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Mr. MURPHY: My hion. friend from Cal-
gary asserted in a generai way that some
hion, gentlemen on this aide of the Heuse
had at Borne time or another said that we
owe nothing to England. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I say here that I have neyer
heard a Liharal make that statement. But.
I have heard it said openly in this House
and elsewhare that gentlemen associated
with the Conservative party have made
that statement publicly dn a great many
occasions. For instance, in the Canadian
Annual Review for 1910, a publication is-
sued by Mr. Casteil Hopkins, who is a
great friend and admirer of the present
Prime Minister, I find that statement at-
tributad to some gentlemen on the otber
side of the Heuse. Speaking about the
naval campaign that was carried on in the
province of Quebec during 1910, the Cana-
dian Annual ]Review for that year, at page
185, gives an account of the meeting hald
at Rigaud in the constituency of Vaudreuil
represented by Major Boyer, a Liberai
member in this House. This is what it
says:

At Rigaud on the 26th, Mr. Cousineau, M.
L.A., said that ail Engiand wanted at this
tine was to get a Canadian contribution to
lier budget; Mr'. Rainville denounced the
Frmnch papers of Montreal, as being sold to
the projeot of Sir Wilfrid Laurier.'

I understand that the Mr. Rainvilla re-
ferred to is now a member of this Housa
and supports the Conservative Government.

Mr-. Gustave Boyer, M.F., Liberai, followed
in reply. He raid - 'The speakers. that have
1.îeeeded me, said that wa ewe nothing- te
Great Britain. Is it nlot a fact, hewever,
that we ewe ail to Great Britain? Is it net
a tact that for the past fifty years we have
had, under the protection of the British
ilag, more personaipoiitical and .municipal
liberties than any ether people on earthi

There yen have a striking contrast at that
oe meeting batween the utterances of gen-
tlemen supperting the Conservative Gov-
ernment and the broad and patriotic utter-
ances of the hon. member for Vaudreuil, who
is a stauncli Liberal. At another page in
this volume raferenca is made te Albert
Sévigny, who is described as a Quebec ad-
vecate, and 1 understand that this is
Mr. Albert Sévigny who now represents
Dorchester in thi-s Housa and 'who is an
ally of the present Government. The
Canadian Annuai Reviaw says that Mr.
Sevigny appears te have been a particularly
inflammable speaker, and at page 196 I
read:

At Tingwick (October 31,) Alfred Sévigny,
a Quebec advo3eate, expreseed himselif as foi-
iows. 'Tha Lauier Cabinet is a Cabinet of
Ixnperdiists wbo want teo sacrifice Canada'%
intereets and piunge us into wars with whieh
we have nothing te do. The navy Bill is an
attempt b; Onario and the provinces of the
west to coerc Quabec and enslave our reo-
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pÈ for ever. What has Engiand ever donefor you? PShe bas no need of yeur helu.
She ie etrong enough te detend herself.
Laurier's ideai is te make you the vassale
ot the rnajerity in the weet. Yeu -must pro-
test by your vote against -this slave traffic.
Yeu muet protest against helping England
in ber ware; uniese you de conscription wil
corne next.

That wiii suffice te illustrate the differ-
ence between the two parties upon the
question as te what wve in this country owe
te England.

My hon. triend fromn Calgary, spoke about
several leaders of the Liberai party who
favoured independence, and te support his
atate-ment hie quoted a reso]ution Baid te
have been moved at the National Club
ini Montreal in the year 1890 bv my hon.
friend from Rouville (Mr. Lemieux). Later
on, my hon, friand from Red Deer (Mr.
Clark) deait very hap7oily with the remarkB
of the hion. member with regard te that
resolution. I have only to add that the
hon. member for Calgary muet have feit the
desperate position of himseif -and bis party
when hie had te go back twenty-three years
in the hope of finding something that would
remove from the politicai skirts of himself
and his friends the pitch with which they
have bean deffled through their recent pel-
iticai association with the Nationaiist paxty
of the Province of Quabec. I would have
thought that the hion. gentleman's knowl-
edge of the record of his own party wouid
have deterrad him from taking that excur-
sien into a field in which hae thought lie
would Alnd something committing the Lib-
oral party te a pelicy of independenca.
However, as the hion. gantleman seema to
ba fond of looking up records let me rater
him te a few. Let ma rater him for
instance te a book puhlishad by Mr.
Weir, entitiad 'Sîxty Years in Canada.'
If hae wili look at page 62 et that
book, hae will flnd. the beginning et a
manifeste addre.ssed te the people of Can-
ada and taveuring the annexation et Can-
ada te the United States; if hie will look
further hae wili find at page 63 the signa-
tories te that manifeste and I cail his
special attention te the first name on that
bast. That name is net the name ef a
French-Canadian; -it is net a name that by
any fancy can ba associated with Laurier
or Lamieux; it is the namae of J. J. C. Ab-
bott, a gentleman who at oe time was an
henoured membar ot this Huse, and later
became leader et the Conservative pa.rty
and Prima Minister et Canada. I woud
refer the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bennat) te
that manifeste and ask him hew lie can,
reconcila lis prasent protestations ot loy-
ait y with bis conduet in having foiiowed
a leader whoeat oe time haaded. the an-
naxationist party in this country? Further,
I would ask the hon. gant'eman how lie can
purge himasel-f trom the taint of disloyalty
that mu:st according te bis standard -attach


