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What 2>oed. The CCF Stand For?

How would the CCF use power? Where does it stand on pri-

vate enterprise? Does it want the State to run everything?

What is its policy on war debts, social services, postwar recon-

struction? Here are the answers to 33 vitally important ques-

tions by M. J. Coldwell, the CCF leader.

THE Co-operative Commonwealth Fed-
eration is now one of the major poli-

tical parties in Canada. No matter what
his views may be in regard to the CCF,
every thoughtful Canadian should under-
stand what this party would do if it ever
formed a Government in this country.
Most thoughtful Canadians do not know
that yet.

At the head of the CCF is M. J. Cold-
well, one of the outstanding figures in our
Parliament and a man who would be an
outstanding figure no matter what party
he belonged to. In private life he is a man
of singular charm and fine integrity. I

do not agree with all Mr. Coldwell's ideas
but I respect his advocacy of them. And
I think it highly important that they should
be clarified so that the Canadian people
may examine and reach an opinion about
them.

It was suggested to Mr. Coldwell, there-
fore, that he let there be submitted to him
a series of questions designed not to ex-
press particular views or to argue with the
CCF but simply to elucidate the CCF pol-

icy on specific and practical public issues.

To this Mr. Coldwell agreed. He placed
no restrictions on the questions to be ask-
ed. No comment whatever is attempted on
Mr. Coldwell's replies. The questions and
replies follow:

(1) Question—There is a good deal of
confusion in the country as to what the CCF
stands for. It has been suggested there is

also a degree of confusion in the official

literature of the CCF. For example the
Regina Manifesto of 1933, the original
platform of the party, contains definite
proposals for the socialization of various

industries and services. Later declara-

tions and particularly your own pronounce-
ments would seem to fall rather short of

the long-term policy stated in the Regina
manifesto. This manifesto says you would
socialize monopolistic industries, the bank-
ing system, the mining and forest indus-

tries and even such services as the delivery

of milk and bread. Would the CCF do
this immediately after taking office and,

if not, how long would it require to put
this broad program of socialization into

effect?

Answer—The questions which have
been put to me together coyer the

whole field of national and interna-

tional, economic, political and social

problems which democratic socialist

movements like the CCF and the labor

parties in the British Commonwealth
seek to solve by their philosophy and
programs. Obviously the specific so-

lution to a specific technical problem
will depend in large measure on the

precise circumstances of the time. To
deal fully and adequately with every
point raised would require a large-

sized book. In the present instance it

is, therefore, possible only to outline

in very general terms the position of
the CCF on the various questions
raised.

I welcome this opportunity of clari-

fying the CCF position. I wish to em-
phasize that the CCF is a democratic
movement in the full sense of the
term. Our program and policies are



not laid down by any leader but by
the party through its conventions and,

between conventions, through its Na-
tional Council and Executive. The fol-

lowing are, therefore, not only my
personal views and convictions but
those of the published statements of

the CCF, and of the other national

officers of the party.

Question (1) is wrong in seeming
to assume that there has been any con-

fusion between the original Regina
Manifesto and any later pronounce-
ments either by myself or by the party

as a whole. The Manifesto was and
remains a statement of the basic prin-

ciples of the CCF. It is, however, a

statement of long-range view whereas,
particularly since the outbreak of the

war, my explanations of CCF policy

have dealt mainly with some of the

fundamental immediate issues in the

planning and control of Canadian ec-

onomy.

The second point that must be kept
in mind regarding the CCF program
of socialization is that we anticipate

socialization of more than one kind.

