
3380 COMMONS
The Budget-Mr. Kuhl

ride free on Trans-Canada Air Lines. If one
rnay judge from what my hion. friends con-
tend, it rnust follow that because things are
nationalized we would get those services a
good deal cheaper, and .perhaps even free of
charge. But there is no indication of that
at the present tîrne. Theni, so far as effective-
ness of administration is concerned, I con-
tend that private administration is infinitely
better than public.

At this point I should like to elaborate
briefly on what I have described as false
charges, the first of which was that private
enterprise has failed, because it does flot pro-
vide ernployment. I hesitate to repeat many
of the things i have said on previous occa-
sions; but despite the fact that I have repeated
myseif hion. members continue te say that the
purpose of private enterprise is to ýprovide
jobs. As I have said before, so long as they
are geing to insist upon that statement, I
shall continue to insist that that is flot the
purpese of private enterprise. I have already
saîd that the charge that it does flot provide
jobs is a false one, because it is not responsible
for ernployrnent. That is where our Liberal
and Conservative frîends faîl into the socialist
trap. They assume on behaif of private enter-
prise the obligation to provide jobs; and they
know riglit wvell it cannot be done, that pri-
vate enterprise cannot absorb ail the people
of the nation to the extent of eighit hours a
day or more. Sure]y they mnust know that
from past experience. Yet they accept that
responsibility; and when the C.C.F. corne
along and say, "Well, look what happened in
the days before the war; we had private enter-
prise and look at the unemployment," my hion.
friends of the Conservative and Liberal par-
ties have ne answer; they sirnply sit there
and take it. They should have an answer,
but they neyer will until they have the social
credit answer, which is that private enter-
prise is not responsible for ernployment. The
only function and purpose of industry is to
produce goods, wvbether it takes fewv or many
nian-hours.

The other day I placed on record a quota-
tion with respect to objectives, on this suh-
ject. I arn geing to do se again, and I arn
going to continue to do se until the thought
penetrates the understanding of hion. mcm-
bers. I arn going te quete Major Douglas
once more.

Mr. CAMPBELL: Who is hie?

Mr. KUHL: Major Douglas is a man whe
hias concentrated more thought, more intelli-
gencc. rnore %,Lion and more realisrn in one
sentence than the bion. member bias in aIl the
speeches hie hias ever delivered. In his book
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entitled "Monopoly of Credit", Major
Douglas lias this te say on the subject of
inclustry and empîcyrnent, at page 116:

In attacking an engineering problern the first
point we settie, with as imucli exactniess as
possible, is our, objective. No engineer observer
cf the discussions which take place in political
and iay circles on the industrial probleins cf
the prescrnt day cari fail te be struck w itli the
fact that the probleni itself is rarely stated
w ith any clearuiess. For instance. the lpara-
nieuiit diffleîîlty cf the industrial systeni is
coniîîîoiîly expre."ed as that of uuieînployînent.
Therefore the suggestion involved is that the
in(lustrial systern exists to provide ernploynient,
and fails. Those who are engaged in the actual
conduct cf industry, however, are speciflcally
concerneil te obtaiin a given output with a

nimumiiii cf emiplonment, and in fact, a decreas-
ing aniocunt cf enîipîcyment. Consequently, these
who are talkzing about industry anI those w-ho
are conducting industry have in their rninds
objcctives ichîel are dianietrically opposed and
inconipatible.

In view of what the Minister of Finance bas
said about agreeing on objectives, I think this
is one staternent on which hie sheuld meditate
seriously. As I said enly a few days ago in
accordance with this statement, we are pre-
suming te atternpt te go in two opposite dir-
ections at the sarne time on this subject of
ernployrnent. On the one hand, we do every-
thing possible te encourage the substitution of
more and more power rnachinery, better mach-
inery, more efficient machinery, and before
long we are going te use stornie energy. On
the one hand, we are doing everything we can
te dispiace the man-hours of work, and we
have achieved a great des] in that resp)ect in
a very few years. Yet on the other hand, what
(Io we find? People continually suggest and
urge that we must put people te work. On
the one hand, we are putting them eut of
work; on the other hand we say we mnust put
thern te work. lowv is it possible I say, te go
in olpesite directions at the saine time? To
rny Libers] and Conservative friends aIl I
wisb te say on that score is that, unless they
are prepared te alter their attitude on this sub-
ject cf unemployment, they must expect the
socialist charge which is laid against them.
Thierefore I say that, te be reasonable and
logical, it should net be suggested that private
cuterprise is responsible for previding jobs for
anyone, because it is responsible for produc-
tion only. Se that I say we should concentrate
on the matter of production and forget about
the jobs, whether it takes jobs or net. The
thing we are interested in is production, ne
matter how many or how few jobs it gives.

The second charge whichi I have said I con-
sidered faIse is the charge that industry
refus~es te develop the ns tural reseurces. I
bave peiîîted eut already that in the days
prier te the war we lbad a virtual flood of


