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Navy; but I cannot see that there is any

good whatever to he gained either for

the empire or for Canada by undertaking
now to spend a large sum bf no¶ney under
the influence of something hike panic. The

point where- Canada la weak and is mnot, in
mry opinion, doing bier d uty as Austrahia
la doing hier duty, is that our militia force
is altogether too amail for a country of
this vast extent and very «considerable
population. If England, for instance, had

trouble with Japan within six months.

there îa not enything to hinder Japan
faom. sernding a fleet acroas the Pacifie.

England cannot maintain a fleet in the

Pacifie large enough to cope with the fleet

of Japan, and even if you bal a Canadian
unit of a fleet there is nothing to binder
Japan sending a force of fifteen or twenty
thousand men oven and seizing Victoria
and Vancouver, and practically as muoh cf
British Ooluur.bîa as they wish. A grav3
duty of Canada la to have our militia force

in Buch. a condition that a resuit of that
klnd could not take place.

I do not propose bt say anything with

respect te the Higbways Bill. That bas
been discussed by varions bon, gentlemen
at reasonable length, but I just wish to
correct a misapprehiension. under whicb
the zight bion. leader of the goverumenit
in a.nothen place seems to have labourel.
The right hion. gentleman in reply to the

leader of th-e opposition tàie otîher day
said that 'the present rigbt lion. leader
of thie ~Opposition had .pnepaoeed the
amendments to that Highways Bill wbich

were moved in the Senate. The right bon.
leader of thie government is co<mpleteiy
and utitenhy mistaken. Those amendments
were prepared by a coznmittee of OPPOsi-
tion raernsbc-rs of this House and without
consultation, as far as I amj aware, witb
taie iright hon. leader of the opposition.
It is truc that one of the arnnenigs
which we prepared followed sornewhat tha
lines of 'the amnendaient whicb had been
moved ir- the other House. It was not
ideutical; it iollowed the same genenal
hunes, but înasrnuch as the mischief which
was aimed at was t'he sairne one, naturally
taie two amendments would follow the
samne general lines; but the statement that
the leader of the opposition in another
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place drew or dictated the amendments
that were nioved in this House is alto-
gether rwithout Joundation. I -think the
Senate owes it to itself to staite that.

The hop.. gentleman from Bedford (Hon.
Mr. Pope) made some very intercsting Ob-
servatione on the paragraph of the speech
which deals witla the proposed renewal of.

the bank charters. The hion. gentleman
f rom West Toronto (Hon. Mr. Campbell)
also dait with the matter to-day and MiY

junior colleagne also spoke of it; so I d;>
not propose to aay anytbing on the partic-
ular feature that these hcon. gentlemen
deait with. But thcre is one point that
apparently all agree upon, and that is that

in the measure to amend the Banking Act

the government &hould make satsLQactory
provision for independent inspection. I
think I understood the lion. gentlemnau
from West Toronto to say that hie thought.

there should be goverinent inspection. I

do not believe ini that. The kind of inspec-

tion that is r&anired is inspection by

skilUed accountants who are not under th*~

control of thie goveronent or -the banks-
Bath the lion. gentleman fromn Bedford

and the hion. gentleman from West

Toronto spokie with regret of the absorp-

tion of numerous banka in Canada by

larger banks. 1 do flot know whether thc

leader of thie government -agrees with me

in this or not, but it seems to me that in

the. measure which the goveirnimnent pTo-
poses to introduce there sbould be some

provision which would tend to prevent that
absorption, because il tbe Process goes on

much longer there will reaily be only

Iiree or four banks in the country.

Hon. Sir GEORGE ROSS (Middlesex)-

There -mm be no absorption without an

order in council aPProvlnga it.

Hon. Mr. WATSON-There should be leg-

islatioti.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There should be legis-

lation-that is just the point. The prac-

tice la when the necessary conditions are

fulfilled by the banka to allow them to

arnalgamate, but I think that should not

be. That is really one of the worst kinda of
monopoly. We have stringent legialation

to prevent trade combinations, and bank

combinations should be prevented too.