Thus there will be some industries

which will be socialized on a national

scale — for example, transportation,

communications and the like. There
will be others such as electric power
which it may be more advantageous
to socialize on a provincial scale. Still

other sections of the economy such as

the distribution of milk, bread and
coal might be brought under munici-
pal bwnership and direction. More-
over we visualize and welcome the

possibility of social ownership through
co-operative organization in certain

fields, such as the field of the distri-

bution of goods to the consumer. In-

deed the development of co-operative
endeavour would modify the propo-
sals suggested in the preceding refer-

ences. It is important to bear these al-

ternatives in mind. The CCF does not
propose an over-burdening bureau-
cracy at one centre but, on the con-
trary, would seek to decentralize the
ownership and control as far as pos-
sible without injuring the national

plan and the national welfare. Rapid
development of co-operative owner-
ship would simplify this problem.

To answer Question (1) more dir-

ectly, obviously it is not possible to

contemplate the complete transforma-
tion of a complex economic system in

24 hours after the CCF takes office.

Obviously too it is impossible to say
how long exactly it would require to

achieve the full program of the CCF.
I should think that the complete
achievement of the program would
probably take a generation. However
there are certain key industries con-
trol of which automatically brings
about control over the economy as a
whole

;
The financial machinery, trans-

portation, electric power and large
monopolies are such key industries.

As a fundamental step the CCF pro-
poses in the Manifesto and in all sub-
sequent literature the socialization of
these key industries as soon as pos-
sible after taking office. This would
be coupled with a National Invest-
ment and Planning Board to plan the
best use of the economic resources for
the welfare of the Canadian people.

(2) Question—You have said that the
CCF proposes to socialize monopolistic in-

dustries and financial institutions and all

those industries which the State could not
afford to leave in private hands. In the
light of developments since the Regina
Manifesto was drafted, has there been any
change in your views as to the kinds of
industries and services you think should
be socialized?

Answer—I do not believe that de-

velopments since the Regina Mani-
festo have lessened the need for the

socialization of the industries speci-

fied in it, although it should be em-
phasized that these industries were
named merely as examples. On the

contrary, in the past 10 years and par-

ticularly during the war, there has
been an accelerated development of

the concentration of capital and re-

sources in the hands of monopolies.
This increased monopoly control en-

dangers the very foundations of Can-
adian democracy and threatens even



more seriously the future of our coun-

try. The need, therefore, for social

ownership under democratic manage-
ment and social control has increased

rather than decreased since the Ret-
ina Manifesto.

(3) Question—Would you compensate

the owners of industries or services taken

over by the State?

Answer—Yes. This has been the

policy of the CCF since its inception

and the Regina Manifesto states : "We
do not propose any policy of outright

confiscation." In another place in the

same paragraph the Manifesto adds:
"We recognize the need for compen-
sation in the case of individuals and
institutions which must receive ade-

quate maintenance during the transi-

tional period before the planned eco-

nomy becomes fully operative." The
rates of compensation might dif fer^ in

different cases. The principles which
will govern every decision will be ( 1

)

fairness to the individuals concerned
and to the country; (2) the require-

ments of the national plan and the
national welfare.

(4) Question—Would you operate these

industries or services through semi-inde-

pendent boards or would you favor direct

government administration?

Answer—In answer to this question
also I can quote directly from the

Manifesto : "The management of pub-
licly owned enterprises will be vested
in boards who will be appointed for
their competence in the industry
and will conduct each particular

enterprise on efficient economic
lines." Thus, while the machinery
of management may vary from
industry to industry, the general pat-
tern would be that of independent
boards free from the rigidity of Civil

Service rules and from the day-to-day
political pressures. In every case
where possible, the workers, through
their trade unions, would be given full

place in the management of industry.

(5) Question—Statements have been

noted from some CCF spokesmen that it

would be impossible for socialism and

capitalism to exist together; that they are

so antagonistic in principle that only one

can finally survive. How could the gra-

dual policy of socialization be worked out

in this kind of political climate?

Answer—This question arises, I be-

lieve, from a basic confusion as to the

nature of a social system. Social sys-

tems are necessarily a continuous de-

velopment and in the very nature of

human progress there can never be

any such thing as a "pure" system.

