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of the Atlantic Provinces. This gov-
ernment cannot talk of providing
opportunities when it sits smugly
on that report, on a policy prepared
for the Premiers by a leading world
economist. We have too much un-
employment, too many low income
families to be sitting idly.

Mr. Speaker, before concluding
my remarks on this budget, I must
reter to the document tabled in this
house by the Minister of Finance,
showing the amounts New Bruns-
wick will receive under the new
tederal-provincial fiscal arrange-
ments.

Under the arrangement, New
Brunswick will receive an addition-
al $15.7 million annually. That
seems like a large amount of new
money, but it isn’t,

Every provincial delegation ex-
cept New Brunswick was dissatis-
fied and disappointed with the a-
mounts received under the arrange-
ment. The New Brunswick delega-
tion became known around the cor-
ndors::, in Ottawa as “The Happy
Gang” — happy to take what was
offered, happy to ask not for a dol-
lar more, What is a dollar more to
a government with so many prom-
ises in the sky, with so many op-
portunities on paper and so mes-
merized with itself?

What did New Brunswick get un-
der the arrangements? The total
Payments to all provinces were up
40.2%, but our share of the total
will drop from 12.6% under the
Present arrangements to 12.2%
under the new arrangements. The
facts are brutal in their significance,

The Atlantic Provinces adjust-
ment grants are now a part of the
equalization payments. The princi-
ple of the grants was that the At-
lantic Provin.ces had special prob-
lems respecting the provision of
sgrtvmes ghlch Irlequire special as-
sistance from the feder -
sistan al govern
. The document tabled by the Min-
ister of Finance suggests that the
Eovernment was quile willing to
abandon this principle, although
by the minister's own admission,
“even tlhis formula” — the new oné

— Yonly prevents us i
furl\t{rhersbehind." from falling
. Speaker, in the last annual
report of the Economic Council of

Canada one of the chalienges to
national policies in Canada was
described to include the recognition
of the urgent need to make avail-
able additional financial resources
to the governments of the lower in-
come reglons In order to help hreak
the vicious circle, to improve the
quality and effective utilization of
the available human material re-
sources — in particular, education
training, health, resource and indus-
trial development.

The relationship between what
we can do in this province and na-
tional policy is as clear as it could
be. We are a low income region
with standards well below accepi-
able national levels. Let this gov-
ernment stop its talk of opportuni-
ties. Let it get down to the business
of providing the opportunities, Let
il stand up to Ottawa for the rights
of New Brunswick. We must break
the vicious circle that has plagued
cur people. We must break it by
action.

In conclusion: The budget
this .housle offers ncthing% n;J\Srf ogts
exciting in the way of new or in-
;Eeased opportunities for our peo-

e.

The budget exposes the true fact
that the government is unable to
finance its program out of revenues
and must do so by borrowing, that
it miscalculated the costs of its pro-
gram and that its promises not to
raise taxes are worthless,

. The budget reveals th
mdlfferencq of the govergmgilgozi
the people in the initial imposition
of the tax on children’s clothing.

The budget is a fiscal vehicle to
pay for centralization of power, It
Is not a vehicle to pay for new op-
portunities in health, in education
in welfaxje' and in justice — new
opportunities to raise the gqualities
of life in New Brunswick.

To finance a program on expand-
ed public services there must be
as there is not under the present
government, a sustained program
g;g ec;)}ilc;npc deﬁelopment, a pro-

m that is realisti i
to'I;‘i}cl)b hat s tic, and directed

e plain fact is that af
of unprecedented contine?tglye:;?
pansion the levels of employment
and income — both part and parcel
of opportunity — remain dismally
low in New Brunswick.
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There must be a systematic and

comprehensive approach to econom-
ic development, industrialization,
and to job creation. There must be
a cooperation of heart and effort.
" The government of the province
must, as it has not done, seek out
and insist upon a larger degree of
federal assistance for this province,
both out of right and out of need.
We need equalization grants, but we
also need, over and above such
grants, the special assistance re-
quired to raise the standards of our
people to national levels.

That must be our objective and
nc objective short of that.

Thank you.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the chair
at this point. o

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM, continuing
the debate, said:

Mr. Speaker:

Since Nov. 9, 1965, almost every
bill, almost every policy announce-
ment, almost every sitling of this
house has made history.

