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p]aily as on the other. 1 know the officers iind that is the taking over of the defences
of the militia and the boys of the rank and at Esquimaît and H7al ifa. I 100 'k upon
file in the country. And I kaiow that if that as a serious matter, and I arn oppos-
Iliere is one thing more than anollier that ed to it froni top to bottom. I think It ls
wll increase the force and encourage the a mistake from a financial point of view,
men who form it, It is a littie syrnpathy from and worse than a mistake from other points
the staff, instead of so many orders. The of view. I arn only expressîng rny owflmen of active force ouglit to be able to feel vjews on this malter, and I intend to, expressthat the members of the staff are tbeir îhemn frankly. 1 think i would be justifiedfriends and brothers, instead merely those la saying that this action 15 a distorlion ofwho order them about and find faulI i f they the principle of flot voting money unless wefaal 10 do riglit or as the staff thinks riglit. spend il ourselves. We must remember

Now I would suggest to the minister that we are a colony of the British empire
that he revise these estimates and cut out and not an independent country. NOW Iunnecessary and not at present required see no justification for this action on.theexpenditures, and then we will vote lhem principle that the governrnent bas laid down,more willingly. Put the officers and men into the picfl htfrdfnieproea condition that they can be mustered. pri mnciple t for deensive w pureIncreased pay undoubtedly will help that must moey we vote or men that Ie am
along. Let a litIle more of the money be this action of the government ln taking overspent amoag the chaps who stand behind Ieefrrse sadsoto fta
the guns, instead of upofl those who invent teefrrse sadsoto fta

the ays0f rgaizlg ad lachno-theprinciple. There are cases where the ex-theoops. of the first pae, drilli the i peaditure for defensive purposes is two-Iios Ie are goi pl ae, adfrcel thma . fold, imperial as well as colonial, and thosel wh te a onme hoave ailrc th cors two ports afford the best illustration ofaoh ofewoeIlk the lettersv al thep what 1 mean. What Is the use of main-full, and a e vr ieteItes the n ting them ? Wby, it would be folly forhon, gentleman rend. I say that in this u oepn n olro lhro hscountry under free institutions, where gen- usrts excpn asnavdollae o ether of thoseeral education prevails, we have a riglit 10 rnorts excepts naval baes for te mpriaexpect that our young men wiîî volunteer nay cet.war hich te coiue potein sufficient numbers 10 dcfend the coun- onecn.Nerelsth woepwetry;if hey o nt, e shîl ave o îy ind strength of that navy ks behind us, and
some other plan. But 1 amn satisfied that w a etesn atrwa onr
under' n proper systeni there will be no may attack Uis, or 1 miglit almost say, n0
trouble. Then evolve your plans 10 have malter whal combination of countries maY
your 40,OCO r-serve. Drill 60,000 men next attaick us bcause on the sea G~reat Bni-
year in the camps, and Ihat will satisfy tain is practically the mistress of the
members of parliament who think oni Ihis world. Great Britain, until very recently,
subject, and feel on il as I do. I do flot ob- paid aIl the expenses, manned, bulilt, arm-
jeût 10 votitig moiney if il 's honestly ard cd and maintained those fortresses. Lat-
successfully expended on tlie mulitia. But terly we have been contributîng something
do r ot leI us havip, any more Iolitics to one or both. The minister explained that
in the militia, rlot even n suspicion the Canadian governmeat did flot agree wltli
of polltics The Minister of Militia should the Britishi government. The British gov-
be strong enougli 10 tur dowîi liis crament was satisfied if the Canadian gov-
fellow ii embers of th ecabaet when erament would put ti.e militia int proper
tliey attempî 10 interfere, and if be does shape, lbey would accepl that as a suffi-
thal, lie will have the support and respect cient contribution. Then came the ques-
0f the members of Ihis House. If we lion, eltber at Ihat lime or subsequently,
want a successful defence force, thal must of thie maintenance of these lwo forts, and
be donc. I have supported the minister tbe question of a direct contribution froni
sometimes wlien I thouglit I wns going a this country. The British government, as
littie furîher than I ouglit. I know lie bas 1 understand, stated Ihat lhey would lie
had difficullies 10 meet, lie lias been unduly perfclly salisfied if the Canadian govern-
infiuenced. I have made Iliese few gcn- ment would contnibute £200,000 sterling,
erml remarks because I thouglit they necd- $1,000,00o a ycar, and the Britishi goverument
cd 10 he brouglit 10 the attention of the would continue, as lliey had donc, 10 keep
minister and of the goverament. If the those forts in a stale second 10 none la the
country once gels the idea ltat mulitia world, paying aIl the expenses. Our gov-
unatters are flot improviag, and that we erament, as we ail know froni the minister,
are flot working up as rapidly as we sliould dcclined 10 do that and said: No, we will
10 thie consummation the minister bas out- take theni over and mn and maintain lhem
lined, there will be a row about paying these ourselves.
large sunis. Il is a distortion of principle and -fnan-

Lastly, I wish 10 speak of one more miaI- cially il is a loss to ns because 1 amn salis-
ter, with regard 10 wblch 1 arn somry 10, fied Ilial $2,000,000 a year iS the very least
say 1 bave 10 disagree witli the minister, we can calculate on for the expendifure
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