Thus the capitalist systems in the var-

ious countries have often differed in

many essential respects. Very early in

the history of capitalism measures of

public ownership and direction were
introduced. I need only mention the

post office and in Canada such enter-

prises as the Ontario Hydro Electric,

Trans-Canada Air Lines, the Cana-
dian Broadcasting Corporation and a

host of other provincially and munici-

pally owned enterprises.

However, in spite of these varia-

tions from "pure" capitalism, there re-

mains the basic principle of our pre-

sent system, namely: private owner-
ship of a country's resources, private

profit as the motivating consideration

in economic activity and the inequal-

ity of distribution of the nation's

goods and services. On the other

hand the basic principles of the dem-
ocratic socialist society would be the

social ownership of the principal

means of production and distribution,

the elimination of profit as the sole

motive in industry and its substitution

by a national objective of plenty for

all and as equitable as possible a dis-

tribution of goods and services so as

to give all our citizens the highest pos-

sible share of the total national in-

come.

Whether the system is capitalist or

socialist can therefore be determined
by an analysis of its basic principles

as I have just defined them. Capi-



talism remains capitalism even when
certain minor sections of the economy
are publicly owned and controlled

and socialism will remain socialism

even though certain minor sections

of the economy may remain un-
der private control. You cannot
have a system in which the two
sets of basic principles are in conflict

with each other, but you can have a
society governed by one set of basic
principles but in which there may be
specific variations. Under a CCF gov-
ernment the basic principles of demo-
cratic socialism would be established.

(6) Question—If a sudden change-over
to socialism is impracticable and therefore
the two systems must co-exist for an in-

definite period, would not the antagonism
of your party to private enterprise result in

the continual restriction, discouragement
and oppression of that part of our economy
which remained in private hands? Could
it give efficient service or even survive un-
der such conditions ? Would not the threat
of ultimate socialization dry up all private
investment which is the mainspring of
capitalism?

Answer—The answer to the preced-
ing question is, in part, an answer to
this question. The CCF believes that

at least for some time the two sys-

tems must necessarily co-exist. It fol-

lows, of course, that there should be
no antagonism to any organization
that performs a socially necessary ser-

vice. The incentive for its efficiency

would be its own survival.

In my opinion social security meas-
ures would remove the fear of want

;

hence savings for investment would
be to that extent unnecessary. Such
savings as were made by individuals

to supplement social security measures
could be more safely invested in gov-
ernment guaranteed negotiable securi-

ties than in speculative stocks and
shares under capitalism. In other
words, the motive of saving and in-

vestment would not be that of profit-
ability through the exploitation of la-

bor or resources to which the indivi-

dual has no inherent right. Desirable

savings could be encouraged and be-

come what individual savings ought to

be—namely, deferred spending power
to be enjoyed at some future time.

Persons who desired to do so would
be free to invest such savings in the

expansion of socially desirable indus-

tries. Thus the fear implied by the

question lacks validity.

(7) Question—In the field which you do
not propose to socialize at the outset

would your party allow private enterprise

to expand?

Answer—The answer to this question
can best be found in our war experi-

ence. As a result of the various con-
trols set up at Ottawa expansion by
private interests even under the pre-
sent capitalist system in Canada is

permitted only where it advances the
national production program for the
war effort. The expansion of indus-
try which is not essential to our pre-

sent national purpose and which might
withdraw materials and labor from
war production is, at least in theory,
not permitted. The same general prin-

ciples would apply in the case of the
CCF Government. Our national ob-
jective then would be production for
the people's welfare in accordance
with a well-studied plan. Any expan-
sion, private or public, which would
advance this objective would be per-
mitted. Any expansion, private or
public, which might harm or hinder
this objective would not be permitted.

(8) Question—What motive would you
substitute under your system for the pro-
fit motive?

Answer—Before this question can
be answered and in order to avoid
possible confusion, it is necessary to

define what we mean by profit as a
social force. There is the sense in

which the earnings of labor and the
income of farmers are classifed by
the opponents of socialism as profits.

