
By the piMlnir ot thlt Bill, Ctnada U I

promoting herifU to « hiilier pUce in the i

efM o( the world, aiul '><at i* • «erv irood

roBion (or me to ifiv'- it mv cnrJIal lup-

port,

I admit thnt th>< «tatus o( Canada as a

Hritinh colony i^ far bpttor than that of

any colony o( France, Uffnianv. Portugal,

Holland, or ev.'ti o( the United ."^tati's o(

America, (or in the ca*-' of a!l n( those

coloniea the aovereiffn »(»(.• d''8l< with

their niutiicipHl or locil iil(a;r< from it.-

leRiilaturf without con«ultiii ' tli' ri'ople

of the colony. EiiKluiid nloti.' al!ow',i her

coloniiti fo tax Iut exported l'oo|!<; to

produce foo.U niniilnr to Iot own; to .«ell

jtoodn to (iifi igni-r* or buv from th<in; to

•hip thini I'vcn in n iii-Kn.'liih lio!tom»;

to be eov.'rried liv tlu- riilcs of ii: 'rn|).ili.

tiin jiistic lint.' it i-i true, just t' BaMic.

that Cilii.'idii IS hound. wlietliiT r. pi'Mse.''

)ier or rinf, to <lo wlmt Kii'.'laiid innv re-

quire hi-r to ilo. Should KiiL'liiii I wiiili fo

tax Ciiimd.i there i- n.ithin.' :ii r i • nulilie

law '•' Enulaiid to tireviiif her. I uiiiv he

remii d t'lat we liiive the nr r ih'tit o(

the i. 'i\ inereliaiit<: hut i.-t iip' tell

you. Sir, that tho^e merchants, at that

time, wer • proliablv equipped t.i accept

the ino.jtaiile coii.»ei|Ui nee.- of r'sistiiiL'

the new tax on thiir t.'a. .""ueh n imt

the ootiditjioi of Canada to-<iuv, .\r" we
to (oihe.v ;hi> teachiu'.' o( a certain portion

o( the pres- and the sppeclie^ of I'ertain

ijf our orut<irs who h;ive been nreaoliin::

that Canada should have no urtnv an I no

navy, but should ri'Miain as it Ii.'i.; heon

for 150 years, comr'ietelv withmi de(ence.

and exelu^'ively inhabite.l bv (armers,

merchants, lawyers, and ward heeiers. de-

pendini; solely (or protection on the appli-

cation. (iT the benefit, of that fiction or

hallucination known s the Munroe doc-

trine.

I know thnt Canada is U"', ti-lav. -gov-

erned, as she was unoii tie arrival of

Lord Dur'uim at Quebec, It wouM be

rather ditticult for the enlonia; oflic" of

to-day to send to our Governor General in-

struct i-ns similar to thosr whieli tlo'V si'nt

to Sir I'oulett Thonip.''on. an 1 t i f'U bini

to covern his couiifrv a^-ain^*, i' without

the advice of hi.-^ rrsponsib;" • i^tir-. I

know that a radical chan is taken

place. I know that no.v the I'rime Min-
ister is much more than a sab-officer of

Downinc street, I know that Canada, since

1791, or to be more accurate, since 1840,

hiT passed from the statu- of 'Crown' col-

ony t<i that of rosponsiblv Loverneil col-

ony. I admit, also, that thi.s has been

done in ccjnsequence i>( the new policy

adopted by England, bv which she (eels

herself in duty b<iund to sran* her colo-

nies autonomy in matters municipal. I

am ready to proclaim, that Enarland alone

has stood the first, and perhaps will stand

the Uit, in the hittorv of th« colont*! n-
'.{inieK of the wnrld. for the entablithmant
of luch colonial aut«?.oniv an our own,
but on the utiier hand, if 1 scrutinize the
'xt o( our conititution, without ••kins

into aceount our de (acto position to>

wardi F^iieland, but exclusively our de
jure relations with her. I venture to «(•

Urn) that I make no mi.sstatenient ol Uw
when I declare that Canada- it, lesallv,

but a British coiony, and not a nation,
in the sense implied bv the authors o(
international law. Sir, we know the mean-
ina of the word 'race', i

•' the word 'people',

of tlie word 'nation', of tiie word 'state'.

Too ufti'ii, liuve we in this country lost

si$.'ht of the true d"finition uf each of thote
wurdii. Let nie deline u nation : A nation.
Sir. IS the union into a society of the in-

habitant;* of one cuunfv. havini{ tlie same
lunKUuge, );overnel by the same laws,

banded toifether by identity of origin, of

physical conforniutiun an<i of moral pro-

penriitios, by u conimunitv <jf interests and
of (eelintis and by a meru'er o( existences
brouu'lii about liy th>' passim; o( cen-
turies,

I am mentioning' all this to show .ha»

thouu'h England has not been pressinf hard
upon us to irive hiT help, and has b on try-

inif to veil the exercise u( her riehtk upon
Canada, she has without any question nu-

thoritv fo comni ind Canada to come to her

rescue, willingly or unwillingly. But, Sir,

not only our status forces us to build up a

navy, but own own interests, both political

and commercial, impel us to do so, as I

will try to show later on.

Sir, are t'.iere any real reasons (or Can-
ada not <loine anytliinj; to comply with the

wishes o( England' A (ew of our citizen*

are trying to raise, or rather, to invoke Uie

question o( neutrality. Let me < xplain

what is neutrality, as defined by Martens.
Klulier, HefftiT. Wheaton. Hubner, Haute-
Teuiile and Ortolan. Neutrality is (or a

state the right or tlie duty not to take any
part in a war. I'nder internationl law,

neutrality ia permissil)le in favour of any
state. One of the most celebrated cases ol

neutrality was that urged by the United
States of AniericM in 1705 when, France
being assailed by quite a number o( Euro-
pean iKjwers, the l.'nited States answering
Mr, Genest, the French minister, told him
that they were not hrun.l to <lo anything
(or France, which ha i been very recently
the most potent instrument in bringing

them into the society of states. That resort

fo neutrality has l)een invoked, for 150

years, quite a number o( times. But lei

me say, Mt .Speaker, that behind the most
of the instances of optional neutrality, you
find national suicide, or national cowardice.

If we look at the relations between Bri-

tain and one of her provinces, there cannot
be any question of neutrality, and the rea-


