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ponsioners and- low incorne workers. During
the pre-Christrnas session I suggested that
this could be done at practically no adminis-
trative cost, in the case of rnilk for children,
by iucludiug with the monthiy farnily allnw-
ance cheque rniik tickets, worth five cents
each, for each child for every day in the
mouthi. The hon. member for Comox-Aiberni
(Mr. Gibson) pointedi out that the same
systema could be used, for bread and meat. It
could also, be used, for pensiners, by enclosing
the tickets with their rnonthly cheques. The
hon. member for Cochrane (Mr. Bradette)
tried to, ridicule the idea of a milk subsidy
Iby sayiug we would be subsidizing restaurants,
people with high incomes, and so forth. But
a scherne such as I have meutioned wnuld
flot. subsidize restaurants or any other insti-
tutions, or persons with higher incornes,
because the arnount paid out to thern couid
bc collected togýether with the income tax.

I want to make it clear that I advocate
these subsidies oniy as a temporary expedient
to relieve immediate bardsbip. 1 do flot
believe in the general principle of subsidies.
lu rnost cases the administrative cost is high
aud must be paid in bigher taxes, so that in
the end the gonds cost more tn the people as
a whole than they would otherwisc. However,
prices are tno bigh for our pensioners, whether
they are veterans, nid age pensinners or others,
and for our inwer income workers. Why, then,
does the goverument not take steps; why ba-,
àt not ýalready taken the steps open to it, to
rcduce these prices? In my opinion, it bas
been a case of bad policies, badiy rnismanaged.
The government now seeks to cast the respon-
sibiiity for its failure on a comrnittee of this
bouse.

There is one thing 1 arn giad the goverfi-
ment has done; it has rejected the policy
advncated by the C.C.F., of a general reimpo-
sit ion of price controls. Such *a policy is
ahsolutcly unsound, I think, for one nut-
standing reason. It would cut dnwn produc-
tinn, and nnly by incrcasing production can
prices be brought down in the long run. 1
should like to say to the C.C.F. and ail others
whn advocate the reimposition of general price
controls that you can brîng down prîces in
that way, by law, but you cannot secure pro-
duction, partieularly as far as the farmer is
concerned. The onýly way people will produce
is for a profit; that is a truth which should
be self-apparent. The only way tbey would
produce otherwise would be under a system of
slavery such as one finds under fascism or
communism. 1 believe ail will agree that such
a system bas no place in Canada.

[Mr. Harkness.]

Therefore it seerns to me that the advocacy
of a system of price control is one which is
working against the best interests of this
country and of the world as a whole. There
is a world shortage of fonds; everynne recog-
nizes that. The advocating of a poiQy which
would increase that shortage is, in my opinion,
very closely approaching the criminal.

I have deait chiefly withi agrieultural matters
and fond, because the great clamour is over
fond prices. However, my rcmarks are equaliy
applicable to other fields of production, par-
ticularly of primary products. I believe the
gencral application of the principles and
rernedies 1 have indicated wnuld go far to
bring down prie's and put our economny on a
more sound footing.

Mr. E. G. McCULLOUGH (Assiniboia):
Mr. Speaker, I rise to take part in the debate
because 1 consider it is one of the most serious
issues wbicb ever faced the Canadian people,
aud one which sbould have the serinus cou-
sicleratin of ail members of the house. I resent
the fact that this resolution to set up a com-
uiittee is piaced before us, wben through the
latest Gallup poil the people of this country
dernanded action. So far as I am concerned,
the resolution brought in by the Prime Minis-
ter (Mr. Mackenzie King) is nntbiug short of
a snioke scrcen, as lias been pointed out by
varioîis members of this grnup. Iu rny view,
anything short of immediate and definite
action on the part of the goverament to
prevent the risc in the cost of living would be
insufficient at tbis tirne.

It seerns to me that during the debate rnany
bon. members who, on previnus occasions,
lent their voices to the governrnent's throwing
controls out tbe window are now taking 'a
different attitude. The bon. member wbo has
just taken bis seat bas said that bis party,
as a party, does flot believe in complete
decontrol. I do not wish to spend rnuch tirne
in refuting what be said; but during the last
feîv years I have listened attentively to
addresses by hon. members in bis grnup; and
if they do flot stand for decontrol, then I wish
their leader would corne out on behaîf of their
party and make a speech which would make it
unrnistakably clear as to the intent of their
party in regard to price controls.

The leader of the opposition (Mr. Bracken)
is reported in Hansard for Monday, February
3, 1947, as follnws:

The situation is of course furtber complicated
by decontrol in the UJnited States. The lifting
of controls there has further euuiplicated the
probiem of the business comrnunity bers in
varjous wvays and contributed to the situation
whereby we have the anornaly of high employ-


