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‘Waiting for “Something to Turn Up”

Industrial Eastern Canada is languishing for lack of
Canadian population. i

President Beatty of the C. I R,, dc?larcs that pnly
more people on the soil can bring Canadian prosperity.

Sir Henry Thornton announces that until immigxa-
tion is stimulated, Canada must languish.

Premier Mackenzie King and his advisors, day in
and day out, preach immigration. :

Population, they all say, is the one remedy; in fapt
the urgent need for immigration has become an axiom in
Canadian life. S :

....But how, when and by whom is immigration to be
romoted?

P Have any of these gentlemen made-any real, defin-

ite, concrete move to bring the required thousands to

Canada? e

The truth is that like the genteel Mr Micawber, our
vailroads, industrial Canada and official ”Ottawa are
simply “waiting for something to turp up. Me_anwhlle,
the industries and people of Canada, like the children of
Mr. Micawber, are getting shiny in the elbows, ragged at
the cuffs and hollow at the stomachs. -

Promotion of California as a national playg'.round,
during the past 10 years, has raised the pqp}llatlon of
Tos Angeles: from 319,198 to a round mllhon people
Lying in Los Angeles banks today are $780,000,000 of
free capital. f b

Yigorous promotion of Florida’s qharms, dyrmg e
past two years, has raised the population of Miami from
29,571 to 111,000, and other cities and towns of the State
are on the move. Florida has just commenced: Her cycle

“of boom will Iast another ten years,

Both Florida and California have been transformed

from desert wastes into rich populous countries bursting
with wealth,

And that transformation has been accomplished by
the energy and initiative of California and Florida peo-
ple who have gone out and circussed the attractions of
their States to the whole North American continent,

. These millions of people and these hundreds of mil-
lions of wealth that have been drawn in, may have been
creatures of a hoom. But even though a certain percent-
age of California’s expansion has been of the mushroom
variety, the great balance has been good, solid, perman-
ent growth.

- By whatever means and by whatever devices, Cali-
fornia and Florida have been tremendously successful in
attracting wealth and population. California’s popu-
lation is half that of the whole Dominion of Canada- Her
annual production is actually greater than that of the
Dominion of Canada. &

And what has Canada been doing while California
and Florida have been turning themselves from desolate
camps into rich teeming cities, by their own promotion
and salesmanship ? ' ;

Nothing. :

While California and Florida have been creating
their own fortunes, official Canada has been sitting,
vacuously, Micawberlike, “waiting for something to
turn up.” -

And yet Canada has the mest wonderful latent field
for promotion that the world has ever seen, not for re-
tired plutes,but for young virile soil-workers who are the
backbone of any nation.

s \N\

Beside the legitimate advertising promotion poten-
tialities of the Maritimes, all the blisterin g sunshine and
orange groves of California and Florida look sick.

~ What California and Florida have done for them-
selves by attracting tourists and wealth, Ottawa can do
for the Maritimes by using Prince Edward Island as a
super-attraction to drew farmers and settlers into the
Maritimes. “ ;

California and Florida may be creaming North
America of its wealthy class. Canada, with the colorful,
irresistible Maritime magnet, can cream the world for §
the short-legged, broad-backed fellow who digs into the !]
soil with his horny hands and creates the only real, per- b
manent kind of prosperity for any country.

But that influx will never occur so long as official
Ottawa sits back on its calloused haunches waiting for
something to turn up. i

I’romotion of the Maritimes is Canada’s one big hope
for renewed life: Such legitimate advertising promo-
tion would inject the same new vigor into this Dom-
inion as was injected when Sir Clifford Sifton threw
open and boomed the prairie provinces. s

And what Sifton did for Canada with the prairie
provinces can be repeated today, not by lolling back in
an easy chair and waiting for « compassionate God to
send down population, but by actually turning loose .
one or two real live colonizers who, with Prince Edward
Island as their drawing card, will sell Maritimes to the
farmers of the world. i

The way to bring those people in is written in the
recent history of California and Florida. Itis a simple
recipe — . :
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