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could becomc completely solf-sufficiont; is not that in a
nut-shell whct chhnqcraﬁy stands for? A. With the
cxception of the inforcnce thup might be drawn, you said that
Tcchnocracy would stcp in. i V
<. Well, that was perhaps an unfortunate choice of
terms ané is not quite accurate; the sct-up thet Technocracy
advocated would takc over. A. Not by the Technocrats.
Onc¢ of our esscntials wus --
MR. ANDERSCN: Howard Scott was to bc the Dictator of
thc Continent?
WITNESS: No.
) not '
MR. BINCE: That might/have been in the minds of the
~members, but it might have becn in the mind of Howard Scott.
MR. ANDERSON: I think probebly you arc correct therc.
MR. BINCE: In this magazine which we rcferred to
before, which was thc last onc issucd becausc it was banncd,
this statcment was contained:
"The dceision of the political lcaders of the Dominion
of Canada on peacc or war, conscription or voluntary
enlistment, will have no effcct on the stand of
Technocracy Inc. Technocracy h=s stated its position,
the semc position on the question of foreign war that
it has alwafs held gince its inceptions = Tcchnoeracy Ingc.
stands resdy with the blueprints for the New Amorica --";
it reitcrates its stund on foreign wars and objects to any
part of North Anérica eithcr sending mcn veluntarily or by
conscription, or sending suppliecs or materizls to Europc to
fight any warse. Now, sinéo that timc you szy that Technocracy
has changed its attitude with respcet to the present wer;
that is correct, isn't 1t? '
WITNESS: It has chenged its attitude as régards --
MR. BINCE: Thc nccessity for fighting.
WITNESS: Right. WHe have always maintained that when North



