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But, after al], there is anot-her factor in
the problern. 0f two Canadian citizens born
and brought up in Canada one may be 100
per cent efficient and the other 50 per cent.
Which is of the greater service in production
and the upgrowth of the country? Efficiency
must be considered as well as numbers. People
who, are fully efficient produce better results
than twice as rnany others only 50 par cent
efficient. lIn order to conserve the efficiency
of the people who have been brought up in
our own atrnosphere we muet make the condi-
tions of lîfa agreeable to them. That involves
health considerations and a variety of other
factors, and the effect of policies of either the
federal or the local governrnnts bears rnightily
upon the solution of the problani.

To leave out all other factors for the saka
of brevity, one of the things that militate
strongly in favour of the conservation of oui
citizenship as we have it within tha country,
and that bear also upon the productivity of
the race as far as our native population is
concerned, is the proper sort of econornia
conditions. They should ha made as favour-
able as possible, so that in the first place a
man rnay ba induced to raise a farnily, and
in the next place his family may be kept
around hirn, or at least within the country.
There cornes in the quiestion of employrnent.
Now, you are flot a free trader and I arn not
a protetionist as I arn arguing this matter
to-day: we are common citizens of Canada,
one just about as good as the other,' ahl thinga
baing taken into consideratien. Let us argue
out ýthis question. Is it not reasonable that
the parents of a farnuly should have sorne
assurance that when their child*ren'have grown
up they will ba able to enter upýon sorna ern-
ployrnent which will provide thern with a
substantial sustenanca for the future?

We talk a great deal about farmars' sons
leaving the farms and going into the cities.
That condition prevails now to an extent
parhaps greater than before. No year will
pass in Canada in which you will net have
that problern with you. It was very well
stated by rny hQnourable friend the other day.
If a fa-rmer has a famuly of four boys and a
fanm of two or three hundred acres, can
thosa four boys rernain upon that one farrn
and rnarry and bring up farnilies? Is it pos-
sible for that farrner to brovide three farin
for three of tha boys and leave te the other
the paternal property? That is diffioult, per-
haps impossible. So you rnay preach on that
subject until you are as old as rny honour-
able friand fTom Rougarnont (Hon. Mr. Des-
saulles)-who looks as if ha is going strong
for another haîf century; you rnay talk about

it, but thare is a condition which is present
with us now and will be prasent rnora and
more. Add to that the further fact that to-
day, owing to rnachanisrn skilfully invanted
and applied, one rnan upon a farrn can do aa
much as two or tbrea men in tha oldan tirnes.
Even with -the extension of farrns into landsa
that are net yet tilled and with the opening
up of new fanms, aach individual fanmer of
to-morrow and the day after will be able to
produce as rnuch as was produced in the
oldan tirnes by three or perhaps four fanmera.

You must provide sornething, must you not,
for thosa boys who de net want to, farm,
and for those who cannot becausa thay have
no f arm? If wa can provide sorna amploy-
nient for theni we shail ratain theni; and if
wa do flot provida employment we shaîl losa
them, becausa to-day, with the facilities for
in tencommuni cation, thay can hop off to the
country to the south of us, as people have
been hopping off for years and years, and will
to a certain axtent for years to corna. That
hopping off procass can ba retardad, if not
eliminated, only by sorne kind of ernploy-
ment being found in occupations other than
farming for that surplus of population. Now,
I arn not a protactionist and you ara not a
free trader: we ana on cornron ground. If
there is any policy by which the nesources
of the country can ha davelopad and utilizad
so as to provida arnployrnent for that surplus,
is not such a poliey tha one to adopt, and ana
you not kieking against tha pricks, and in-
effectually, so, long as by mare argurnent you
sirnply uphold one theory or danounce
another? The practical point la, can we get
arnploymant for that surplus of our popula-
tion? If we cannot provide it thay will seek
it elsawhere, and they will send back to, us,
as the produets of thair brawn and skill, and
at a highar prica, the very things which thay
rnight have produced hara for our consurnp-
tion if only tha capital and tha industny could
hava been providad in this country.

Sorneone talls me that last yaar 1,500,000
cords of pulpwood ware exported frorn
Canada, and that if it had hean manu-
factured in this country into the various
products into which. wood rnay ha converted
it would have produced a valua of $70,000,000
instead of the $15,000,000 valua at which it
was exported.

We have water-powars, we have capital, we
have brawn and skill and adaptability. Why
can we not adopt sorne polîcy by means of
which wa can bring our raw producte, in so
far as we must export thern, up to the top-
notch of value bafore thay ana exported?
Why should thay ha bnought back te, this
country in flnished forni at a valua which is


