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administration of systems of finance, can he
considered in themselves a complete solution
of ail or any of our modem human problems.

It is for these reasons that I urge the
necessity of having a competent branch of
research into sociological questions joined
with researches into other branches of science.
Each view held by the various parties in this
house, however valuable, is only a partial
view of a greater reality to which we are ahl
striving to attain. The only way that that
reality can be achieved or even seen is by
the impartial approach of the scientific mind.
A.ç long as we are stirred wifh emotionaiismn
and racialismn and ahl the prejudices of the
past it will be difficuit for this parliament to
find scientifie solutions of the economic, social
and political problems of this country.

Mr. NORMAN JAQUES (Wefaskiwin):
1 have listened wif h intcrest to the debate
this afternoon, and there are two or three
remarks I wish f0 make, mostly arising from
the ideas expressed by members of the group
to my immediate right. They seema to assume
as so many do to-day, that science bias the
answer to evcry question and that you have
only to get larger and larger aggregaf ions of
people and then you can solve larger and
larger problems. But surely if is fundamen-
taily true that life is not a science and thaf
science is not the answer to life; if is not
the explanation of it. So I cannot assent
f0 the idea thaf ail we have to do to solve our
probicms is to set up huge bureaucracies and
hand over f0 fhem our responsibilities as
individuais, and they wilI automatically find
fhe solutions, much as we can turn out
material fhings by mass production. Surely,
if any fact is truc, if is that aIl the greafest
and ail fhe most beneficial discoveries in
this world have been made by individuals.
Thaf is as frue to-day as if bias always been.
You could gather together ail the expert
feachers of English grammar and form an
English bureau, and is there any likelihood
fbat thev couid produce any worth-while
liferature? We owe the art of poefry to such
humble people as Rlobert Burns. So wifh
music; for instance, suîppose you assembled
ail the music feachers in Canada and formed
fhem info a bureau and set them f0 work, is
if likely fhat thcy would produce a single bar
of worth-whiie music? Ail fhe music which is
worfh listening to fo-day hias been produced
by men who have been inspired as human
individuais and flot as scientific machines.
Thiat is fhe point I wish f0 make.

One of the books I havc read on the afomie
homh lias been quofed to-day, and apparently
the scientisfs w ho have produccd fhis terrible
weapon presume-and if sccms that others
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are willing f0 aiiow them to presume-that
they are the ones wbo are f0 fell us how
and when this weapon is f0 be used. 0f
course, if fakes scientifie training f0 produce a
bomb; but ivbat I want f0 make clear is that
the greatest scientist who ever lived is no
more competent to say when fhat bomb shall
be used than is the most humble man on the
street. More than that, if individuals were
left f0 their own devices, if is not likeiy that
fhey would have produced such an cvii fhing
as the atomie bomb. If fook billions of dol-
lars,' and hundreds of scienfists, and they
ccased f0 be human individuais and became
scientific automatons. If is they wbo pro-
duced fhe atomie bomb; if is they who pre-
sumne f0 fell the worid how if should be used;
and if we do nof ohey their dictafes we shahl
be bluwn off the face of the earth.

Ail human progress bias been made through
the divine revelations made f0 individuals.
Science is no answer f0 the major problems
that confront the world to-day. XVe have te
go back f0 first principles, f0 Christian prin-
ciples. Without that the world is lost.

Recenfiy a book bas been sent me 'The
Anatoimy of Peace," and flic very purpose of
if 15 f0 pr-ove that Cbristianity bias utterly
failed and cannof help flic world out of ifs
prescat troubles. I would nef say anything
if fhe vicws thaf appear in that book repre-
senfd only the opinion of its author. but the
book is endorsed by numbers of public men
in the Unifed States. I wvili not mention
their names, but I might say that one was
a scient hf who was referred f0 this affernoon.
Professor Einstein. That, I helieve, is the
chief trouble with flic world to-day. If
fhinks fliaf science can solve the preblems of
the werld when only a return te Christian
principles can save us from the disasters wif h
which we are faced.

Mr. ANGUS MacINNIS (Vancouver East):
I did net intend f0 take part in this debate,
anud I do so onl.v in ri-(v to fhe ia-.t qp,aker
(Mr. Jaques), who lias ascribed f0 this part y
certain views ani attitudes which w'e do nlot
hîold. 11e stated we beiieved thiaf ail that
was necessary te have a perfect world w as te
have larger and larger aggregat ions of people
corne tegether and appoint wlîat lie cails
hureaucraf s over them, and everytliing wouid
hc fine. I de not think if is necessarv for me
te refute this idea. The lion. memlxer wlîo
prceded the last speaker made if as clear as
it couid pessibly be made thaf we do nef
helieve fhiat anvene bias a corner on abselufe
viue 1 thuit (ollectivbii s flot a ý'îtficiînt
;îusw r by itself te the present prohlems of
flic world. and that cerfainly individuali Z is
nef a sutficient answer te those problems.


