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there is such a tax deficit barrier
to normal growth in the supply of
housing.

If our society needs anything,
it's more housing. The housing
shortage and housing cost crisis
right now is our most Serious
single social and economic
problem.

The findings of the region’s
housing consultants no doubt will
reinforce the opposition fo
housing expansion here and
elsewhere. That will only make
the crisis worse, adding to the
social cost and human suffering.

But for one thing we should be
thankful for this report. It has laid
bare for all to see, a major

relatively generous to new
housing, at its peril. On the other
hand, Vaughan has been closed-
fisted, taking in very little housing
and concentrating on tax
profitable industrial develop-
ment.

Vaughan should open its doors
much wider to housing.

If it is serious about housing
action, the province should use its
grants system or other means o
eliminate the tax greed barrier to
housing development. The
responsibility and power to do so
lies with the province alone.

(Next week we will deal with
the housing report and “‘the little

gu?ll .]

Big trouble in housing

(Guest editorial from The
Etobicoke Advertiser)

Elobians are in for big trouble
in lhe housing field fhis year
unless quick action is forthcoming
from |(he borough or the province.

Many families in the borough
long ago gave up any hope of
owning their own homes. Now, the
crunch is upon them in trying 1o
find renlal accommodation.

Las! year was disastrous for
renial unils in the borough, with
building permils for apartments
dropping by an unprecedented 85
per ceni.

According fo recently released
figures, 'he borough’s apartment
building permits last year
declined lo $24.7 million from the
1973 lolal of $163.8 million.

So far, the province and the
borough have been unwilling, or
unable, lo take aclion to ease the
pressure on apartment ac-
commodalion.

carrying costs, uncertain
economic conditions and in-
creased labor and maintenance
cosis have severely affected the
slar! of new apartment units.

Real esiate experts are con-
sequenily predicting . rental in-
creases of 30 to 35 per cent this
year.

Council has fime and again
refused 1o approach the province
lo sel up a rent review board with
ihe power lo roll back prices.

And council has yet to decide on
a housing committee recom-
mendalion that would block the
selling off of apartmenis as
condominium units.

Unless council can take a more
charitable view of future high-rise
aparimen! proposals instead of
turning them down en masse,
Elobicoke’s population must be
frozen.

Council’s only option will be the
manning of the barricades 1o keep
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"Same old thing, Margaret.. | have to listen to all their troubles of strikes,
scandals, energy, OHAP tax deficits,...etc...”

SINCLAIR STEVENS
REPORTS

SINCLAIR STEVENS MP
YORK SIMCOE

Needed or not — wanted or not — Pickering 1s destined to
be a huge airport — one of the largest in the world.

Ever since 1968 the federal government has been per-
suaded, largely by the bureaucracy and their professional
consultants. anxious for business, that Toronto must have a
super airport,

The difficulty has been political. How do you persuade a
region that has the ninth busiest airport on the continent
(handling only one-seventh of the air traffic of O’'Hare in
Chicago) that they need air facilities three times the size of
Chicago?

How do you persuade those who reside near the new
airport the noise heard at Malton will not be heard by them
when the noisiest planes using Malton are shifted to the new
site.

Be less than candid — that is the government’s answer.

Transport Minister Jean Marchand February 20 an-
nounced the government's decision to “develop a minimum
international airport at the site near Pickering as soon as
possible.”

While the site has 18,000 acres of fine farm land, “‘only one
runway and appropriate passenger terminal and related
facilities are to be built"” . . . at present.

First planes will fly by 1979, just after the next election.

Offer to buy
Mr Marchand, referring to the Airport Inquiry Com-

Airport have been able to
move (through the
profitable sales of their
[arms) to land. equally as
good or better, and have not
been hamstrung in Lthe
expansion plans, necessary
today to amortize the high
capital costs involved in
farming. by land prices bid

urban area.

They don't want to live in
the crowded ‘‘hassle’” of a
big city

They do want to live on
their “‘four'’ or ''10'" acre
lots, but they don’t want to
see 4 new housing
development in their view
from the patio window of ‘P by non-farmers.
their backsplit. The old parable that there

In other words they don't are three sides to every
want to share with others story ‘'your side, my side
what they consider the best and the truth” says a lot in
of both worlds this on-going discussion,

[ believe Mr. Milani has
struck closer to the truth
than many of the arguments
I've heard to date.

MARTIN PICK,
Box 126,
Richmond Hill, Ont.

So 1 believe the violence
Mr. Milani describes can
also be called selfishness.

Additionally I get *‘mal
d’estomac’’ when I hear the
oft repeated argument as
put forth by Mrs. Mansfield

Pickering is destined
to be a huge airport

should offer to buy the properties of residents in Stouffville
and area and Claremont.

“The commission felt this purchase should be made to
save the residents from future unacceptable noise levels.”

The government has agreed to purchase homes in
Claremont but not in Stouffville and area. Their offer to
Stouffville was simply ‘“‘to meet to establish a program to
collectively determine the facts as quickly as possible.”