I wish to make it clear that is not
what we mean. What we mean by the



profit motive in this context is the

fact that the decisions to invest or

not invest, to produce or not to pro-

duce, and whether to produce one

class of goods or another, is made
solely on the basis of which course

will be most profitable financially.

Thus in a co-operative common-
wealth, as in any other form of so-

ciety, the earning of a reward for la-

bor in factory, office and on the farm,

in order to achieve human welfare,

would remain the motive for such la-

bor. The profit motive as I have just

defined it would, however, be replac-

ed by the motive of welfare for the

whole of Canada. Production would
be carried on not for profit but for

use. The major economic decisions

would be made on the basis of the

needs of the people and not, as now,
on the basis of profit.

(9) Question—Would your party, like

the British Labor Party, take office with-

out a majority but with the largest single

group in the House of Commons?

Answer—It is impossible to answer
this question without knowing exactly

what the circumstances may be. At
the present time the CCF does not
propose to take office without a ma-
jority or to unite with any other party
to form a union or coalition govern-
ment.

(10) Question—Could you summarize
the policy of your party with respect to

education and the social services?
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Answer—At the present time our
educational system has four serious

defects: (1) inadequacy of educa-
tional facilities as a whole; (2) par-
ticular inadequacy of educational fa-

cilities in rural parts of the provinces

;

(3) the low salaries paid to teachers;

(4) in many instances the school cur-

ricula are far short of the modern re-

quirements. The CCF policy on educa-
tion is designed to overcome these de-
fects and to provide some additional

improvements. It will aim at the best

possible educational facilities in town
and country. It will seek to raise the

salary of teachers to a level which
will give the teaching profession the

status and dignity which its import-
ance requires. It would seek to moder-
nize all school programs. It would
establish a network of school and uni-

versity scholarships to provide educa-
tional opportunities for all deserving
students.

Since education is now and should
remain a provincial responsibility, a
national CCF Government would
achieve these things by making finan-

cial contributions to the provinces for
the purpose and the CCF Provincial
Governments would apply a similar

educational program, including com-
pulsory education up to the age of IS

and 16 and free textbooks and other
school supplies.

The CCF supports every sound
proposal for social insurance and so-

cial security. This has been outlined
in every CCF publication. I can ans-
wer your. enquiry best by quoting the
latest CCF statement of policy adop-
ted at our National Convention in

1942:

The first need, in war as in peace,
is to safeguard the welfare of the
Canadian family. To secure this end
the following measures are intended
as initial steps toward a general sys-
tem of social insurance to provide
each citizen against the hazards of
unemployment, sickness, disability and
old age:

A floor below which no person's in-

come is allowed to fall.

More adequate allowances for men
in uniform and their dependents.

Increased old-age pensions starting

at 60. Pensions for unemployables.

Improved nutrition standards, fam-
ily and mother's allowances. A com-
prehensive scheme of child care and
nursery schools, especially for child-

ren of mothers in industry.

National health insurance, includ-

ing hospitalization and maternity bene-
fits.



(11) Question—How do you propose to

spend the five billion dollars which you
think should be spent by the Government
in the first two years of the postwar
period?

Answer—I can only indicate a few
examples of what should be done. They
fall into two classes: (l)the develop-

ment of our resources—industry and
agriculture and a socially useful

works program; (2) the extension

and increase of social services and
maintenance of those demobilized

from the services and from war work.
Under the first would come a na-

tional housing program, reforestation,

conservation, rural rehabilitation, and
the like. I would also undertake a

program of public development of the

unexploited resources in Northern
Canada, public investment in the con-

version of nationally owned wartime
industry to peacetime use and the de-

velopment of new industry; develop-
ment and research into new industrial

uses for agricultural and forest pro-
ducts popularly known as chemurgy.
In the second group there will be such
things as the training or retraining of

our returned men and women at pub-
lic expense; the maintenance at living

standards of those discharged from
the services and also war workers un-
til they are rehabilitated into peace-
time occupations and the provision of
the various social services on a gen-
erous and adequate level.

