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ada h.ad been an independent nation on
the 4th of August, 1914, would. it have
declared war upon Gerinanv because it had
invaded Belgium? With very niany friends
of the An-Io Saxon race with whorn 1 have
discussed the question, I have -corne te the
conclusion that Canada -as an independent
nation would flot -have deciared'Nva. upon
Gerrmany in August, 1914, for that reason.

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: If 6he
had sunk our ships, would we flot have gone
to var?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Certain]y. We
would have waited, like the Un.ited States
and some of the South American republies,
until a casus belli special to Canada, affect-
ing its material interests or its honour, h-ad
occurred. 0f course, the people of Canada,
like the rest of hurnanity, had an inteTest
in defending justice and liberty in the
wvorld, but that interest was insufficient to
impel the United States and ail the South
Arnerican republies to enter the war. It
was insufficient, and ail the more honour
to Can-ada that she did go to war, not for
self-interest, but from sentiment alone. The
Anglo-Canadian did join in, bjecause of his
imperial connectiion.

I will not dis-,uss the varjous items of
t'he bill of fare which is laid before us.
There are things with which I arn in hearty
accord. I arn glad to see that we have made
a convert of dny honourable friend. frorn the
Gulf (Hon. Mr. L'Espérance), who hails
with delight the beginning of the ship-
building industry. He is recanting from
a position w.hich he took in the other House
when he came in fre-sh fromn the fight of
1911 and .rave a notice of motion, or pre-
sented a Bill, if I arn not niistaken, cailing
for a repeal of the Laurier Naval Act.

Hon. Mr. L'ESPERANCE: Will rny hon-
ourable friend aliow me a remark? I was
speaking of a inerohant marine, noV of a
navy.

Hon. Mr. DANDURZAND: Then, will my
honourable friend aUow me to put to hl-m
this question? Is be sti.11 of the opinion that
the Naval Act shoeld be taken -off the
-tatute-book?

Hon. Mr. L'ESPEIRANCE: lIn April, 1914,
I introduced a Bill to repeal it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Not in 1914.

Hon. Mr. L'ESPERANCE: I did that be-
fore the war.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.: Oh, yes, but it
was in 1912.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Hon. Mr. L'ESPERANCE: Before the
war.

Hon. Mr. DANDUIIAND: Yes, in 1912 or
1911-mn the first or second session.

Hon. Mr. L'ESPER.ANCE: It was in 1914.

Hoa. Mr. DANDURAN-D: But it was
quiýetly aýl'lowed to rernain on the Orde!r
Paper untiil rnvy honourebile f riend resigned
his seat to take -a position, on the Quebve
Harbouir B<ard. ,Whatever xnay ha the
present opinion oti my honourable frid-d,
let mue tebi him that if th Naval A,% nîad
been cai-ried ont, and if the ohips for whoh
tenders are now to bç received. h-ad been
accepted in 1911, 'when the new G'overnment
caime iný, we sihouild"have been snuoh sooner
in -a position to build ships on tihe A-blanVic
and th-- Pacific th-an we -are be-day. It was
said .at the time that we could not buid
ships-that it was imnpossible too, build ships.
ISow we have been doing so, but ho.ýw m'uch
fartiher advanced 9hould. we not have been
if we had started in 1911 instead. of a few
monthis ago.

I notice thiat the Speeoh .frorn the Throne
does noV mention the railwiay situation. This
is a mnoet irnpotant subi ect, one which, I
arn quite sure, engrosses the mind of the
Goyernrnent as well as that csf the members
osf both Hou-ses. On this problem -the Gov-
erimrent wiil donlbtleas have soine staternent
te 'ake -and eorne legisiation Vo subrmiV if
lit -can agree upon a .policy.

Having spoken of the paslt, it is sny inten-
tion noit tèo refer -aga-in te -it, but to join in
the~ work whidh wil1 be subbritted te tihds
House, as annouaced. in tihis -Speech ftoru
the Throne. We are all of one mind in that
respect. We feit ait the end. of 1ast session
that we disoigreed on the question of con,
scription.

My honourable friend expreszsed his sur-
prise andi regret that Sir Wiýlfr.id Laurtier
h'ad not accepted the recent offer vif Sir
Roberlt Borden. WelfI, I have hasi ooccas'on
to say, and I repeat, that when Sir Robert
Borden, camne baodk kforn Europe, býefore an-
nouncing a new po1licy, he should have gone
to the leader cf the Opposition, laVe as it
va.s, Vo diiscuss with hulm the .possibility viT

adrvioabiflity of forming -a National Govern-
ment, and discnssed afterwards 'the condi-
tionsnder whi-ch this National Govemniment
should -b fonmed, and the iprograrnre that
should be laid docwn. This stateimen-t I -have
heard muade by a hundred. p'oininent citi-
zens of Montreal 'belonging Vo both parties,
and my lhonouî'able friends on the other side
ùf the Hou-se .9ho'uld not be surprised that I
ropeat it now. Sir WdlIfrid Laurier did net