Every step of the program for
equal opportunity has caught afresh
the imagination of Canadians in-
side and outside this province. New
Brunswick has provided to the rest
of Canada an example of vision and
action, and the rest of the nation
has reacted with respect and ad-
miration.

Every new move has been both a
challenge and an opportunity to
bring to this province the best that
a eombination of rich resources and
pleasant surroundings, capable and
ambitious people, and a govern-
ment of action can provide for our
citizens and their children,

Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD and Govt.
Members: Hear, hear! .

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM.: It has heen
a source of pride to me personally
to have been given the privilege of
serving the people of New Bruns-
wick at such a time. This wcek has
provided one more move in the
series which must lead to a better
New Brunswick.

The first budget for the program
of equal opportunity has been pre-
sented. It puts in perspective the
carpers, the pessimists and the
doubters. We have arrived at the
moment of implementation, and we
have reached implementation 1In
spite of the filibusters, in spite of

the delays and in spite of the op-
position’s attempt to prevent the
coming into effect of far-reaching
and extensive benefits to New
Brunswick and its citizens.

We are approaching that day of
implementation and every New
Brunswicker who honestly seeks
for the welfare of his fellow citizens
and his province, certainly every-
one who has worked for this im-
portant move into the future, must
feel a touch of excitement.

New Brunswick is moving ahead.
The duly-elected government of
New Brunswick is giving leader-
ship. This province is deservedly
in the lead in necessary reform and
we are now asking the members
of this Legislature, the elected
representatives of the people of
New Brunswick, to move ahead to
action, In the decades to come,
memhbers of the 45th Legislative
Assembly may proudly tell their
grandchildren that they were part
of the historic move to a better
New Brunswick.

1t has not been easy.

The third session of the 45th Leg-
islature was the longest in New
Brunswick history — one year and
cne week, in fact.

Not every one of those days was
spent in useful labour. Yesterday’s
speech contained many of the old
familiar canards, the already dis-
credited arguments and the repeat-
ed proof of failure on the part of
some members opposite to under-
stand the needs of the province or
the intention of the Byrne Commis-
sion.

In its way, it was perhaps fitting
as a windup to a year of futile and
fruitless attempts on the part of
the opposition to delay a great pro-
gram of municipal reform.

All year we sought reasonable al-
ternatives from the opposition. They
offered none. They suggested noth-
ing. All year we asked for construc-
tive criticism. It was as scarce as
water in the Sahara Desert or as
originality in the Financial Critic’s

budget speeches. All year, while
we moved from step to step of the
program for equal opportunity, we
sought for some new ideas from the
opposition. They produced none.

Yesterday the Financial Critic
came up with the same old tired
arguments, the same old meaning-
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times as big. Seeing the horrible
sight he had created, he ran scream-
ing in horror.

Now that, Mr. Speaker, was Yyes-
terday’s - performance. The Finan-
cial Critic used his vivid imagina-
tion, only his imagination, to create
a picture, He magnified it 10 times
over and ran with horror from the
sight.

e sees fear of government. I
don't. No one was afraid to come
to the law amendments committee.

Municipalities? They weren’t a-
fraid. Maybe it's strange, but they
came in numbers and spoke freely.

Schoolteachers? He says they're
afraid. They spoke, without hesita-
tion. And they will still speak
whenever they choose.

Private citizens spoke to the com-
mittee and many of them made use-
Ful contribution to the legislation.
They were able to do this because,
more than ever before in the history
of New Brunswick, this government
gave a fuller voice to the people
and thereby strengthened the demo-
cratic process.

Ton. Mr. ROBICHAUD: Hear,
hear!

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM: I could say
s0 much more, but the Financial
Critic gave a depressed speech and
I find it depressing even to spend
so much time on it.

He tells of four young men from
Saint John going to Ontario. My
experience is with a young man in
Vancouver this summer. He has a
good job, but now he is thinking
of returning to his home in Saint
John, the home he left in 19b4.
Why? Because, he tells me, in every
trip back in the last year or so and
in every letter he receives from his
folks at home he finds that New
Brunswick is moving ahead. For
the first time in his life he sees a
future in New Brunswick,

Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUI:: Hear,
hear!

