
Pr vate Enterprise- and Government

The policy of the Government is to press forward
with an ever-increasîng stipply of new housI.ng by measures
which seem to be prudent, reasonýýle and fittïng to the
concept of the <majorit7 of Canadîians as to the role whlch
Government should pl.ay in an undertaklng which has been,
and shoiuld remain, essentïally one fr private exnterprîse.
We prefer, and I amn quîte sure that the members of this
R~eal. Estate Board~ also prefer, thât the m~aximum~ amount
of new housïng be înserted into ourt housïng stock on an
economîc basîs. By this I mean thàt 4ït would be~ desirable
if~ n~o elemnt of Governrnènt assistârice were required and
ifail Canadian 1famÏlÎ~es vere able to pay econoi4ic: rents,

or tfreîr equivalefrt Ini the ftield of home ownership. Were
sucb the case, then the INatïonal Housi.ng Act would today
1be vgery difenhnt~ leêislatïon.

Nowtstrïn our desire 'to see private
enterprîse do the 'wtol.8 job, there is reason to believe
>tha~t there are housîng needs iwhieh neîth~er are nor can
be l2ooked afte by~ the traditioxial method of adding to our
stock ofhousing. In a city such as thi8s î t probably is

thecas tht about one-thîrd of the ppulation are in
a poitin toacqîrenev houses eitýer in~ the home owner-

shipor the re!ftfields. Over the years the traditiona1
metho of dd4dn' housing t~o our stock bas bken fo~r this
econmîe hfr4 to ac uIre the ne housing, and' the re -

mainng wo-tîrd ofthe populýi on toac~quir~e second,
thîd'efouthandfîfh-hndhoÙsîngat pr1es 'which are

mulipl occupnc. If a conditon 4ftve1ops5 and~ in
degee blïeeit haq thât thl fI1ter process is not

avail
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