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Mi4; putlie charge, 2,461; senility, 22; men-
tal weakness, 133; general debility, 226; tu-
berculosis, 271. And yet the great flow of
immigration goes on with careless inspec-
tion.

Canada lias reached the tirne w&ien
Bhe dues not need to take anything but the
best. The problern that confronta Canada to-
day is one, not ut securing immigration, but
of assimilating the immigrant. 'We heard
from time to time during t.he last parlia-
ment. ' rom. hon. gentlemen opposite that
there was an antagonisrn belween Ontario
and the West. Wliy should tlisre be such
antagunism. Tlie best that Ontario lias liad
have gone to the West. What the West
dues the West dos well, and in lier efforts
te, assimilate and develop the citizsns trom
foreign landsa he lias emptied our sehool-
lieuses; she bas made it impossible for us
to get teachers for oui schools. But there
w nu aitagonism on Ontario's part fur this.
Ontario is proud to be playing lier part,
through tlie littie red scool-houees of the
Western plain in continuing our ideals of
order. justice and civilization.

1 feel, Sir, that 1 arn now getting on
delicate .oround, because I want to say a
word on the navv question. If I can judge
the general attitude ut men on this 'ques-
tion. it is possibly one of doubt and uncer-
tainty. There is a fine old piece ut colon-
ial constitutional loyalty in the address
which the LeRislature ut Upper Canada sent
te the Kinoe on the 2Srd ut January, 1826,
when tliey said:

W. aise, may ft pleese four Majeety, ýdis-
ela*m the. opinion that beeause we inhabit a
eoiony remcte frooe the. United Kingdom we
are therefore not equl * terested with other
oubjecte of Your M.ajesy îu eve'ry event ùtb
cau tend to 4h. etrength and pros! Sity of the.
FÀmpire and equiall bond reae. the

daner sd nisotnes oli an y war whlcoh
May be neeeryt àndioate the honour of
Ycur Majesty' Grwn or to maiatain the
right 6 o the Bri'tish nation..

The reason I reter to that extract is thet
it differs su radically trom, the naval policy
ut the hon. gentlemen oppoaite as embodied
in their Naval Service Act. I do not wieh
te precipitate a debate on 'ths question;
but, il I understood the debates ut the last
p)rrliamet twe things were made manitestly
clear: that the Canadian navY was not a
part ut the Britishi navy, and that by some
constitutional declaration ut neutrality we
were, il su deaired, in oas ai any vu,
te reniove ourselves, su, te, speak, trom the.
sphere ci activity. It is utterly impossible
for me, as a lawypr, te, comprelhend by wliat
declaratia Canada, in time of ueed, eau
remove hef from the aphere ut war un-
leua she declares her independence. Th&'.
is an objection to the Naval Service Act,
and the naval policy ut the riglit lion. gea-

tieman opposite,(8fr Wilfrid Laurier). It
lias a tendency towards a declaration ut ini-
dependenc 'e rather than a tendency towards
a dloser union ut the Overseas Dominions
-with the-Britishi Crown.

The Speech frum the Throne makes re-
terence -'te the visit of the riglit hon. the.
Prime Minister, and lis colleagues to Lon-
don. It states three things, as I understand
it: First, that there is necessity for aid;.
second, that there is an obligation. on our
part te assist; and, third, that we are wiIl-
ing te do something. The conditions, as 1
said a moment ago, are not outlined ta us,
so it is impossible or at least difficuit te de-
bate.the question with any degree ut full-
riess. Even the cursory reader cannot help
being struck with the tremendous growth ut
the navies ut the toreigu powers. In looking
througli a return lately published by the
Britishi Government I ftnd that the growth
ut naval expenditure by the chief European
powers within thé last decade lias been as
follows:
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18,0001000 100%
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2,00,m0 * 6,000 M0%
5,000A000 9,000,000 90%

Oan we be blind, Mr. Speaker, to these
conditions? It is a&l very welI ta say
that, diplomacy may smooth the way. Di-
pk>macy may tend to peaoe, but wlien the
test cornes Eng'land's riglit can only be
maintained by England's might, and -I say
it is the &ity of England and of lhe Over-
seas Dominions to see that Vhat-inight is
available wlien the timie cornes. The critics
of the right bon. leader of thea Government,
"ay that, even assuming that the condition
is critiesi, there is nu obligation on tlie part
ut Canada ta ooutribute, snd they give
varicus resne for their beliet. Soins ad-
vance the Monroe doctrine. They say that
the. Uniited States will not permit any
foreign country te get a holà in Canada.
When Mr,. Speaker, did Canadin become
su weak tliat they relied on the. support ut a
toreign nation tor their aàutonomy? If I
understand ooreet the spirit and inten-
tion ut the Canadian peopie. they are de-
temmined thst thair nationalisin will never
reat on thes w4i and tavnur ut any foreigu
po'wer. The crities again say that we ow*c
no duoty te Eingland because ah. h» not
been fair in diplomaey. They qalote Maine,
Vermont, Oregon, Alska, andi smikl cases.,
1 have flot the time, nor has the Rouge
lte palumo to permt nme to umwind thie
tangcd :e of diplc<naey i tes. cases,
and it woul be useleeS aimply to contra-