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM: That is the
picture. It is not a gloomy picture
and I want to move on to something
more positive.

Usuaily the Financial Critic likes
{0 quote statistics. Perhaps some
education statistics may be of value
to the house.

The major portion of the budget
is attributable to education, and

that is as it should be. In an era
of expanding knowledge, education
has become an investment of major
importance.

In 1958 two-thirds of all unem-
ployed in Canada had Grade 8 or
less education.

In 1965 eighty per cent of all un-
placed applicants for work in the
province of New Brunswick had no
posi-secondary iraining.

We cannot afford to waste lives
in that fashion, nor to waste the
productivity, the achievement or
the personal satisfaction that comes
from greater education and irain-
ing.

Tha 1961 census statistics suggest
that across Canada a student with
eight years or less of school will
earn an average of $3,500 per year
over his working life. One with a
university degree will earn 39,200
per year.

Another aspect is even more
dramatic. With Grade € education
or less, a worker arrives at his max-
imum salary at age 30. He stays at
that salary until age 50 and then
his salary drops. If he has one or
more years of high school his sal-
ary increases steadily until he ar-
rives at his maximum at the age
of 40 and then he has a 10% de-
cline until he ceases work. With
one or more Yyears of university
training he never reaches his max-
imum earning capacity until he
finishes working.

For the sake of the individual
and the province, we cannot afford
to permit any student to receive
less education than he can reason-
ably absorb.

The large expenditures proposed
by this budget reflect the emphasis
on education, and this is important.
They reflect the fact that with
school costs now being borne by

the province as a whole, local
school boards are free to plan new
facilities, and are doing so at a rate
never before seen in this province.

In the budget period, work will
be under way on 37 schools in New
Brunswick. The total value of these
facilities will be close to $12 mil-
lion. This is only a start, but it is
a start, and it reflects already the
willingness of local school boards
to get on with the job of providing
facilities, especially now that they
are free to plan and no longer need
find the funds from the long-suf-
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5,225 teachers will receive an in.
crease in salary. That represents

ity insofar as teachers’ salaries are o o the acensed teachers and
means an increase of more than

concerned means that a teache il i
rective the s i fOI'r v;r}l1 é ﬁ,azrsu,ooo In teachers’ salaries in a
?g;?ferqt‘?ﬁzf;gaﬁlgr}csé aiﬂd service no Some details might be interesti
The abiltr taais es. as well. In Milltown and in St -
orne at ngt > : lﬁ'a\rf;‘&tgglldt:eaﬁl_}é drews every teacher will get ahﬁﬁ:
g c ; i
Zv‘;althﬂ comﬁnumths, but hereafter }f::tsleahdzlwiglf rgé:ivzz teachers .,
hav? thew runswick student will crease: 949% of the dematary "
pave U lf olpportunlty to attend a Kings’ County Wille aoners in
good 0? ~where his teacher will pay, as will 97% of trecelve o in
OHV%E AT wage, - Quéens ol 9 e of the teachers in
£ 2n Nov. 2q,d 1965, the Minister of  Even in Saint John {h
o 109161 Sfalt},l agd I quote fromi ary seale means more renneW or
a provinciil ggﬁoptlc.Report: 67% of the teachers in theo:i%y focI;
pe - Drovincial fa(:‘ly sc{':\elsd\lhélrlé 921% of tllmse in Saint John Cgur??y
o . would compli ;
Royzlghggzqm‘;?sgo province. The Brunswick. Teau:I})1errr.;"?nt Azggci:giew
e raloon Scm_enbraecgrnmended negotiators, They prepared tho'n
ey, scale | sed on the arguments well. They pr in-
Sedie in et rlllt e city of Baint formation to back ¥hgirepared s,
Jor éommissiogcti)rr:ntnhﬁndatlon of  They asked questions and ﬁ-‘c:e%:f Stii
bewng lnanesion in i Sbi'espect 15 answers, and they provided ans rer
dopes, tooked rably by my to_qugstiﬁms asked them. They vl?aaf
Since the passing of Bill 22, th A i othey  bargained
c - y e fairl i i o
fi:(:)l;]oo‘ls !}lct. in the previous ses- pgainad e1;111:41 res e%?Odf fta}?th' ey
slon, Saiearyavgcgleegoﬁit:ﬁd fh prolgim ment, and I hop% tha? we ien g}fpgt'
i L A . e de-
Erunswmk Teachers’ Associatignw. f;;ltlrient carned their respect in
thse anég?;:let Oft}fhe commiiment by Salaries alone do not
the ministe ;’a g L?idsealtntt }.liohn scale  ter teachers, but better srexillgifiee be’{-
did s © the negotia- {%w schools to hire better te-acls'le?sh
. e would :
w eouiihia;dfua&:é‘.grsw :;reiﬁ c}lllscussed as  now able tc}:n1 ocﬂge:h%t 25(.%1 Oac;l abO?rdts'
et Include Brunsw?ckOI)Te sha.rec! ing salary to a univérsity gratsilf:t—
f}lssociation and the departmeiallghtil:t rclé?j . sur_nmtlacri S’tfhml e Ed?
the mimimum ob coppartment 4 on, shou e able to interest
- A > a A
lfl%ait.lon for every teacher inq thle zﬂ;nihifigfenyoung people to teach
E}?oullgl sggo%]ﬁe ofu New _Brunswick In the dep'artment we have b
Ml e one itnilsv?br;clgrrni Iglggll:::_. Ik-]eceivfing letters in increasinge nuexs:r.l
:ogl?éiidi;h\irte t};irs standard énust be hglv:rse éc;r:}eé\l Ztvva)l?rggswi:ggrs Wl;c(i)
ht e to provide trul i roin
quﬁhfled leachers in our schoolr;;l:1 Y ?c? ‘:realtl:ﬁe o return to the province
by ih: resui!: of deliberate design What 'they teach be i
oy the ;1(:%%-? 1at0rts, the scale is set tant, and, as. outlined ggniﬁs 111;11por—
rage teachers to get at we have established a neweinsgzl'ltfg-’

