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experience a return to unregullaled
industry and 10 the wastefu i comn-
petitive svstem, ai leasi in part. But
wýhîIe this reaction may take place
in directions of temporary character,

*there are other directions in N-which
WGovernment control xviii have shown

itseif so superior as to suggest its con-
tinuation. May w\\e flot expect that
if these activities are successfully car-
ried on there xviii be arguments de-

4eoped for carrying on ai leasi soine
of themn beyond the war?

The, cont roi of public uitilities has
been under discussion long before the
war, and now we shall gain experience
as to how efficientiv thc Government
can manage enterprises such as rail-
roads, shipping, minit ion \vork,
,mines, not to mention the food con-
trol and control of profits.

Before the war il, would have heen
by most statesmen co)nsidlered Uto-
pian to undertake to regulate, as we
dIo now, production, distribution, and
even consumption. Nomy, we al-,tempt ail these things, ctiing out
competition as a factor in reguiaiing
prices and substituting a co-operative
svs tema. Are we bound to return to

tewasteful system of competition?
Or shal w'e hiave learned that, at
least as far as the natural resources
that are exhaustibie are concerned,
communal -management is the only
rational method.

There 'is no doubt that the war and
its inciden-Lai requirements have fort-
cd us into abandoning at, ieast tem-
porarily long-cherished theories of in'-
dividua ai vsus communal fiinctions;
and the opportunity for making the
change permanent, for making radi-
cal changes in industriai and economic
c-onditions after the w ar, wîil neyer
be better, provided the opportunity
is seized immediately and the pendu-
hum is flot allowed to swing back too

* ar Will Competition Lessen?

For many of the Government ac-
tivities which the war has developed
convincing arguments can be brought
for-ward in favor of abandoning themn
tof more or lesg unrestrieted, private
clitcrprise aiIter the exigencies of the
W.ar, whichcalledthemn into existence,

have ceased; but w,\e may assume thai
the generai attitude favorable to an
extension of Government functions
,viii remain and the public interesi
xviii more than heretofore i>t cotisât-
ered in the nexv adjusiments.

Can we not make use of this atl-
titude in furthering the public inter-
esis in our own speciai business--the
conservative use and managemen t
of our forest resources? Is it not

imeiy to point out that, if any-where,
in the handling of these resouirces
communal interest is paramouit, ,ind
<aiis for Government control?

The arguments for suich State con-
trol are familiar bo voi. Thev nmav
hie summed up in one setne iame-
Iy. that forestry- the maýnagemnit of
forests for continue([ produiction iS
flot attractive business; for private
enterprise for varionis reasonis.

At aniy rate, the idea of osing 011t
forest resources so as [o produce, con-
tinuous wood crops hais so far gýaîned
littie acceptance in Americat.ý nionc ai
ail among the hoiders of the bik of
our remaining standing timber. In-
deed, %we may agree wiih Coolidge*s
statéenn, th'at "indivîdmil oNNnershî
has proved emiînently uneconomîca I.
and even destrutive,-( of the permianent
productivîty" of their ans Ile
does not, howev-\er, draw theý proper
conclusion when decia' ring that -thereý
is no economie necessi ty for Stit e pro-
duction of timber."

SNor do wNe igree with Professor
Toumaey, who aiso pins his hope on

priate ownership, althouigh admit-
tigthat -il is far more impo rtant to

the nation that the second 4gro\vth be
adequately, safegutarded than il, is tou
the individui."

P>rofils 100 Far Distant
He proposes -by liberal tax iw

and technical assistance to help the
private owner lu attain a protectcd
reproduction, etc."

We, on the other hand, do not
believe that there can be enough in-
centive created by these meains for
private forestry,.

In vain have -w\e striven for decrades
Lu in1teresiý tHe im rmnand I;M-
beriand owner Mn a more Conservalîve
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