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the state, in addition to ail the so-called
socially necesary machinery of production.
This must include ail that is needed in order
to supply the food, the fuel, the clothing and
the housing of a nation. Those certainiy are
ail socially necessary requirements, and the
suggestion that is beîng made by this new
party, the Cooperative Commonwealth Fed-
eration, is that ail these things, as weil as
ail agencies of transportation and communi-
cation which are essentiai factors in produc-
tion shall be immediately transfe.rred to the
ownership and active management of the state.

I submit that the simplest way ta get a
true perspective of that proposai is to ask
ourselves at once how this parliament, this
goverament or any gavernment that may be
in office in Canada at any tirne wouid ever
cunceivably carry out a proposai of that kind.
At the present time we have before us a very
considerable problern in the possession of only
one great publie service utiiity, that is, the
national railway system, and it comprises but
one-haif the railways of this country. UndeT
this proposai ail the railways would corne
immediately into the possession of the state,
and in addition ail other agencies of trans-
portation by land and ýby sea. We would have
the state managing, of necessity, ail the duf-
erent agencies that are used for the trans-
portation of the commodities necessary to
supply human needs, for they are a part of
the sociaiiy necessary machinery of produc-
tion. According ta this prograni ail these are
ta be taken over and managed by the state.

I must say, Mr. Speaker, that 1 do not
believe the thing is possible for ane moment.
I cannt conceive any intelligent man or
waman in the country for a moment believing
that the goverament of Canada couid im-
mediately-because that is what the resolu-
tien calis for-takze over what is meant by
the sociaiiy neoessary means of production
and adrninister them on the part of the state.
Assume, however, 'that such a thing were
possible. Wouid conditions thcriEaiter be any
better than thcy are now? If wc had ail the
great industries of the country controiled by
the state to-day, do hon. memibers believe
that conditions wotild bc botter for the groat
nmasses of the people than is the case at the
present tume? We niay admit that conditions
are bad now; we must admit it. W~e cannot
have the hundreds of thousands of unem-
ployed thora are, without knowing conditions
are bad, but have wve any guaran'tee that if
the staite wero controiling everything con-
ditions wouid nat be infinitcly worse? If
state ownership andi contrai is going ta be
the answer ta aur probiems, wby cannat the
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state et present make aur national railwaYs
pay? Why cannot they fill up ail the blanks
in the rajiiway field by taking on inereasing
numbers of unemployed and giving theni
employment? I need not elaborate the point.
It must be apparent that an attempt ta
socialize the variaus industries of the country
or ta nationalize production and distribution
as a whoie will simply have the effect of
drying up the lifebiood af industry itseif.

May I ask this aIl-important question: Who
is goýing ta select the leaders of this new state
which is ta, control everything? After ail,
there must be someone at the head of it, and
if ail industries are ta be managed by the
state, who is going ta choose the different
heads af the variaus industries? Haw are
they ta be seleoted? On what basis are they
ta be seiected? We are ta do away with
the institution of private property-because
that is the proposaI; we are also ta do away
with the systern af rewards for services
rendered, as they have been made in the
past and are being made at the present time.
Indeed, that is the significance of the quaiify-
ing words the resalution contains. Stop for
a moment and think what the method af
production at prcsent is. Necessariiy there
are different contributing factors, of wvhich
land is one, using the word in the broad sense
ta include ail resources. Labour is another
contribuiting factor; capital is another, and
manageriai abiiity is a iourth. These four
factors, working together with and as a part of
the community, produce the weal.h of human
society in the fanm af variaus products, and
under the present system they get their re-
wards in d;fferent ways. Labour gets its
reward in the form ai wages, capital in the
fanm ai interes, and manageriai ability in
the forma of salaries. The community at large
gets its reward. I presumne, in the supply of
essential commodities and in somne contrai of
prices. These rewards are ail by a pracess
known as distribution, taken out af the pro-
ceeds of total production ta whieh the original
parties ta production have can'tributed. Under
the socialist plan, propo-ed by hon. members
who support the resolution, these rewards wiii
no longer ho based an the present method af
vaiuing service according ta the nature of
andi the deinand for it, but on sanie artificial
standiard wbieh is ta be invented by the state
itsehf. There is ta be no more interest under
sociaiism; there is ta be no more rent, and
no more profits ta managers. The oniy thing
that is ta remain is that evcryone wiii get
sanie remunmeratian from the state in the f on
of wvages. But how are those wages ta be de-
termined? One assumption might be the


