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end of which we wiil be in the same position we are in
today.

Mr. Lewis: Worse.

Mr. Grier: I suggest that it is irresponsible for a party to
ask anyone to support such an empty proposai which it
has placed before us in the last couple of months, a
proposai so bereft of detail. It would be irresponsibie
for this House to adopt or support it. That proposai is s0
beref t of detail that, leaving aside today's high pork prices,
it is far too expensive a pig in a poke. Therç is a vast
accumulation of evidence to show that price-wage freezes
simply do not work. When you take the freeze off, prices
go up. Ask the boycotters in the United States, where the
f ood boycott started. Ask the residents of Detroit who go
to Windsor to buy their groceries. Ask the residents of
Texas who go to Juarez ,in Mexico to buy their meat. Mr.
Speaker, that is no solution.

This leads me to give my impression-because I want to
be careful not to attribute motives in this House-of the
approach taken by the Conservative party to this commit-
tee from the very beginning. As the hon. member for
Northumberland-Durham reminded us, it has been con-
sistently negative. His party has accused the government
of trying to duck its responsibilities and expressed doubt
ail the way through as to whether the committee could
accomplish anything. This negativism, it seemed to me,
was carried over to their contribution to the committee
itself. Lt was reflected, among other things, in their con-
stant discouragement of attempts to get the committee a
staff to enable it to examine the kinds of questions we all
agreed needed to be gone into.

I did not get the impression that members of the Conser-
vative part y were making a serious effort to persuade
other committee members to their point of view. In any
event, they did not reveai that point of view in any formai
way until the end of the committee hearings nor, in my
judgment, did they seriously attempt to adduce evidence
in support of it. I can assure the House there was very
littie evidence to support it.
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Now they take the view that the government did not
have a policy. So what? That is not new. But surely the
committee afforded Members of Parliament an oppor-
tunity to try to construct a poiicy, instead of falling back
on empty and sterile accusations of a political nature such
as we heard again tonight. Therefore, it has often seemed
to me that some members of the Conservative opposition
are more interested in making food prices the political
issue which the member for Northumberland-Durham
promised it wou]d be, than in trying to find answers for
the Canadian people.

Lt has seemed to me, too, that sone commentators in the
mass media have shared or even fostered a general feeling
of futility about the committee's work and, indeed, until a
f ew days ago, about parliament itself. That is their privi-
lege, but it has not made it easier to corne to grips with a
problem whose solution has s0 f ar eluded ail Canadian
governments of whatever stripe. If the accusation of
futility is too harsh, I say they have encouraged an
expectation that something sweeping and dramatic can be

Food Prices
done, an expectation which in view of the acknowledged
complexity of the subjeet is flot a fair one to hold out to
the public. There is no shortage of simpiistic, dramatic
suggestions. But are we after theatre, or solutions? For
theatre, I give you the speech of the hon. member for
Northumberland-Durham. For solutions, Mr. Speaker, I
zive you a prices review board.

If the Canadian public is expecting îrom parliament or
from the committee, or f rom any party, miracles in con-
nection with rising costs, and rising f ood costs in particu-
lar, they wiil be disappointed. None of us can offer that.
But we have an obligation to try to put some fairness,
some equity, some justice into the entire system under
which f ood is provided to the Canadian people. And I am
prepared to broaden this to the whole element of prices. If
we can get the government to approve a food prices review
board set up to take effective action, we wiil have taken a
bigger step toward fairness in costs, and f ood costs espe-
cially, in the last three months than parliament has taken
in the past three decades.

Mr. Jirn Flemning (York West): Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er, for affording me the opportunity to make a contribu-
tion to this debate. Before I go f urther, I should like to
comment on the proposai put forward by the hon. member
for Northumberland-Durham (Mr. Lawrence); or perhaps
I should refer to it as the amendment which was ruled out
of order.

Unlike the speaker who preceded me, I shaîl not refer to
the thespian-like qualities of the hon. member for North-
umberland-Durham, but the argument was the very one
which the committee f aced a week or week and a haîf ago;
and this, indeed, was the decision of ail members of the
committee with the exception of the Officiai Opposition.
We feit we were given certain terms of reference and had
the responsibility to follow them. It would be easy politics
to go beyond them, not so much for our own party, which
surely would stand with the government, but for two
other parties at least. Yet they at ieast were sufficiently
responsibie to recognize the character of the terms before
us and to follow through and do their best to confront the
trying problem we faced. Also, in making reference to the
amendment which was ruled out of order by the Chair, 1
should like to say that if the opposition cannot draw up an
amendment, how could they possibiy draw up wage and
price controis and make them work ef fectiveiy?

Public concern about the trend in f ood prices in Canada
is certainly no secret. Lt has been ventilated in the press
for many months, for long before the committee began its
sessions. Lt is experienced by every citizen, rich or poor,
from a smaii family or a large family, in rural Canada or
in urban Canada. Weekly they go to stores and in most
cases when they buy f ood produets they must pay cash.
When there is the kind of inflationary trend which the
entire western worid faces, nothing focuses more on this
problem that we ahl must try to cope with, and ahl parties
are honestly, in their own way, making an ef fort to do that
or suggesting ways in which they feel it should be done.
But surely there is no more central focus than when
people go to buy f ood and see prices creeping up. No one
denies this, certainiy not members on this side of the
Hou se.

The committee held intensive meetings, between four
and f ive meetings a week for more than two months. 1 arn
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