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coal, which Providence has placed at our
hands, to lag behind the world's progrees
and to continue for years to send these
resources in the crude state to the United
States instead of rnanufacturing thern at
homeP Already the iron and steel industry
has cost much to the people of Canada to
davelop, and one of the moat important
branches of that industry would be found in
ship-building. I ask these gentlemen who
have been luckier than I have, and who
have viaited the great shipyards of the
Motherland, is not ship-building in
England, Ireland and Scotland perhaps the
greatest industry of the Empire. Are we
going to dispose of our vast natural re-
sources for the upbuilding of other nations,
as we are to-day doing in New Brunswick,
when we are sending our iron 'ore to, the
UJnited States in:stead of turning it into the
building of ships in our own country? And
if we cannot keep our shipyards busy turn-
ing out battleships, we can keep them
occupiad making those great commercial
ships which traverse the ocean jand visit
our ports on the Atlantic and Pacific. r
trust the people of Canada will ponder over
the article in the Manchester Guardian,
which I placed on record to-day, because
I feel that in that article there is suggested
a solution which will settie this question
for ail time to corne, without causing dis-
sention arnong political parties. Let the
Governrnent appeal to the people of Can-
ada, and -if they are sustained we will
give them ail the money they want to carry
out their policy, but we will refuse to, give
thern the money until they rnake that
appeal.

Mr. TOBIN: It was not my intention
to take part in this debate to-day, but as
I see the Governrnent has decîded to, close
the discussion by to-morrow niight, I think
it my duty, as representing a constituency
with a population of forty thousand peo-
pie, to give the reasons why 1 arn againat
this contribution of $35,000,000 being sent
out of the country instead of spandin Atat home in the development of the ship-
building induatry and for the benefit of our
owfl artisans, labourera and of te business
comrnunity generally. We, in this Parlia-
ment of Canada, may differ on various
questions which are subrnitted to us,
but we neyer forget that we are aIl Cana-
dians, whether we be of Irish, German,
French, Engiish, or Scotch descent. And,
Sir, as Canadians, wa have rights which
ought to be presarved, and it is a sad
thing in a free Parliarnant under the
British fi*ag to <have the repreaentatives, of
British aubjects denied free speech. The
Prime Minister says ha- las a mandate
fromn the people to carry out this policy of
contribution, but 1 would like to know
where hie got that mandate. I remember

2984

ha issued a manifesto previoua to, tha last
general election, but in that manif esto,
there was not a single word regarding con-
tribution. Ha visited the Eastern Town-
ships of the province of Quebec, and I had
the honour of having hirn address a meet-
ing in the town of Richmnond in xjly county,
when he propounded the policy ho would
put in force were ha returned to power,
*but at that mneeting hae never spoke regard-
ing this contribution of $35,000,000. The
candidate against me then, part of the
time was a supporter of the Prime Minis-
ter and part of the time a supporter of Mr.
Monk, and that, candidate got up in the
presence of the Prime Minister and said
that were hie elected, and ho thought ria
would ba, ha would vote against any go-erniment and any prime&minister who would
favour a naval policy, or contribution,
without firat submitting it to the people.
The right hion, gentlemen spoke in other
parts of Quebc; hoe spoke in the county of
Shefford, where Mr. Davidson was out inopposition to my good friand and neigh-
bour (Mr. Boivin). Mr. Davidson was notin favour of a contribution and haro is
what hae said in the address hoe issued to
the electors. of Shefford:

I deolare that if I 'arn elected on the Ist of8September next, I shahl work and vote againstany prime minieter of any Party who wieh tocontinue the present policy with respect to,the navy, such as voted upon in 1910, withouthaving lirst liven the Canadian people anopportunity of making their opinion knownon that question by way of a plebiseit orspecial referendum.
Irfr àiielected I sh-aîl work further to theeffect that the rights and prîvileges of the,French Canadian and Catho ic minorities iathe other provinces shall ha recognized andrespected as well as those of the Englishs;peaking minority in the Province of Quebee.8eparate schoola acknowledgement of theFrench language, etc.
We, Conservative, believe that Sir WilfridLaurier's government is weak and corrupt;that they now adopt a 8aaicy which le adverseto the be.st intereste o! anada, and that whilethey bost of haviiig Taised Canada to therank of a nation, they now Propose to sacri-fice hier interese.

On the 29th of March a resolution pra-santed by the hion. mambar for North To-ronto, the prasent Minister o! Trada andCommerce, was passed unanimously inthis Housa. The prasant leader of theGovarnment on that occasion usad these
words:

In so far as my right hon, friend, the Prime
Minister to-day outlined the lines of navaldefence of this country, I amn entirely at onewith hlm. 1 arn entirely of opinion. in thefiet plac~e, that the proper line upon whichwe should proceed in that regard, Je the lineOf havng a Canadian naval force of our own.I entirely believe in that. The other experi-

MAY 8,1913 9422