feiring and overtaxed property own-
;I‘hose expenditures refle
e ct, too
the ability of the governmen’t and’
the school boards to work together
é‘.gc;ﬁprove ngIw Brunswick school
ies an i
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ant.
but only the teachers can l?nakené
gclg_ool system into a system of edu-
ation,

The program for equal opportun-
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tional program for use in New
Brunswick schools. Naturally this
can neither be implemented any-
where immediately, mor anywhere
all at once.

This winter and spring, we hope,
through the Curriculum and Re-
search Branch, to conduct a number
of workshops for teachers. The aim
would be to allow them to become
familiar with continuous progress,
with the unit system and the vari-
ous new methods necessary to bring
the curriculum proposals to the
schools.

By 1968 the first of the schools
should be able to use the new or-
ganization structure.

In the department we look for-
ward to a greater degree of cooper-
ation with the universities of the
province, particularly in the field
of teacher training.

Recently the federal-provincial
conference on the finaneing of high-
er education presented some new
situations for us. The federal gov-
ernment proposed 1o pay to the
provinee the sum of $14 per capita,
or one-half the operating cost of
all post-secondary education. Tt
would appear that we would pre-
fer the $14 per capita which will
mean an increase of approximately
$3.5 million extra for this province.

At the earliest possible date after
receipt of the Deutsch Commission’s
recommendations we will want to
inform the universities of their
share of the $14.

The conference also provided ex-
tra funds for capital costs of techni-
cal and trade school facilities,

In the area of education, as in
several areas, the program for equal
opportunity provides the structures
t0 take maximum advantage of
federal assistance,

To fight this program and, in the
same breath, to demand federal as-
gistance is to display real ignorance

in action — ignorance of federal
programs, and worse still, ignor-
ance of provincial programs — and

this, after two years of the commis-
sion study, two years of study of
the Byrne Report and one year of
study of the legislation,

This is not the ignorance of those
who could not find out, but the
ignorance of those who wouldn’t
listen, and wha still aren’t listening.

The Minister of Fealth has said
that industry and development are
actually coming to Saint John be-
cause of the Byrne Commission
recaommendations and the subse-
quent legislation which have re-
sulted in control of taxes and al-
JTowed industry and development to
plan with confidence. He has said
1t here in this house and in an elec-
tion campaign, and the people of
Saint John agreed with him.

Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD: Hear,
hear!