Naturally we are disappointed the government intends to
proceed with an immediate development at Pickering. In
October, 1972, Mr. Stanfield said the case for a second
airport at Toronto had not been made. That is still our view.

With today's uncertainties in the travel field — with world
airline traffic in 1974 showing the smallest increase in 15
years with other means of speedy transportation becoming
possible — we urged the minister to defer his decision for
two. three or possibly five years

Costly mistake

Unfortunately he persisted in making a costly mistake
that will disrupt a fine area of Ontario needlessly.

In responding to Mr. Marchand’s statement in the house,
I said, ‘*We believe that the minister’s suggestion today that
he will have only some kind of mini-airport with a mini-
runway is not being frank with the Canadian public.

to the Gibson report in certain respects, but not to the
comment on page 212 of the report which states that all
international trave should be routed through Pickering.

These are the words used: ‘The noisiest aircraft presently
operating at Malton, the DC-8 and the 707, which are used in
the international sector, will fly from the proposed
Pickering airport’.”

30 miles apart

By 1979 there will be five runways in use in the Toronto
area — four at Malton and one at Pickering. International
flights are to use the one runway at Pickering which is some
30 miles from Malton.

As a result, if plans do not change, a traveller from say
Thunder Bay going to Europe will have to fly into Malton,
our domestic airport, transfer to Pickering and then con-
tinue his trip.

Such travel complications have never worked in other
countries. International carriers have already stated they
don't agree with Pickering.

Air Canada has asked that the development be delayed.
De Havilland, another crown corporation, has stated
Pickering is not needed.

Surely it is not too late for reason 1o prevail, If the

government would bury some pride and free themselves

mission report, stated, “With regard ‘o zoning and use of The minister made it clear that he believes international from the dictates of their bureaucrats they could stiil avoid
adjacent lands, the commission suggested the government air service should be routed through Pickering. He referred an unnecessary and very costly mista ke.
!III1I|III!I|IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII|IlIlII.IIItIIIIIIIIIIIIlI'lIlIIIIIIlIlIII!IIIIIIIIIIHIIIIII.I'IIIIIIIIIIIH!IIIIIIlI'-IIII’IIItl'ilIIIlI'IIiIIlI!IiIIIIlI-'IIIIIIIIIIIIIII'FIIIIII'IIIIII.IIIIIIIIiIIlI!I_iII’.IIlIlIIII!IiIIIIlIHIIIlIlIIIIIIiIllIIlItI'IIIIII.IIIIIIII'IIIII'aIIIIIIlIIIHIIII!IIIIIIlI’lIIIIlIlIIIIIIllIIIII'III'lIiIIIIIIlIIIIIIlIiIIIIIIlI'IIIIIiIIlI!IIIIIIlI'rIIIIIIIIiIIIIIIlIiI‘lII1IIIIIIlIllIIIlIlItIlIIII!IlIiIIIIlIIII]IIIIIIIIiIiIIIIIIIIl,I'lIiIIIIIIlIIIIlIiIIIIII!I‘:IIIIIIIII.I‘|IIIIIIIHII!ILIIIIIIIIIIlIlIHHIIIIIII!IIHIIIIIIIIlI'IlI'iIIIIIIIIII:IIIIIIIIiIiIlIIIIIIIIlIIH

at Stratford |

High morigage rates and a grealer population influx out.

By DON RUBIN

About two vears ago, I visited Poland for
the first time. 1 was there on official
business for the CBC, which is to say I had
managed to convince the CBC I should be
sent to Poland to report back on the
Stratford Festival's European tour, a tour
which also took me to Scandanavia and the
Soviet Union,

At any rate, in Poland — and space forces
me to limit mv comments to that one aspect
of the Stratford tour — they take their
theatre quite seriously. It's part of the
fabric of the country and it's a country that
lakes great pride in its history and in its
culture.

In Poland, as in virtually every other
urbanized country in the world, there 1s a
long and glorious tradition of national
theatre — that is, theatre by their writers,
played by their actors, designed by their
designers, for their pcople.

What the Poles couldn’t understand about
the Stratford tour — and remember, when
the Stratford company tours, it does so as
the National Theatre of Canada — was its
repertoire for the tour — Shakespeare's
King Lear and Taming of the Shrew.

Now don't get me wrong. I like
Shakespeare and so do the Poles.

However, the question 1 was continually
asked by Polish critics and journalists was
this: “If this is the National Theatre of
Canada, why do they bring no Canadian
plays? If we wanted Shakespeare, we could
have brought in an English company. Bul
we want to know something about Canada.
Unfortunately, all we are given is old-
fashioned costume productions which were
dated 30 years ago when the Old Vic was in
Warsaw."

Canadiap theqtre alive — but not

e ST

Knock _iln the door

How could I answer that? Should I have
told them that 1940's Old Vie-style
Shakespeare was Canada? First, the
thought of that was much too painful for
me. Second, it's just not true.

