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it goes, but it does flot go nearly far enough.
In fact, it stops practically where it ought
to start.

The war caused the expansion of tbe research
council's work. What for? To help Canada
and ber allies te win the war. The close of
the war ought to cause the expansion of the
council's work. What for? To help Canada
and her allies win the .peace. Shall we consider
the act for a few moments ini the light of
that state of affairs? In order to do so, shall
we ask ourselves this most challenging
question: What is the problem which, above
ail other problems, needs to be solved in order
that Canada, should aid ber allies in winning
the peace? After answering that question to
our satisfaction, Jet us ask this other question:
Does this act apparently envisage the earrying
on of such investigations by the national
research coun-cil as would enable Canada, to
solve that problerm?

To bclp the united nations win the peace.
the counceil ought to study the problemns of
social science, the problem of hon' te enable
maekind to live together. Surely that musrt
be obvious. The science of producing goods
and services has already progrcssed se far that
production bas far out.strippcd con5qumption.
It bad done se fiftcen years age. Canadians
do not know bon' to distribute fully what
tbhey bave now learned to proýduce; yet this
act is apparently te roncentrate on the
problema of greater production and te give
ne attention Whatsoever te the problcm of
consumption or distribution.

Any governmeet that is willing to face
realities realistically should bave provided tbat
its research council sbould concentrate much
of its effort upon the problemn of bew to dis-
tribute. Recently it bais been said that tbe
science of living together bas lagged far be-
bind. It is well said. Then let us by al
means bring up to date our social science or
science of living together.

Even before the war Canada needed a new
method of distribution. Wlhat caused tbe
depression which blighited this nation in tbe
ten years proceding the war? What caused it
if net the fact that we had learned how to
produce more than wo could distributo? An
hon. member will recaîl, it n'as commonly said
in those days t.hat we biad overproduction.
After the word had been used for about five
years, someone suggested that we ought te say
underconsumption instead of overproduction.
That was the wise thing to say under the
circumstances.

During the war our productive capacityý
expanded tremendously, and te ne man in
Canada will history accord more honlour for
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that acbievement than te the Minister of
Reconstruction and Supply (Mr. Hewe), who
is now piloting this bill tbrough tbe bouse.
Tbe figures which have been used rather cern-
monly are these, that during the Iast year of
the war Canada was producing n-ine billion
dollars' worth of goods in a year. If that
seems te the minister net the right figure ho
might interjeet a correction, but, as I recail,
those are the figures wbich were used by the
Bank of Canada.

Surely, new that the war is oer, the neces-
sity fer a now and scientific method of distri-
bution, is greatly aggravated. If we needed
such a method hefere the war, how mauch
greater is our need now? This was true even
befere the discovery of atomic energy. To use
the abundance rtesultinýg from the industrial
employmont of atomie energy, we sirnply must
have a scientifie method of distribution. Great
numbers of machines have nover been per-
mitted te cerne inte use because they would
have thrown se many mon eut of employ-
ment that the millions of the world would
bave been, thron'n inte chaos. W7hat an in-
conceivable number of mon are likely te be
threwn eut of work by the industrial use of
atemnie enorgy, the mind really dreads te con-
template. What unimaginable chaos weuld
result fromn tbe stupendeus production attain-
able throiigh the use of atemie energy, coupled
with the tragically ineffective distribution sys-
tomn which bas afflicted mankind and still
prev~ails, one recoils from considering.

Te illustrate how serieus the situation is
for the werld, mnay I refer te a statemeet
made during the war by the late Prosident
Roosevelt? As I recaîl it, ho made the state-
ment in October, 1944. Ho said that after
the war ho wanted the United States te Elnd
sixty million jobs by trebling ber experts of
goeds inte the markets of the world. In ether
words, the United States was planning te
expert sixty millions of ber unempleyed and
distribute tbem bither and yen among tbe
populations of the lielpless peoples with
whom she traded. Tbat fact is tragie, is it
net? If under the systemn we were using,
the United States foît she bad te expert
eneugh goods te give sixty million unem-
pleyed a job, wbat can be said of Britain
and Canada? Wbat must their needs be? The
United States is one of the most fortunate
nations on the face of the eartb. She is prac-
ticahly self-sufficient; she bas ever 130 mil-
lions of people; she bas an industrial equip-
ment second te none in the world; she bas
a transportation system adequate te tbe
carrying te and fro of ail her geods te ber
people; sbe has financial strength wbich


