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“Canada’s Welfare”

< SA“ the “Colonist” (Jan. 21, 1925) *‘Can-

o

- ‘ada’s future welfare lies in more work, and

Yess talk; in less government ; in constant and
unremitfing applieation of our own efforts.’”” The
““Colonist” either means what it says; or it doesn'’t.
But if it'does, the remedy rules out the majority of
the Canadian population. For we presume the ‘‘Col-
onist’’ ‘presupposes the observance of ‘‘law and
order.”” But ‘‘law and order’’ is—unremitting gov-
ernment, implacably relentless against the ‘‘appli-

- -¢ition -of onr own efforts.”’ for why?

Take the unemployed of Victoria for instanee.
The ‘“Colonist’* dares not say publicly ‘‘ they are too
lazy to work,’”’ or ‘‘they are mot willing to work.”’
And if it did it would be a belated lie. Yet although
willing to work they are idle and poverty stricken.
Why? How are they to apply ‘‘their individual ef-
forts?’’ Cultivate the land? But the land earries
notiee to keep off, on pain of prosecution. Go log-
¢ing inthg@nuf But injunetions advise respect

““no admittance.’”” What. op-
'iuﬂuleuerbulzx4ontﬁts! Then
“possible,  But where! Bvery-
he Jength and breadth of “dur

s Srpmodiet, WORHEREE mopre I

ownied and operatéd entirely for the advantage and
profit of the capitalist class. So that in the terms
of “law and order’’ ‘‘individual effort’’ is not pos-
sible. for the Canadian majority. Therefor the Can-
adian majority are the slaves of ‘‘law and order.”’
That js, subject to the will of Capitalist Government.
For why?

" Obviously, when the ‘‘Colonist’’ advocates ‘‘less
govermment’’ it does not mean any relaxation of
government as applied to the elamorous needs of the
slaves of Canadn. Instead, it means a lessening of
the onus of government for the benefit of the gover-

* ” nors (the eapitalist elass). who alone bear its incid-
- ence. Cousequently, in the terms of capital, the ‘‘in

tensive’’ application of our own businessmen ‘‘to
our own affairs’’ means le of the capital-
- .ist owners of Canada’s resource, to produce com-

,.mediﬁllu cheaply; and- to find markets to dispose
dhtﬂ advantageously as the ecapitalist owners

W To do this means fundamentally,
y Iabor (regurdless of the price of wages).

' Therefore, “‘individual effort’ is the effort of cap-
:wm to. chel.pen eompetition.

‘‘Less

g ﬁhid&the expléitation of
ﬂ»withmtfenot contra-

Go into the-tamber mills? But * ¢ shundence.

-

perty in the social means of life, for private profit.
(Capitalist wealth is formmlated in Capital eommodi-
ties. Those commodities are exchanged, and the pro-
fit embodied in them in production is then realised
in exechange. But those commodities, thus exchang-
¢, represent produets for which the labor that pro-
duced them received mo equivalent. That-is why
capitalist wealth consists essentially in bonds and
title deeds. Because those deeds constitute the right
to appropriate the products of labor. - That is why
capitalist countries measure their weatth in exports.
Because it is only in exchange that the profit-in the
produet ean be ebtained. Not by any ‘‘smart Alex’’
dealing on the open market, That is why inereasing
exports aréinereasingly neeessary to capitalist pros-
perity. If dabor received the equivalent' value of
its produetion there would be no eommedities to
export; begause there could be no profit in the bus-
iness." If labor received that equivalent there eould
only be production for use, unstinted in its beunty
Fundamenitally, therefor, business is
nothing more than traffie in stolen goods. That is
why the interest of master and slave is diametrically
opposed. That'is why madéiter and slave esnnot pros-
per together. ‘and that is why, under the terms of
apitalist produetion, the 8 | poople of Canada
If the aeribe of the ‘' Gazette” found himself in
the merciless clutehes of the mineral eompanies of
Canada he would probgbly reconsider his individual-
ist self complaceney. H he were chained—by the
most compellmg neeessity of slavery to the whirring
wheels of mdnxtry, he would probably long for some-
thing more than the laissez faire of bourgeois prop-
perity. If H& were farming the baldheaded prairie
under the necessary bonds of finance and machine
companies, he would probably find a new use for his
vote. If he were logging with the broadshouldered
giants of the woods, in the competitive terms of
necessity he would probably worry but -little on

