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upon us have created the impression not
only in England, Ireland and Scotland, but
in the United States, and in other parti; of
the. world, that these provinces are in a
naturally weak and feeble state-that they are
in point of fact, almost indef ensible. Such an
impression interferes more than any one
can estimate with the permanent prosperity
of Our country; it stops immigration te aur
shores, it depreciates car public securities,
and prievents the investment cf capital in
new enterpriseis, hovever productive th'e
mnay be. If, then, we would do away with
this false impression, se, uni uely created,
and place oureelves ona0 r and secure
fotting in the eyes cf the world, our course
tàust be te put oui country in such a posi-
tion cf defence that vs may fearlessly look
our enemies in the fae.

These viewe were cheered in 1864, in the
city cf Toronto:

holding these viewe, and knowing that
they are the views cf the great mass cf the
people of this country, it is a pleasure for'me
ta 1e able to state, and I am sure it will be
a pleasure to ail present ta be infornred,
that the conference at Quebec did not se-
parate befdre entering into a pledge ta put
the military and naval defences of the united
provinces in the meet complets and satis-
factory poeition. ENor -let -me omit to say
that in coming to this decision, there je no
minister of the Crown, sitting at theee tables.
vho vould net be prepared. ta rie nov and
express hie conviction, that, notwithstanding
ail th-at bais corne and gone; notwihstanding
all the diatribes cf the newepaper press cf
England, the British Goveriment is pro-
pareil nov as ever ta do its duty b7 these
colonies, and to send us their armies and
their navy at any moment to aid us in aur
defence.

I have fait it my duty to put this evidence
on record as shoving the spirit which ani-
mated the men vho were the instrumente
in the creation cf this' great Canadian con-
federation, and 1 think that the doctrines
they than propounded are sncb as might
vorth ,ily ha adoptad and followed by the
people cf this day and generation. If this
vas the plane on vhich these gentlemen
placed themselvas, and which they had as-
surances which vould ba continued by
those vho came after thern, surely va
should live up to the spirit which animated
them, and be prepaîed ta adopt as oui
policy that cf defending aur cvii shore#
by building oui ovn navy, and ovning -and
manning it for the protection cf the Cana-
dian nation; et the sie tiina shoultl rmal
emeîgency arise making the best contri-
bution, we, as a nation, pcesibly could
make ta the British Empire as an asso-
ciation cf nations. Better f ai it.' vuld be
-ta adopt that policy than ta send over a
contribution cf rnaney,, unaccompanied by
oui- hearte-for ne man can say that a
Canadian is sending his heait with the
monay, if hie is not villing te accom-
pany th4t'-money with his lufe -and hie
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blood. Hon. gentlemen talk about men not
being willinR to participate in the rnanning
of ships in Caada, because, forsooth, they
can get only fifty cents or seventy-five cents
a day!1 It ie an incuit to the spirit of Cana-
dianism that is abroad in Canada to-day,
and a reflection upon our growing nation-
hood 1

I have spoken of. the viewB enter-
tained by the fathers of Confederation,
and I corne now to a consideration
of the attitude of the Conservative
party in this day of aur hietory.
T. arn baund to eay that I have corne
difficulty in divining just what the policy
of the Conservative party ie on this issue
as propounded by -the right hon. the leader
of the Government. I listened with a great
deal of attention to hic speech on December
5 and I gathered that ie hied ivo or
three reasons upon which hie based hie
proposai. He advanced as a reaison for
this proposal the statement ýthat there was
an emergency. That was the foundation
stone. He then travelled beyond that and
went into a discussion as to whether we did
flot owe it to Great Britain because of her
defence of our shores in the past, that it
was incumbent upon us, by reason of hier
defence in time past, that we ehould
now rnake that contribution. He started
ont by eaying that hie proposed to give
$35,000,0O0 Lo Great Britain as a gift, a
gift in which every Canadian would take
pride. He pictured these thrce battleshipe
in the fighting line not rnanned by Cana-
dian people, but with Canadian name;
and hie considered it a happy augury that
sncb a gift should ha made at a time when
there vas an unele of His Mai esty the
King presiding over the Dominion of Can-
ada us Governor General. That vas hie
statement then, it vas a gift of $35,0O0,000
for the purpose of defending the British
Ernpire in an emergency. Then he vent
on to say that we should not adopt the
other policy because it meant that there
would be toc great a delay, that we were
attempting eomething that we could not
accomplish, that we were net able ta build
ships and would not be for twenty-five or
fifty yease. My right hon. friend lias
recently given utterance in thîs House te
an idea that emphasi 'zes that feature -of
hie palicy, and I am in doubt therefore as;
ta what hie policy is. He said the other
day in this House, in hie Iast utterance
on this subject, that it was a loan, it vas
not a gifty, va were not to part with the,
ownership, we were to pass the chips aver
ta them as a loan, and hie caid that these
words were consistent with his first utter-
ance on the 5th of Decamber, bacause ha
then said that thera vas an understanding
that if at any time we requiîed those shipe
va could have them back. I ask, and 1
think this tountry is entitled to know, if
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