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM: In these
two days we have seen a strange
turnabout. The Financial Critic had
no statistics, the aspiring leader to
the opposition party was ‘'oversta-
tisticed”. As a matter of fact, he
used his statistics like a drunk uses
o lamp post, more for support than
iilumination, But if he had been
listening to his figures, there was
one statistic that shculd have been
illuminating,. He suggested that
New Brunswick’s share of federal
equalization payments dropped from
12.6% to 12.2%. Now I look forward
to the day when New Brunswick
has prospered to such an extent that
it will be equalized without federal
assistance.

If he understands the purpose of
equalization, it is to bring the low-
er up to the average, and the closer
we get to the average, the less we're
going to get in federal assistance.
1 look forward to that day when
New Brunswick is able to say, “We
are one of the have provinces, not
{he have-not.”

Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD: Hear,
hear!

Hon. Mr. MELDRUM: His {final
statistic was the one that indicated
we're approaching equality with the
rest of Canada. We want federal
assistance. We are prepared to take,
and this year have taken, the action
to set up the structures to “tool up”
for maximum federal assistance.

We are prepared to help our-
selves, to provide equality of oppor-
tunity to all, to provide the hope of
better education, better health and
welfare, betier municipal services.

There is a program. While the
prophets of doom and gloom moan,
we have raised teachers' salaries,
we are building new schools, and
more will come in the spring budg-
et. We are providing a new and
breader curticulum.
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No program? Ask the superin-
tendents of schools who have
worked so loyally to help get the
new school boards under way and
get ready for the greatesi advance
in education in New Brunswick in
years,

No program? Ask the school
boards who have had schools ap-
proved and those who are working
on the plans for new and enlarged
schools.

No brogram? Ask the teachers
who are taking extension and sum-
mer school courses to inerease their
qualifications and their salary un-
der the provineial scale.

New Brunswick has a program.
All of Canada recognizes it. We on
this side of the house are proud of
it. With this budget, we are able
to move from planning to action
on this far-reaching and far-seeing
program.

Motions of Supply

Mr. SPEAKER put the question
that supply be granted to Her Maj-
esty, and that the Speaker leave
the chair, with the house resolving
itself into commitiee of supply to
consider the sums to be granted to
Her Majesty.

. 'The motion was passed in the af-
firmative.

Cemmittee of Supply

Mr. GUERETTE took the chair
at the committee table.

fotions of Supply

Hon, Mr. DesBRISAY moved,
seconded by Hon. Mr. ROBI-
CHAUD, that supply be granted to
Her Majesty.

Hon. Mr. DesBRISAY moved, sec-
onded by Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD,
that the chairman leave the chair
and report the resolution.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the chair
when the committee rose.

Reports of Commts.

Mr. GUERETTE reported that the
resolution had been duly considered
and passed.

Motions of Supply

Hon. Mr. DesBRISAY moved, sec-
cnded by Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD,

that the house does agree with the
committee in the resolution that
supply be granted to Her Majesty.

Committee aof Whole
Mr, SPEAKER vacated the chair,
the house going into committee of
tbe wlhole to consider public Bills
Nos. 168, 169, 170, 171 and 172.
Mr. GUERETTE took the chair
al the committee table.

Bill .168

WMr. PATTERSON, after sec. 5 of
Bill 168 (Town of Oromocto) had
been‘read: Mr, Chairman, what is
the change from the present Act?

Hon. Mr. THERIAULT: Mr.
Chairman, the change simply allows
th_e government to appoint the com-
mussioner who was formerly ap-
pointed by the county council of
Sunbury.

Bill 169

Mr. BAXTER, after sec. 1 of Bill
169 (8.5, & E. Tax amdt.) had been
read: Mr. Chairman, may I refer
in particular to section 10¢h). My
comments will be very brief. Ac-
cording te this clause, medicaments
or drugs, unless prescribed, are not
exempt from this tax.

I think this is a gross mistake for

the following reasons: Number one,
it will not yield that much revenus
to the government that it will sub-
stantially count. The second point
is that there are a great many drugs
which do not require prescription
and upon which pecple who are ill
depend. I can think of one simple
example, and that is the drug
Aspirin, It is common; it is not a
cure, of course, but it is one of the
most remedial drugs known and
many people who are arthritic rely
upon it.

