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Another example is that when credit circumstances
changed during 1951, loans under the National Housing Act
were not available in a number of communities of 5,000
to 50,000 in population. we felt, and I am sure every-
one in this room would agree, that there was a good reason
why a resident in one of these communities, like any
credit-worthy Ccanadian in our larger cities, should also |
pe able to take advantage of mortgage borrowing under the |
Act. In these cases Wwe were able to follow the basic policy |
of maintaining the secondary position of Central Mortgage, |
and yet have loans made in these communities. An‘tagency
arrangement was entered into whereby, with funds supplied
by Central Mortgage, the lending institutions can make
these loans in such communities and act as the mortgagee.

; I mention these examples to show that whereas’
the basic principles behind the operations of the Govern-
ment under the National Housing Act are designed as stimulu$
and encouragement in a secondary role, nevertheless where
circumstances arise wherein it is felt that the national
interest is not being served, the Federal Govermment has
not hesitated, and will not hesitate in the future, to
step into the field. But in so doing we make every effort
to use existing facilities and avoid a primary position.
Nor do I think, Mr. Chairman, that this is in contraventioD
of the basic principles which T outlined as guiding us
in our housing policy. We are anxious that there be as
1ittle intervention on a direct basis as possible. Rather
we lean towards the maximum of stimulus and encouragement
to the traditional and relatively satisfactory manners
of adding to our housing supply.

; 1 come back to my earlier suggestio .
1deal condition would be that, through tie fiegé g?a;riga
enterprise, all the housing needs of Canada were looked
after. It js:only to the extent that this is not taking
place that the Federal Gdvernment is drawn into the field:
The most outstanding example of this poliey was the in-
troduction of Section 35, when the Government believed

and Parliament concurred that some housing needs in our
larger communities could be best met by making an n
atsusgohent ¥hatels the two senior governments, in partner”
ships; could provide rental housing when those }amilgeS

not able to afford economic housing of their o a

not ‘otherwise secure satisfactory a°°°mm0datio:n coul

1 understand that some cons
is being given to a public¢ housing pr°§g§§a§;°% has and
- It would be inappropriate for me to make ap innipeg.
on it at this time because no formal appiy ¥ SewmenlE
before us. 1 repeat what I said earliey cation is
that we are willing to participate in g ; owever -
provided that the other levels of govern orthy project
proceed. ‘ ment wish to

Our country is grow )
more important in its deveiopmiﬁ% iﬁiﬁe; and nothing 15
pe adequately housed. I need hardly t hat Canadians
this that a satisfactory economy myst ell a group 1ike
its main elements the welfare of the pgave as one of
our nation. The Government placeg gre :ple o fhr g n
a continuing satisfactory volume of 2 at importance up°
only to look after our ever-increasi ew housing, not
families, but also to correct sop Ng number of
satisfactory housing conditiong € of the less

id many parts of the country, Vhich Presently exist




