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But having rendered due testimony to the dianitvthe continuance in action, the magnificent tradition^^^

fhT;:sul;tTha?rT ""'^'v
^^'^™ '""^ "ghnoTudg;tne result of that diplomacy from the point of view ofa loyal but true Canadian. We hear that one of thereasons for which we should put our hands in onrpockets, and throw plenty of money in the coffers of theBritish government, is because of the protection aive^to our mercantile navy by the British fleerMold youa moment ago that we had no mercantile navy, thai theBritish government prevents us from having any Thev
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hat, not longer ago than in 1907, when the reprerentative of the United States at the Hague Confererce J^Choate proposed to have a declaration maSe andagreed to by all the maritime powers of the world thain case of war, the private property of the bell aerennations should be exempt from seiz/re on sea-X is"that the first to stand against that proposal were the

cTsSfr^"/*^^ ^""^^ government? withoutconsulting the interests of Canada, Australia and NewZealand, simply because they thought that the Britishnavy was powerful enough to continue with the odpractice of piracy in time of war, the British represen

UnS St r' *"/rP* *'^ ^^^"^^'y proposalT heUmied States, and thereby let our trade exposed (. •

plunder m time of war. I fail to know that, in thosedays, much sentiment was spent on "the solidarity ofthe sister nations". J. fail to know that, in 1907 the
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>ou or me They have not consulted the Canadian

Now iot us see how British diplomacy has cared forus m other instances.