(12) Question—Would the kind of a
government you visualize favour foreign
trade?

Answer — Certainly. Naturally ad-
vantageous exchange among nations
is an obvious and vital necessity.

(13) Question—Do you believe that
prosperity in Canada can be maintained
without a large and growing volume of
foreign trade? Can it be maintained by
use of the various forms of protection?

Answer—Since Canada is a devel-

oping industrial country and lacks

some of the basic materials needed in

industry, foreign trade is essential for

our country. The answer to the second
part of your question is definitely,

No. Thus the CCF Manifesto states:

"The strangling of our export trade
by insane protectionist policies must
be brought to an end."

(14) Question—How would your party

carry on the foreign trade of the nation?

Answer—We would establish im-
port and export boards which would
have the function of arranging and
extending our external trade in ac-

cordance with the national needs.

(15) Question—You advocate setting up
boards to take over the sale of key pro-
ducts—like wheat. How would such boards
function?

Answer—These boards would be
formed of representatives of the pro-
ducers as well as the Government. It

would be their function to keep in

touch with the available supplies in

Canada and available customers in

other lands. The boards would then
purchase the available surplus from,
say, the farmers and sell it to the
foreign countries.

(16) Question—Do you think that these
boards should exercise supervision and
control over the variety and quantity of
production?

Answer—This question relates to

a detail of machinery which would
depend in a large measure on the re-

mainder of the economic setup. I be-

lieve a better way would be to have
a ministry of food whose duty it

would be to supervise and control the

variety and quantity of production,
leaving to the boards only the func-
tions of purchase and sale. Obviously
there would have to be close relations

between the boards and the supervis-
ing agencies.

(17) Question—Would payments to pro-
ducers be restricted to the price of the
goods in the open market or would you
pay subsidies?

Answer — In this connection I

would follow the practice which the



New Zealand Labor Government has
followed with such signal success.

We would establish a guaranteed
minimum price for the farmers' pro-

ducts. We would pay that price to the

farmer irrespective of the price in the

open market. If the market price was
above the guaranteed price the sur-

plus would be retained in a special

fund. If the guaranteed price fell be-

low the market price the difference
would be made up from the surplus
fund. Until such time as such a sur-

plus fund has accumulated, the dif-

ference would have to be made up
from the public treasury on the prin-
ciple that the farmer is entitled to a
living standard and that any drop in

the market price of his produce should
be borne by the community as a whole
and not by only one class.

(18) Question—On what principle would
the subsidies be calculated?

Answer—This question is really

answered by the former one. An ade-

quate return for the farmer would be
established on the basis of his needs
to achieve a decent standard of liv-

ing. This might be arrived at by re-

lating the prices of farm products to

the prices the farmer pays for the

goods he needs to buy.

(19) Question—Would it be possible for

you to attain your goal of prosperity by
the management of money?

Answer—The CCF has always
maintained that currency and credit

must come fully under public control

in order that the flow of credit and
the direction of investment and the

general price level may be regulated

in accordance with the national plan.

This is also necessary for the purpose
of controlling foreign exchange opera-
tions. Furthermore, it is our belief

that the control of finance is a most
essential step to the control of the

whole economy. For these reasons
we have always advocated the social-

ization of financial institutions and
their use to establish a proper mone-
tary credit control. However I do

not believe that the management or

manipulation of money alone can

achieve the goal of prosperity.

(20) Question—Bearing in mind the

policy of interest-free war borrowing you
have advocated, do you think that this

country can continue to carry the debt

incurred during the war?

Answer—The experiences of the

last war and the years which followed

the Armistice show that the heavy
debt charges interfered greatly with

social legislation and conditions. Time
and again necessary assistance to un-

employed workers and drought-strick-

en farmers was refused on the plea

that the interest charges were a more
sacred obligation than the duty to the

people. It is for this reason that the

CCF has advocated interest-free war
borrowing in order that the same ex-

cuse may not exist after this war.

