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2CCE; in agriculture, tne figure rises from a current 0.5 to 0.6

mi Ilion.
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nanufacturing. in agriculture, there is a s,.all negative ef;ect,

rs`lecting the attraction of imeroved opportvnites in urban

•i.:...^a^ ii^ns. :n n5^^;f5c:urin2 , °--m10y:??ant ô GSses d`Jernro in,^?..

ig£s-ia?». Thereaftsr, these figures rise to larger nu-„bers,

reflecting our direct assL.mption of imoroved labour productivity in

t!^e ;rtdustry. Again, however, it must be emahasized that while there

,,:r_ neca •.e t^e :ev-? of ec4io«-ert in ccth açric;:;zura and

manuracturing rises above current arr:ounts. In manufacturing,

employment increases from a current 2.2 mi l lion to 2.5 mi llion in
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