This is just one example to illus-
trate the lack of necessity to im-
pose this tax upon a fairly wide
range of drugs which are in com-
mon use and upon which people
who are chronically ill depend, I
see no’ need for imposing this tax
en this type of thing, and as I say
the revenue hardly warrants it. It
represents in simple, brief terms a
tax on illness and there is absolute-
ly no need for it.

In accordance with my views, I
would propose to amend Bill No.

Mr. Baxter —
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169 by deleting the words, “when
purchased on the prescription of a
medical practitioner, dentist or vet-
erinarian”, in lines one and two of
subsection (h) of section 10,

Mr. CHAIRMAN read the amend-
ment as proposed by Mr. Baxter.

Mr. STAIRS: Mr. Chairman, be-
fore you put the question, I would
like to concur with the remarks of
my colleague from Kings County
and say further that this particular
lack of exemption strikes hardest
-at the very old and the very young.
Among the very old persons, there
are a number today who find it
necessary to take so-called patent
‘medicines which do not under the
present situation require a prescrip-
tion from a doetor or a physician,
and T think that anyone who wishes
to check on this will find thal ithere
are a number of pensioners who
find it necessary ‘o take these
drugs. I think the doctors could
verify this.

Secondly, another thing it will
be hitting, of course, are those par-
ticular capsules, vitamins, additives
and so on which are supplied to
chiidren, particularly during the
winter months, dietary supple-
ments and that sort of thing which
are presently not under tax and
yet will be when this Act is pro-
-claimed. I agree with my colleague
‘{hat the revenue which would be
gained from it would be rather in-
consequential in connection with
the entire tax and yet, to some of
the people involved, it would be a
‘rather important expenditure, a
Tather bothersome one. I would
-therefore in all sincerity support
the amendment.

* Mr. CHAIRMAN put the guestion
‘and the amendment was defeated.
" -Mr. HORTON: Mr. Chairman, I
‘would like to make some remarks
‘on subsection (y). Why does not
ihe minister include the size range
‘in the exemption on children’s foot-
wear? This is an important section
and I think you should include the
gize range, because children's feet
‘today are growing and getting big-

ger. Would you please define them?

Hon. Mr. LeBLANC: This is done
-hy regulation, Mr. Chairman.

“Mr. STAIRS: Mr. Chairman, I am
‘riot in disagreement at all with my

colleague, but why have it on foot-

wear at all? As you recall, that is
the way it was originally, but in
1960 it was removed from footwear
of all nature, both adult and other-
wise.

Hon. Mr. RICHARD (Kent): We
know that and we know too that in
1960 the premium tax on hospital-
ization was removed.

Mr. STAIRS: It is very interest-
ing to hear the comments of the
Minister of Public Works. They are
always enlightening, if not always
correct.

Hon. Mr. ROBICHAUD: That is
not very consistent.

Mr. STAIRS: With your permis-
sipn, Mr. Chairman, I find it very
difficult — I am a tired boy — I
find it very difficult to stand and
I hope that I won't get too much
heckling if I finish my remarks
and sit down again, I don’t proposa
to take the advice of the Minister
of Education who apparently knows
some people who lean on lamp
posts. 1 don’t happen tc know any-
one in that class. :

Nevertheless, on this business of
shoes with the size class and so on,
1 think there are some people who
are going to need this tax removed
very badly because, if I know some
of them who sit on your right, they
are going to be doing a lot of walk-
ing very shortly, and I suggest that
you relieve their problem by taking
the tax off shoes.

Hon. Mr. LEVESQUE: Look after
YOur own.

Mr. BAXTER: Mr. Chairman,
does the Minister of Municipal Af-
fairs have any idea what type of
regulation he would enact in order
to confine the tax on footwear to
children’s sizes?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you asking
that question of the Minister of
Municipal Affairs? )

Mr. BAXTER: Who introduced
this one? Oh, yes, the Provincial
Secretary. Joe, I keep {forgetting
you changed spots,

Hon. Mr. LeBLANC: Mr, Chair-
man, in our regulation they will
remain the same as they were be-
fore: “Children’s footwear meaning
shoes, overshoes, rubher hoots, leg-
gings, slippers for children up to

size 6 for boys and up to size 3 in-
clusive for girls.”

Mr. BAXTER: We'll have to go
back to wooden shoes.



