent of the wheat produced in Canada and
nearly 25 per cent of the wheat marketed . '

(3) That Canadian millers are creatures of circumstance in that they
can only sell flour for export when Canadian whest is on a
world's parity of value, and any marketing poticy that contem-
plates withholding supplies from world markets over a long period
in the hopes of realizing higher prices stifles their operations.

arw-io ;



(4) 'I'hat the successful merchandising of any food product depends
on being able to give consumer steady supplies in relation to
demand 52 weeks in the year .

(5) That the industry itself is inherent to Canada, and represents a
huge capital investment spread from eoast to coast." (Evidence~--
P .

j_~_

The recommendations of the organization were :
" As to ways and meaus, we respectfully submiC--

(1) The Federal Government be urged to make Reciprocal Agree-
ments with countries offering possible markets for Canadian.
wheat and fiour

. (2) The removing of transportation barriers so that flour, as a facto r
in maintaining and increasing wheat sales, will move at freight
rates more in line with rates on wheat .

(3) Co-operative methods be accepted by making known in potential
markets the superior quality of Canadian wheat and flour."
(1s'v^dcnce P . 3961 . )

" In cor .clusion we respectfully ask :
(1) That i! ►ere be a continuation of an open market in Winnipeg with

its day by day reflection of actual values and price .
(2) That no government agency be again permitted to purchase

options .

(3) That as soon as practicable the present most efficient Wheat
Commission (the Canadian Wheat Board) be permitted to clean
up their operations and withdraw .

(4) That Canadian IMillers, in whatever proposals be made for the
betterment of conditions, be given their rightful place as a most
important selling force, and as such, and in the general interests
of-the Country as a whole, be never again placed at a disadvantage
as compared with foreign mills grindinô Canadian wheat ."
(Evidence p . 3964 . )

The last reference to being " placed at a disadvantage " refers to those
occasions when the Pool offered wheat overseas at less than the domestic
price at Winnipeg, plus transportation and other necessary charges .

The recommendations made by rZr . D. S. MacLachlan for the
Canadian National Millers' Association were :

" Finally, we suggest for the consideration of the Commission the
following ways and means for extending the sale of Canadian wheat and
flour-

(1) A free and open market .
(2) Reciprocal trade tredties:
(3) Stabilization of exchange.
(4) Equalization of all freights on wheat and wheat products from

inland points to seaboard .
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(5) Maintenance of a fair differential between wheat and whea t
produots for ocean shipment." (Evidence p . 3843 . )

OVERSEAS EVIDENCE

In London, I had the bene-fit of the views of representatives of the
National Association of Flour Importers . Like the Canadian millers,
these men favoured a free market ; premiums in such a market represented
the intrinsic value of the wheat and are not resented. "Free tradingl eads to confidence and confidence tends to increased trade," in their
opinion. Regarding flour, they desired a free market, stable exchange and
no discrimination as compared with wheat in inland or ocean freights . At
present, it was stated (evidence pp. 9706-08) the rates on wheat, both
inland and ocean, are considerably lower than on flour.

The British market imports some 2-3 million barrels of Canadian
flour annually, equivalent to about 10 million bushels of wheat . Further,
the importation of Canadian flour implies or forces the importation of
Canadian wheat.. They believed that if it were not for the constant push
and energy of the flour impo rters _ and of Canadian millérs, the British
miller would tend to reduce the use of Manitoba wheats to a minimum
(evidence p . 9668) . The majority of flour importers do not hedge, it was
stated, but it is an added facility when somebody wants that protection . -

FREIGHT RATE S

On the question of relative freight rates on flour and wheat as well
as on the question of domestic and export freight rates on grain (raised
in evidence at Vancouver and Edmonton, particularly), I have been
careful to inform those concerned that their representations should be made
to the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada . This is the Board
having jurisdiction in such matters .

R.* RCH

I have made some inquiry into researches made to date into the
question of industrial uses for wheat, other than the manufao':ure of flour,
macaroni, semolina and similar products . I learn that wheat starch shows
excellent promise from the technical point of view, but that economic
considerations usually lead to the use of corn in starch manufacture . I
am informed that in years of low wheat prices, .the lower grades of wheat,
having a starch content equal to or higher than that of the top grades,
might be partially utilized in this way. It was pointed out in reports of
the National Research Council (See for instance " The Relative Merits of
Wheat, Corn and Other Starches, A Survey of Current Literature " by
C. A . MacConkey and " Industrial Uses for 1Vheat Starch " by W . Gallay)
that the consumption of starch in Canada annually is about 100 million
pounds, mainly as confectioners' glucose and for culinary purposes, but als o

0



in the manufacture of baking powder, in laundry work and to a small

extent in several other processes . About 95 per cent of the starch used in

Canada is derived from corn because of the lower cost . Wheat starch,

however, has some superior qualities in textile finishes, culinary pastes and

_b:~king-}~owder. --------
Rescarches intothe use of grain alcohol in motor fuel have also been

calried on . A report bas been prepared on this subject by Mr. C. Y . Hopkins

of _the National Reseai•ch Council . While some desirable qunlities in

rilcohol as a motor fuel were evident, the cost seems to be out of all

proportion to gasolene, at present.

" It is estimated that the cost of producing alcohol from grain
is three or four times the cost of producing gasolene . "

Further, however, it was found that

"The use of alcohol in proportions of 10 or 15 per cent of the
total motor fuel consumption might render unnecessary the importa-
tion and use of tetraethyl lead as an ` anti-knock' agent . "

Barley, as a matter of fact, seems to be a more economical source of motor
fuel than wheat.

THE ASSOCIATE COtSAiITTEE ON GRAIN RESEARC H

This committee associates the workers of the National Research
Council, the Dominion Department of Agriculture, the Board of Grain
Commissioners and four Universities, McGill, Manitoba, Saskatchewan
and Alberta. Other Government departments, laboratories and commercial
organizations have co-operated from time to fime . - Some of the studies
made under this committee's supervision have covered the drying of tough
and damp wheat, the- feasibility of using protein content as a factor in
wheat grading, the testing of varieties and strains of grain, frosted wheat
and its grading, investigations of malting barley, the oil quantity and
quality of western flax-seed, drought resistance in wheats, and Durum
wheat research .

There can be no doubt that these studies have greatly advanced our
knowledge of Canadian grain and that they have had important commercial
applications of substantial value to the producers of grain . It is of interest
to know that such co-operation and unified action is available to meet the
scientific problems affecting grain as they arise. I feel sure that the
Government will continue to give to such work the consideration and
support that it deserves .