Continuance of heavy taxes on high

incomes, increased death duties ear-

marked to require public debt and/
or if necessary, a levy on large accu-

mulations of wealth would relieve the

burden. See also the answer to the

next query.

(21) Question—Would you favor re-

pudiating any of the interest due on gov-

ernment bonds?

Answer—I would favor periodical

refunding of the debt at lower rates

of interest. In this connection we
should refer again to the experiences

of the last war. They showed that in

a relatively short space of time the

masses of the people who had bought
bonds and certificates sold them be-

cause of necessity and the Govern-
ment debt became concentrated in the

hands of the bankers, the corporations

and a few individuals. There is no
doubt that the same process will take

place this time. In fact, from my ex-

periences it is already under way. I

believe it is wrong morally and harm-
ful socially to continue forever paying
high interest rates to the few corpora-
tions and individuals who will, after

this war, own most of the debt now



being incurred. I would therefore un-

hesitatingly favor a progressive lower-

ing of the interest rates. I would fa-

vor, also, the continuance in the post-

war period of increased income taxes

on the higher brackets and in this way
to bring back to the public treasury at

least some of the moneys paid out in

interest.

(22) Question—Are you in favor of a

capital levy?

Answer—Yes. I've already given

my reasons in answer to Question 20.

(23) Question—Do you think that our

war effort os a whole is creditable?

Answer—Creditable, yes, but not

nearly as satisfactory as it should be.

I would add that the great accom-
plishments of Canadians in this war
are due to the devotion and determin-

ation of the Canadian people who
overcame many of the obstacles placed

in the way of a full war effort by^

wrong government policy and the

pressure of monopoly capital.

(24) Question—Are you in favor of the

price and wage ceilings?

Answer—I am in favor
^
of the

principles of price control in order

to prevent disastrous inflation of the

price level. I would also be in favor

of a flexible system of wage control

in the case of wage levels that are

already adequate. I do not, however,
favor the way in which the present

price and wage ceiling^ is applied in

certain brackets since it often pena-
lizes the farmer and freezes wages
which are shamefully low.

(25) Question—What is your view of

the future relations between English-
speaking and French-speaking races in

this country?

Answer—I believe it is possible to

establish real national unity in Canada
so that Canadians of all races, creeds

and nationalities will work together

toward a common national objective

of welfare, opportunity and security

for all the Canadian people.

I believe, however, that this un-
animity can be established only if we
lay the necessary social and economic
basis for it. To achieve this end we
must not be satisfied with speeches
and good intentions but must take
positive action along, at least, the fol-

lowing lines : We should raise immedi-
ately the low wage level of Quebec;
we should destroy monopoly control

in Canada which deliberately sets

Canadians against Canadians; we
should now make positive guarantees
for security in postwar Canada; we
should abandon the colonial attitude

which is still too frequent in Canadian
affairs ; we should undertake an im-
aginative and sweeping program of
education among all the peoples in

Canada as to the purpose and future
of our country and finally, we should
pursue a political policy which con-
sciously

^
eschews any tendency to-

ward dividing the country for un-
worthy political interests.

I believe that by these and similar

means, English and French Canada
can continue to make each its own
contribution to Canadian life and cul-

ture and at the same time together
build a unified, harmonious nation.

(26) Question—What is your view on
the future relations of Canada with the

British Commonwealth? Of Canada with

the U.S.A.? Of Canada in the postwar

world?

Answer—The answers to all three

parts of the question are basically

one. I believe that Canada should,

in the postwar world, seekto play a

significant role as a sovereign nation

toward the achievement of a world
organization based on collective sec-

urity and social and economic co-oper-

ation. It should not, as has been the

case too often in the past, blindly fol-

low international policies laid down
elsewhere—whether in Westminister

or Washington. It seems to me that

in the period after this war the small-

er powers will have to exert a much

10



greater influence in order to offset

the imperialist pressures of the great

powers.

