
Naval Contributions. jo

tereBt upon $600,000,000? (a) Or ought the United States b^Bidee paying interest on $3,440,000,000 (6) fl«nd a $30 000 «»cheque to the British Admiralty by way of gratitude?
^""'"^'^

And how much ought Canada to send to the Uuited States
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British and other investors are only too glad to find places to
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^"^^'^t'-^l ^q^abbles over special priv-leges, m that regard, are not infrequent. Look at the Six-Powi
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British disposition to lend money advantageously will lastas long as her ability. Perusal of the paragraphs iL^a^y
following this one wiU supply reason for the MiS that thf^
of British wealth is inexhaustible.

6. The sixth reason and the one most generaUy urged k thatwhich may be known a.s "the weary Titan" argument. U may blconsidered under the caption—
^

British Wealth.

thP rn^ .^i;^"'^"*
^'•«* reared in Mr. Chamberlain's appeal tothe Colonial Premiers, m 1902, to help him out with the difficE hehad got himself into over the Boer war—
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should assist us to support ^^^Z-
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From that day to this the same appeals have been made andhe spec acle of John Bull's "myriad poor" (e) wasting away underthe terrific strain is almost daily presented.

What are the facts? The United Kingdom imposes importduti^ upon very few articles. Substantially they may^Te kchided under the following headings: (1) coc^oa, co'ieTL chLorr
(2) currants, raisins, etc; (3) spirits and wines;' (4) sugar; (sj tel';
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(rf» Pro««fin«» of the Col. Conference, 1902. p 4
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