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to inculcate the lesson which Lord Sel-
boumne dasirad te taach:

The British empire owes its existence to
the ses and it can only continue to exist if
ail parts of At regard the ses as their ilatural
source of existence and strength. If our
brethren beyond the seas will undertake a
large share of naval burden, well and good.
But I regard it as of even more importance
that they should cultivate the maritime
spirit.

That is the lesson Lord Selbourne wished
te inculcata in speaking of the colonies:
Give us whatever contributions you like,
i wihatever f orm you like, but go on and

develop thé maritime spirit and teach your
young men how to navigate ships, so that
li timas of stress and storms, they -will be
of use, not only to the colonies, but te
the British empire. In the olden, days
when wooden slip-building was in vogue,
the English flag was found floating over
Canadian bottoms in every ses, officerad
by sons of Canada, but with the decadenca
of wooden ships all that has disappeared,
and my hon. friend the leader of the oppo-
sition, coming from the maritime nrovinces,
knows the decadence that has occurred in
these provinces in maritime interest and
spirit, and lie knows, if no one else on the
other aide does, the force and aptuess of
Lord Selbourne's advice, that what we
want in Canada above ail else is to culti-
vate the maritime spirit. But how much
of that spirit are you going te cultivate by
sending $25,000,000 Canadian money to the
home government? A splendid way that
would be of inculcating maritimd spirit in
the hearts of our young men who have
aspirations for a sea-faring lifa. We would
le vractically telling tham: We do -not
want you to sal Canadian vessaIs, but
we want to send our money to be spent in
British shipya-rds among British working-
meni and British seilors and not a dollar
to be spant in Canada among Canadian
workingmen and Canadian sailors. That
is the policy of my hion. friend the leader
of the opposition.

But some lion, gentleman will tell you
the.t this business of building steel ships
is one whicl Canada is utterly unable to
deà,l with. My hion. friend from North
Simcoe (Mr. Currie) last year, w3io usually
has a splendid fund of in 'ormation on
almost every subject, said ini this House:

Now, carrying out the ides first involved
ini naval deence for Canada, I do not see
any reasons why we should not immediately
institute some systemi of naval defence along
the lines of torpedo boats, or torpedo des.
troyers, aind destroyer cruisers, which would
be invaluable to us in case of wsr.

My hion. friends opposite-, who talk about
this tin pot navy, had bettar go and reason
with this gentleman froma North Simacoe:

A great many members suggest or imply
that it would be impossible for us to bud
these at home. Now I do not wish to be
considered local in any way, 1 have always
taken a national or Canadian view of every
subjet; nevertheless, 1 may be permîtted
to say that wîthin the riding which I have
the honour to represent there is a shipyard
wherein they have launched ships over 500
feet in length, which is said to be the length
of the 'Dreadnought.'

Then hie went on to gay:

Slip-building ie a splendid enterpise, an
enterprise that gîves employment to a great
number of men, and it is the grestest
national enterprise that a country can have.

That, Sir, is truc doctrine and that is
whst this goverilment wants this country
to do:

We should undertake the work of building
carriers because the money that is paid to,
foreigu carrier to convey our products froin
Canada to Great Britain and other countries
is a large suma which we should retain in our
own country.

Good doctrine; splendid doctrine! I arn
sorry to see so many of my hion. friends
opposite dissent fromn it, but as the hion.
member for South Ontario (Mr. Fowkes).
has pointed out, they have forgotten every
tradition their old chieftain, Sir John A.
Macdonald, taught them. Their motto no
longer is: ' Canada for the Canadians,' but
At is: Do not spend Canadian money in
Canada but spend it in any other place by
preference. The hion. gentleman (Mr.
Currie) went on to say:

As 1 pointed out we should immediately
assume the position of establishing a local
defence of our own. Our local defence should
consist of torvedo boats and destroyers, and
they would convoy our merchant ships, in case
of war, to England and save them from the
attacks of cruisers.

I think, said the hon. member for Simcoe
(Mr. J. A. Currie) we are all presumed to
be at one on that question. Why dîd every
one presume that? If our hon. friends op-
posite were not at one on that question, if
they were not in accord in believing that
the time had corne for Canada to begin bier
own navy and build it at home, then ahl
they said was empty vapour. In that case
the speech of my hon. friend the leader of
the opposition (Mr. R. L. Borden) was a
mere figment of the imagination, it wa
nothing but sound and fury, At had no par-
ticular significance; and as for my hon.
friand from North Toronto (Mr. Fostar>,
who can argue just as well on the one side
as on the other, of course no one holds him
responsibla.

Why cannot we begin in Canada to bud
ships? Why, Germany, which these gentle-
men hold up as the great menace te Bri-
tish supramacy to-day, only began te build
steel ships some twelve years ago. If Ger-
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