With the above as a basis, I believe

that Canada should play its part as

an independent member of the British

Commonwealth, seeking to make it

stronger as a force for good in the

world and exerting an influence in

the direction of ever-increasing demo-
cracy throughout all parts of the Em-
pire. In the same way I believe that

Canada should continue and extend

its good neighbor relations with the

United States and with the other Am-
erican Republics.

(27) Question—In your view what steps

should be taken to prevent another World

War?

Answer—This question raises the

major problem in modern times. Ob-
viously, it is not possible even to

sketch adequately any comprehensive
program to this end. In general, the

CCF believes that three things must
be done if another World War is to

be prevented

:

(1) A political international organ-

ization must be set up in which all

powers, small as well as great, will

have full democratic opportunity to

shape policy. The international or-

ganization should also have the power
to enforce decisions if such action is

necessary. This means an interna-

tional force of an appropriate kind.

It also means the rule of the majority

instead of the previous rule of the

pressure groups.

(2) The second basic requirement
is economic world co-operation de-

signed to distribute available raw
materials fairly to all nations in ac-

cordance with need, to raise the stan-

dard of nutrition and living of

people everywhere, to free colonies

and smaller powers from the econo-

mic domination of the great powers,
to plan, regulate and facilitate in-

creased world trade and finally, to

establish proper machinery for econ-
omic and financial future development
of backward countries.

(3) The third need will be the

achievement of plenty and economic
democracy inside each nation in order
that demagogues may not again be
able to capture their own people and
later threaten the people of the world.

(28) Question—Are you in favor of a

Canadian flag?

Answer—Yes—although I should
add that minor matters like this should
not be allowed to become divisive in

times as critical as the present.

(29) Question—In your view, what
should our relations be with Russia?

Answer—I share the belief of all

who are seeking genuine interna-

tional co-operation after the war

—

the view that every attempt must be
made to establish the best possible

relations with Soviet Russia. It is

clear now that if it had been possible

during the pre-war years to overcome
the mutual lack of confidence be-

tween the Soviet Union and the

western democracies the course of
international events might have been
changed. I therefore favor the closest

possible co-operation with the Soviet
Union in spite of grave misgiving
which I have regarding the political

dictatorship which reigns in that

country.

(30) Question—What is your view of

the Canadian Constitution? Do you think

that it should be moved from London to

Canada and made amendable by action of

the Parliament of Canada without re-

ference to the provinces? If you con-

cede the provinces a right of veto, what
is the nature and extent of this right?
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Answer—I believe that the Cana-
dian Constitution needs revision in or-

der to bring it into line with modern
economic and social developments and
requirements. I believe that at the same
time the rights of minorities should
be fully guaranteed by some statute

attached to the Constitution.

I am strongly of the opinion that

the Canadian Constitution should be
amendable by the Canadian Parlia-

ment and that, except in the sphere
of the minority rights to be guaran-
teed in the special statute I have men-
tioned, the provinces should not have
any right of veto. The Parliament of
Canada must be made to represent

the people as a whole and its action

should not be frustrated by any sec-

tion of the people.

(31) Question—Would you discontinue

appeals to the Privy Council in London?

Answer—Yes.

(32) Question—Do you favor a greater

j centralization of power at Ottawa?

Answer—I favor greater powers at

Ottawa to enable the national Parlia-

ment to deal with major economic
problems and developments. To quote
the CCF Manifesto: " ... so as to

give the Dominion Government ade-
quate powers to deal effectively with
urgent economic problems which are
essentially national in scope ..."

(33) Question—In your judgment has

Canada been sufficiently vigorous and bold

in expressing views on the relations, dur-

ing this war, between this country and
the other United Nations?

Answer—My answer to this ques-
tion is very emphatically, No. As I

suggested in a previous answer the

Canadian Government has till now
been satisfied with following, un-
critically, international policy laid

down elsewhere. It has never asser-

ted its place in the deliberations of

the United Nations. I believe that

this negative policy should be rever-

sed.
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