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boni aounted to 265,000, wfnich I see is
exactly the number the hon. gentleman
stated, and I fancy that, w hen te fuill figures
are in our hands, it will be found that he is
correct in saying that the apparent increasi
was 265,000, and that I am correct in stating
the saine figure. There is another quotation
which the hon. gentleman lias evidetily no;
understood. One part of the charge.
advanced Ly mysetf, and advanced from ithis
side of the flouse, lias always been that the
policy or inpolicy or the Governmnent nas
been suel that it has drivea away a very
large part of the younger portion andt flower
of our population, and that by so doing this.
further and heavy loss lias been iniicted
upon our people, that the actual rate of in-
crease has been reduced far b.elow the
natural rate of increase. I have observed
in the comients of the lion. gentleman's
press, and the lion. gentlenan's supporters,
that there appears to be an absolute incapa-
eity to inderstafn( what I thouglht would be
an absolute truisnm. that the actual increase
in auy country does not necessarily agree
with the natural increase. It may be lai'ge
ly in excess of the natural Iicre.Yase under
certain conditions. and it may also be iargely
below the natural increase under certain
conditions. t turn to a couti ry wlich. un-
fortunately. ini many respects. affords toi!
close a parallel to our own. I turn to the
condition of Ireland. as shown by the late
census. I suppose there is no one here who
knows anything of the habits of the irish
peasantry. in regard to early niwringes.
but would ipp.sce that the natural
inicrealse iii that country would he lar;.e
ly in excess of the mîuher o>f deaths.
We find, however, thar, wlereas the popula-
tion in 1881 w'as 5,174,00, the population
in 1891 haid sunk to 4.700.(W0 souils.
It would soundi almost like en iish bull to say
that the rate of natural increase n Ire'anl
showed a decrease of 100.Q'>i> souls. Sir. one
part-and. I want t4 enhlasize this--on part
of our charge against the hon1. gentlemn is
this : that the impiolicy o>f their systemn. ne
direct result of this most vieious systein of
taxation, is greatly to impair lhe natural rate
of increase. You driv· out o<f our
couiitry a very large percentage of the
younger portion of the populati. and
youl thereby csidly re(uce and
(iiniluish the natural rate of inereaso. I
should think that Is a proposition whicl every
hon. gentleman could verify from ils own ex-
perience with the greatest ease. Sone years
ago a number of newspapers throughout the
couintry took occasion to treat this question,
giving the fullest possible particulars, with the
naies and addresses of the young men who
had left front a very large numnher of towns
and villages, and, Sir, the result was perfectly
appalling. Ont of a male population of two
or three '.udel. we wouldi find a loss of
one hundred within the space of six or seven
years. In towns with a nale population of two
thousand, or two thousand and. two or three

hundred at most, the newspapers vere able
to print. i an sorry to say, lists siowing a loss
of yolung men fmInu those region, .f ix or
seven hullfred: and so on in prortion. Ne>W.
Sir, it is a fair question, I admit. whetler. 1i
taking twov and a quarter p ir cent as the n:-
tural rate of increase of population in a yo bung
country with :u unlimitel amuxounut of fertile
land at our disposal, I put it ai toi )hi:.: a
figure. All I eau say is tha ut in naming iwo
andi a quarter- per cent. I have not merelv foi-
lowed tle opinion Leretofore expresse 1iby
pretty nearly every writer f authorit.N who
lias deait with the question as apfplie I to
young counitries in our condition. with a
sparse population and lots of land availabb•,
buit we find that statement is comnlir med i. a
most striking fashuion. first of all. by the ex-
perience of the United Smaïes, taken when
they haId no immiiiigratin, an whin ithe numi-
bers of their population closely resembled
ours, and next. by our own exp:erienc.' in
the lecades fromîu 181 to 1861. 1861
to 1811. andi fron 1871 to 1881. Sir. un-
der the cireunstances i am perfectly justitied
fiod inl statin:r that tle effect of tis praicy is
tlat the natuiral increase of Canada is Iargely
in excess of the present actual rate of increaise,
and the cause of it is the loss of so very large
a portion of our younger population. Ntwo,
there is no man on the floor of this Parliament
vho ouglit to know that fact hetter than the

hon. gentleman hinself. Whiat is tLe s(ate
ot in his own 'provinc ? Why, the
state in his ownt )roviice is that ihe
population is ail but stationary. Whiile- in
tii decade fron 1871 to 1881 the population
of1 Nova. Sctia inere'nedî albount 54.1. eN.4 souls,
in tw decale froi 1881 to 18911 the popula-
tion hardly increase! 10.00 sils :)un 1. Si,.
to couie home to the hon. gentleman-e re-
presents the county of Antigonish-I turned
up flie records of the county of Antigonish,
and I found that in 1881 Ithe population was
18.000). wlhereas~ in 1891 the population was
ouly 16,112 ; there was an absolute loss. by
the census, of 1,9418. aid the whole natural
increas. hsides. But ithal. at my figures, at
,2 per cent per annumni. whic are equi-
valent to 25 per cent for the ten years,
woiuld amuounuut to 4.512. and ithat county
whichI the hon. gentlun represents slhosv!;
a Ioss o'f close on 6,500 ¡,eole durm
tIe derade. ir. I have some right to
say to the lion. genth-mian that, repre-
seiiting such a county. croming fron the
province of Nova Scotia. representing, as lie
does, the Maritime Provinces, which show
the very worst record which it is possible to
imagine, which show absolutely stationary
conditions-I say I have some riglt to say to
the hon. gentleman t'':at this state of things
requires the most seriouis and earnest con-
sideration of the Government. Now. let
me ask, under what conditions Is it that the
natural rate of increase is far in excess of·
the actual rate of increase, or, to put It In
another wvay. that the actual rite of in-
crease in a country like ours falls far below
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