There is a Canadian theatre in Canada
and it is alive and well. But it is not living in

The

guest
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gpinion by our readers.
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Stratford, despite the posturing to the
contrary of Stratford’s new artistic
director: it is .not at the St. Lawrence
Centre, although it has been knocking on
the door there; and it's not located In
Niagara-on-the-Lake, nor most of the large
subsidized theatres located across the
country

] was very impressed with the Polish
theatre I saw, as were the other critics on
that tour and members of the Stratford
company. I also found it fascinating, after
seeing theatre that is obviously speaking to
its audiences and after speaking to theatre
people who really believe theatre has an
obligation to its society, that no less than 15
members of the Stratford troupe left the
company when they returned to Canada.

I don’t know where all of them went. I do
know many of them looked longingly at
many of the smaller companies in Canada
doing work that is not only good and en-
tertaining but which is obviously making
some of those connections with audiences

I'm speaking now of companies like the
Tarragon and plays such as James
Reaney's Sticks and Stones, a play hewn
out of Ontario legend, and David French’s
Leaving Home, a play about growing up in
Canada: of Theatre Passe Muraille and
plavs such as 1837, a delightful and
genuinely-moving comedy drama about an
ill-fated farmer’'s revolt in and around
precisely this part of Ontario 138 years ago
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I'm thinking of the Factory Theatre Lab,
where David Freeman's powerful Creeps
first started its long and successful stage
life

The theatres I've mentioned thus far are
all located in Toronto, but Canadian theatre
(that is, theatre written by and about us) is
happening all across this country.

Of course, if you haven't yvet taken the
theatrical plunge into our cultural life, it
mayv well be that you've just not heard of it
before, It may be, if you have heard of it,
that vou're not particularly interested in
sitting on uncomfortable chairs or climbing
up stairs to lofts or listening to pipes and

radiators clink and clank during a show.
e ———————

~ Depressing girants

On the one hand, I don't blame you. I find
most of these things rather disconcerting
myself.

But on the other hand, I wonder if you've
ever thought about why plays by Canadian
authors have to be put on in lofts or school
rooms or basements by companies which
can barely afford to pay actors a survival
salary?

When was the last time you saw a
Canadian script on the Stratford Festival's
main stage or at Shaw?

[ for one find it a bit disconcerting when a
theatre such as Tarragon, which does six or
eight new and usually 1important Canadian
plays a year, manages lo gel only $40,000
from the Canada Council. Stratford gets
nearly half a million dollars anually to pul
into evervthing but Things Canadian.

1 find it a bit depressing when I see the
Shaw festival getting giant subsidies to
mount productions of second-rate English
plays when the artists al Toronto Free
Theatre. Passe Muraille and the Factory —
to name just a few — struggle to survive on
$65 a week

] am not suggesting, of course, thal
through subsidy manipulation were in the
middle of some insidious government plot
to deprive us of our history and our culture
It's much more subtle than that.

We're giving it up. And up until a few
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years ago, we were giving it up without so
much as fluttering a maple leaf or swinging
a hockey stick at the offenders.

We were just letting it go and we were
well on our way to becoming the 51st state
(or perhaps something worse).

What I am suggesting 1s 1t was our artists
before anyone else who saw all this hap-
pening and who began demanding in their
work that we look at ourselves and, at least,
become conscious of what it was we Were
doing.

It well may be that in the years ahead, we
will become part of the United States and
we may actually even choose that route
politically (unless, of course, our govern-
ment is ‘‘de-stabilized” by our friends 1n
Washington sooner).

But the important thing I think is that we
do-decide for ourselves who we are and
what we are about and what it is we want.
That decision has to be made consclously
with full awareness of the consequences.

A lot of people have interpreted the whole
Canadian chauvinism thing in a rather
paranoid way — or, al the very least, in a
rather negative way. It 1s anti-American or
anti-English or anti-whatever. _

[ am well aware that anti-a-lot-of-things
have historically masqueraded 1n the guise
of nationalism. But even knowing this, 1 am
personally willing to take 4 chance on it.

Finding ourselves

'm afraid if we don’t commit ourselves
to finding out who we are; if we don't
commit our considerable financial backing
to those who are leading the search; if we
don’t support the Canadian theatre today
especially the companies in the vanguard
of this movement which are now in real
danger of drying up) ; then we may not find
anv of the questions even worth asking
LOMOrrow

As each day passes, the chances of our
oven remembering that we once thought of
such questions becomes more and more
remote. One day, we just might wake up to
find evervthing we ever thought of as our
own, as unique, as Canadian, will have just
vanished
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If that sounds serious to you, I assure you
it is. If it all sounds a bit overly-dramatic,
make no mistake. The people now
struggling in this country to creale a world-
level theatre from their own experiences,
have a lot to be overly-dramatic about.
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(Don Rubin is an associate professor of
dramatic literature and criticism at York
University and editor of the Canadian
Theatre Review. A resident of Banquo
Road, Thornhill, for the past two years, he
is married and has two children. — Editor)
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