. tariff and taxes. .If he were eompelled.to toe the

Jine with the hefty sons alongshere, grimy in the
dust of its clamorous fury and demeaned with its
desultory idleness, he would probably agree with
the ““Colonist’’ in a quite other sense, that the ‘‘less
government’’ there was, the better. And if he

-were—as the flotsam of slavery must ever be—flung

hither afid yon on the changeful tides of profiteering
property, he would find that dire want and eagerness
to work; willing hands and neeessitous inopportun-
ity were the ecommonest of assoeiations, even in Can-
ada, and that whoever or whatever his ‘‘anchange-
lic premier’’ might eonsider, it would most certainly
not be him. B

Nor need the scribes dream t.hey escape those

conditions because of their superior ability. We do

- not question their ability. It may even be superior—

though it does not'manifest itself. But it is no ques-

- tion- of ability. Or of-thrift or personal industry.

"t 1§ primarily and mostly a question of
W A conditioning wholly beyond
moiﬁnnhxg of the individual. The

‘ o ey ' S - < Mr—«u-—'

the misinterpreted illusions of the unknown West.
Finance and land companies; timber and minerals;
railway agd shipping companies; government and
colony—the whole interwoven complex of modern
production—have flooded Canada, as they have
flooded all lands, undeveloped, with labor misin-
formed ; uncultured ; inexperienced in the mysteries
of “‘business.’”” A labor absolutely necessary for the
exploitation of the natural resources which capital
has, by priority appropriated to itself.
ated neither by thrift nor by industry, but by law
and oeccagion. Not by single labor, or personal
achievement, or foreseeing enterprise; but by power
and by gift; by combination and by the growth of
social inerement. That is how the H. B. and the
C.P.R. and the Canadian banks and industries flour-
ished and succeeded. By dppropriating the natural
resources of the country to themselves, by the legali-
ties of parliamentary procedure and exploiting their
holdings through wage labor and social achievement.
By the exploitation of natural resource, by means of
exploited wage slaves—that is the one and only way
that capitalist fortunes can be ‘‘made’ and eapital-
ist accumulations built up to become, in their turn,
mighty engines of a yet more extengive exploitation.

But the e expropriated lmnngrm m hp‘,”&,. it

“ehante whatsoéver to own, by &E exéPeise of

and. industry and application, mines or toresta, or
railroads or banks, and but little of the land and its
abundance. They are only driven wage _slaves,
blind to their slavery. Driven because they are
blind. They “‘prosper’’ only as Capital benefits by
their.toil. They are tax-payers only as labor is the
fundament of all wealth. And they are ‘‘free’’ of
the resource. of the country, only as that resource is
‘‘free’’ to the operations of capitalist accumulation.
The resources have all been staked off, long ago, as
the private domain of powerful monopolies. And
like the dead in Christ they await the resurrection
of the world market, for their new glorification. We
think—as vainly. And our scribe is by no means
sanguine.

Says he: ‘‘If the businessmen .
country, they will soon . . be replaced by others
who can.”” Exactly. Hence to smooth the way of
“‘businessmen’’ is the duty of government. That
is perfectly correct. To clear away the obstaeles for
the success of the ruling class is the sole function of
government. His remedies are significant—protec-
tion, economy, tax reduction. In the present way of
things that trinity is the mene tekel on the feasting
halls of capital. Capitalist progress means increas-
ing exports Exports mean Imperialist expansion.
And Imperialism means a burden of wealth—as ex-
pressed to the capitalist, but of debt as expressed to
aocmty—whwh paralyses the underlying support
of industry.~ Economy means the economy of ecapi-
talist property. That is, economy in capitalist pro-
duction and distribution. Hence ecapitalist economy
THeans ever growing masses of nnunployment an
ever falling class standard of livmg ‘and consequen-
tly; an ever lessening effect of purchasing power.
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