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Leaving my listencrs to study further in the
speech of my colleague the matter of federal
nid, 1 shall advance some idens: first, on the
meaning of cducation; second, on the place of
the educator in a world of social change and,
tlîird, on a speizl organization for educa-
tion which we might well encourage for the
national and international good.

Nlanv and diveize are the definitions of
education that l.,,. e been advanced and great
-ire the differences of opinion in regard thereto.
I shall only define it indirectly as 1 develop
my idea. Perhaps 1 shahl define it negatively,
as to what it is not. rather than positively,
as te what it is. Hon. members wonld be
astonished at some of the misconceptions heid
and the tlieories advanced. For example, we
flnd tliat one bion. member of this house
lias said:

I suggest that we de not always educate our
men and women for the callings for which they
are best itted.

And again:
This nation cannot afford te xvaste rnany of

those people by educating nien and wemen for
the wreng jobs.

Here is a conception or miscenceptien held
by sorte, but surely one weuld expeet more in
a speech on e(lueatien from a public man in
this house. It is a question, of course, of the
difference between education and training.
The terms are net synen meus. Mighit I sug-
gest te hion. members gcnerally, and te the
hion member whom I hav-e queted in particu-
lar, that education is net necessarily the fltting
of it man for a job. Education is a thing of
the mmnd and spirit; its purpose is the creatien
of a p'ersonality, the acquirement on the part
of the individual of a broad culture, the crea-
tien of a being- with a proper sense of values
and with the mental equipment for a full and
happy life.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Dees the hon. member
suggest fer one second that as muchi is being
donc in the old country by way of university
training for veterans and ex-service men as is
heing done in Canada?

Mr. KNIGHT: I did net makze any such
statement. I said net a word about veterans.
The minister seems te be a little teuchy on
the matter.

Mr. MACKENZIE: We are miles ahead of
them.

Mr. RNIGHIT: 1 do net think the minister
needs anyv defence fer bis scheme, and if I were
in his place I weuld net sav se. Ne'Çthing used
to miake me se angry during mY teaching -,'ars
as te hiax e a parent say te me. 'But mv Willie
doesnýt need French or literature,' or what-
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ever subjeet lie hiad failed in, "you know he's
just geing back te the farma'; or "Mary is
going te be a dressmaker; why should she
tend all thc_ýe beoks? Well, noîv, we have
ceme te the argunment of the lion. gentleman.
One sheuld say te sncb people: "Let Willie be
a farmer; we hope he will be a goed farmer-
t is a fine profession; it ivill provide food for

bis bedy, but why sheuld we on that acceunt
staiwe liix soul? If lie is te work with bis
hiauds, if Mary is te work at what may be a
meonetoneus job, ail the more reasen why their
minds sheuld be stered with seme of the great
theugltts of literature. Ail the more reasen
that tlicv should have at hand the greatest
thetîuchts of tbe greatest men of aIl the ages,
and what is important, some pewer te inter-
pret them." I amn going te pass over the
statement of the hon. member fer St. PanE's
(Mr. Rloss), who, speaking of his Ontario con-
stituency, said: "We do net need education."
It is refreshing te read clsewhere the werds
of the l\'inister of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner).
He said mere in a brcath than the author ef
the speech I queted said in forty minutes. H1e
said :

A inan appreciates being on a farin just a
little bit more if bie bas biad the epportunity te
get a uniiversity educatien. Tbat sbould net
pre vent a inan from working with lus hîands if
lie lias the riglit kind ot stuif in biiu.

Geed! Hear, hearl Education, in the sense
I understand it, is net wasted on noene, ne
matter what bis occupation is te be.

I amn net eppesed te vecatienal training or
te the tcaching of skilîs; far fremn it. But let
nie sa titis. Let us beivare of geing tee far
with titis evident trend in utilitarian educatien.
It hias been intensified during the war. It is
the craze of tbe machine age.

Knewledge dees net necessarily give wisdem,
an(l our science is on the way te destroy us,
and will destroy us, if we have net witb it
the sense of proportion and of values whicb
enlY truc education can bring. Let us beware
lest our educational system, in uts wersbîp ef
material tltings, may gain thte w'hele world and
lose its ewn seul. We must be realistie, yen
say. Exactly. "Education bas now te take
on new and1 terrible responsihilities," President
Trîuman of thte United States saiid tce ottuer
<1ev. Ilealism, vos, but tîte enly truc realism
us iîcal ism; itheut it civilizatien canîtt
surviv'e.

Se much for whuat education isý. 'Now as te
the need of it and the teacher's place in it.
IIerrîiîl as we are by the day-te-day caîl fer
solution of imminent and immediate national
piubuiîî, wie lhave beea inclined te neglect,
federally, thte importance of education in a
changing soocial order; and as I speak I am


