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ployments and callinss. Quite a number
o( good positions surely will be secured (or
those students by the establishncent oi the
new marine equipment. Our special school
grar'.uates will contribute in some way or
other to the construction of the new fleet,
and thereby contribute to the enhanced
pro8{ierity and Kreatness of Canada.
Thf are many other re» as (or which

I am . kdy to vote for the passing of this
Bill. 1 will vote for the Bill, because:

1. It will cost but a trifle per head of our
population to build a few ships which will
help En.sland, satisfy our obligt'.ions to-
wards her, and gratify our national pride;

2. The expenditure of a few cents per head.
per yt-ar. may iic to ?>;cure for Canada the
conces.^ion from Ent'land of tht- power of
making treaties. i)f the power to appoint
Amilii-Canadian eoi, -il.-s. thereby securint'
for us benefits which will be at liundr.'dfdM
greater to Canada t!i;in tlie total of
expenditure to-day;

3. I would rather stand by our parent
state than depend upon American protec-
tion, I prefer British protection.

•1. The buildins of a fleet will to a great
extent help our classical and special school
graduates;

6. It is in acordance with the dictum of
the public 1: w of England towards Canada,
for It is not within the province of the lat-
ter to refuse any contribution to help Eng-
land ;

6. Tlie rr ion of a Canadian navv will
to a lar^e e\ ent tend to create for Canada
new openings of trade, the establishment
of new commercial aconcies and negotia-
tion? of commercial treaties—three keys to
the treasuries of tho world

;

7. This, possession ot a ileet is the best
and on!y way to secure progress in peace
for oui- country and to assure its everlast-
ins prosperity.

For all these reasons, and many others, I
appeal to '.'.is House, and to my constitu-
ents of St. James, not to begrudge a shil-
ling a year for the maintenance of the
prestige of England, and the enlargement
of our national life.

And now, to those unthoughtful enough
to close their eyes and f>top their ears to
tho grent lessons of history; to those who
shout aloud that nothinr, should be done
to defend Canada, to tho=e who are continu-
ously, dangerously, creating agitation, to
all those who do not wish to give an;- kind
of aid to England, whether they berLore-
senti' lives of the western grain growers, or
agriculiurists of Quebec, 1 would say this:
You do not wart any naval defence for
Canada, you prefer to remain in statu quo,
you are afiaid of militarv and naval ex-
penditure, let me remind you of a past
which is still the present for us. If Can-
ada, when she was a weak colony under

'.he French monarchy, had followed tha
idvice, the adrjonitions and prayers of
ihat incompara'jle and immortal American
statesman of the seventeenth /century
(though not torn in America) Governor
Frontenac, who implored France not to re-
construct the marvellous palace of Verjail-
les, but to build a navy, to send soldiers
to Noiivelle France, and 'o equip an army
to protect its territory and the entrance of
its 'iulf of St. Lawrence, never would
Woiie have defeated Montcalm on the
Plains of Abraham, and never would it

have been possible for England to conquer
Canada.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, should we have no

navy, what Wolfe was able to do, one Von
der Goltz or one Henri de Hohenzollhem,
may try to repeat. Canada, being withcui.
naval defence, withooit coast protection,
&liouId ever a European conflict hold back
the Englisli fleet in the North sea. the en-
trance of the St. Lawrence would be left

undefended against a hostile fleet which
would be able to anchor bofore Montreal
with much less risk than in ihe Baltic sea.
Sir. such a possibility should awake in tha
people of Canada, and m<.T% especially in
my fellow citizens of Quebec, a strong de-
sire to grant what is asked from them t<)

secure both a defence of our coasts, and a
compliance with the wishes of England. My
fellow citizens of Quebec, I am sure—and
here, I believe, I am expressing their
inner sentiments—are ready to s»'.nd by
England to-day, for we are indebted to.

England for the fairness with which Eng-
land has treated us. Should I speak to-

nisht in my own mother language, it wou .

be due to the liberality of England. The
Latin and Frentli laniruages were for
luiMilrtil^ oj' yv:n> the only lanKua;:e»
si>Hkeii ill tile iii"ther parliament on
the liaiiks ,t t:.:' TlviiiU'S, in the saiii.»

way that Gr'ek uiid Latin had been
the official laniUU'.'es o. the parlia-
ment of Rome. I lieL' leave to convey t)
the ICiiiIish speakini.' citizers of Canada t»)-

iiiffht, the assurance that their French
speaking friends will stand shoulder to
shoulder with them for the maintenance of
British inF'.itutions in Cans ' as did,
twenty centuries ago, o ir ar -s, th^
Gaelic senators when they joi he Ro-
man senators in the defence of i. . state of

Rome.
Wlii].' I am savins all this, I cannot for-

bear from denouiicins as infamous, the
veiled charses of disloyalty which hav.?
been and are still being hurled agginst my
compatriots. Sir, Quebec will always re-
member that beautiful sentiment enunci-
ated by the distinguished Prime Minister
of Canada at a Paris banquet in 1905: ' To
France, we owe our ori.'in; to England, our
liberty.'


