January 24, 1977 COMMONS DEBATES 2287
Order Paper Questions
Table 2.
Housing units started, completed and demolished, Metropolitan Areas, 1972-1975
1972 1973 1974 1975
Metropolitan Area Started Completed Demolished Started Completed Demolished Started Completed Demolished Started Completed Demolisl:en;
(1) (1) (1) 1

Saint John,

New Brunswick 1,608 963 (2) 110 1,085 1,566 (2) 168 1,139 1,230 > 2719 2,283 1,436 (2) 164
St. John’s,

Newfoundland 1,307 1,130 2) 3 1,705 1,488 )7 =27 1,876 1,415 (2) 56 2,151 1,842 2 2
Saskatoon 877 707 35 1,342 1,006 65 1,232 1,274 49 2,486 1,316 55
Toronto 38,695 41,156 835 37,697 34,701 1,083 29,580 39,448 882 26,457 26,055 173
Vancouver 16,210 14,044 966 17,334 15,580 1,618 14,452 15,814 1,564 13,315 15,750 1,070
Winnipeg 9,134 7,187 197 7,698 7821 262 5,628 8,680 362 5,294 5,062 366

Canada 249914 232,227 15,347 268,529 246,581 16,046 222,123 257,243 14,630 231,456 276,964 11,667

() Source: Statistics Canada.
() City only.

CMHC CAPITAL BUDGET AND PROGRAM ALLOCATIONS

Question No. 789—Mr. Gilbert:

1. For each year 1968 to 1975, what was the capital budget of CMHC?

2. For each of the same years, where applicable, what amount was (a)
allocated (b) actually spent on programmes for (i) low rental housing (ii)
non-profit housing (iii) cooperative housing (iv) assisted rental housing (v) rural

and native housing (vi) federal-provincial housing (vii) student housing (viii)
public housing (ix) residential rehabilitation assistance (x) neighbourhood
improvement?

Hon. André Ouellet (Minister of State for Urban Affairs): I
am advised by Central Mortgage and Housing Corporation, as
follows: 1 and 2.

Capital Budget of Central Mortgage and Housing Corporation, 1968-75
($ millions)

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
1 (1) (1) (1) (1) 3 (1) A (1) o

Programme Alloca- Commit- Alloca- Commit- Alloca- Commit- Alloca- C it- Alloca- C it- Alloca- C t- Alloca- C t- Alloca- Commit-

tion ments tion ments tion ments tion ments tion ments tion ments tion ments tion ments
Low Rental 31.0 272 80.0 1460 2675 241.2 2130 2319 90.0 947 1140 59.5 153 7455 - 2370.32 738
(Sec. 15)
Non-Profit 64.5 59.1  100.0 31.0 86.4 729 116.0 79.3 719 429 72.0 95.1 1558 1247 1495 159.0
(Sec. 15.1)
Cox:ntiven — — — — — — — — — — 11.0 716 349 19.8 323 4.4

(Sec. 34.18)
Assisted Rental — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
(Sec. 58)3)
Rural and Native — — — — — — —_ — — - — — — 384 — 31.6
(Sec. 40)@
Federal-Provincial 55.0 41.0 57.0 219 40.9 29.0 30.0 31.5 36.5 39.1 40.0 518 93.2 58.1 58.3 64.6
(Sec. 40)
Student Housing 90.0 73.8  100.0 55.5 45.0 41.0 45.0 36.7 41.5 144 21.0 38 7.2 4.0 — 0.4
(Sec. 47)
Public Housing 1300 1285 1500 170.5 213.5 2354 2450 277.0 249.0 2382 2480 199.7 2124 1774 2438 296.2
(Sec. 43)
Residential Rehabilitation Assistance — — — — — — — — — - 6.0 — 435 42 45.6 149
(Sec. 34.)@
Neighbourhood Improvement — — — — — — — — — — 1.0 — 223 3.0 26.0 10.6
(Sec. 27.5)@
TOTAL CAPITAL BUDGET 716.3 820.5 1,094.0 1,015.5 806.5 1,008.0 1,262.0 1,620.0

(1) Initial allocation.
(2) Included in the National Housing Act, June 1973.
(3) Rental projects financed by CMHC loans under Sec. 58 b eligible for under Sec. 14.1 in 1976.

(4) Not shown separately before 1974.

UIC—LUMBERING OPERATIONS
Question No. 882—Mr. Lambert (Bellechasse):

Did the government sign an agreement with Maine, USA on lumbering
operations in the State by Canadian contractors and, if so, what are the terms of
the agreement?

Hon. Jack Cullen (Minister of Manpower and Immigra-
tion): In so far as the Unemployment Insurance Commission is
concerned: it has not entered into any agreement with the
State of Maine specifically in connection with lumbering
operations by Canadian contractors in the State. There is
however a reciprocal agreement between Canada and each of

80008—-8

the individual states of the USA respecting the eligibility and
payment of unemployment insurance benefits. This agreement
has been in effect with most states since 1942. The State of
Maine, however, did not subscribe to the agreement until
January 1, 1972. The agreement enables persons living in
Canada who have worked in Maine and who have credits
under the Unemployment Insurance program of that State to
claim against those credits through the office of the Unem-
ployment Insurance Commission serving the area in which
they reside. The reverse is also true for Maine residents having
Canadian credits. In both situations the individual is paid by
the Unemployment Insurance agency from which he derived



