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tween these countries must pass through it.
Therefore, Canada is bound to have a great
mercantile marine. An evidence of that is
the way in which our great railway com-
panies are developing mercantile marines.
The Canadian Pacific railway has become
the owner of an enormous fleet, the Grand
Trunk Pacific and the Canadian Northern
propose to go into the same business, we
have the Allan steamship line and other
great lines which centre in the old country
and we shall require an immense Canadian
marine on the Pacific. This will involve an
enormous amount of shipbuilding in this
country. There are to-day enough ships
required for the trade of this Dominion to
occupy a half dozen shipyards. Let us
establish these in the basin of the St. Law-
rence, in the maritime provinces and Brit-
ish Columbia as well. On that ground
alone we should have these great shipbuild-
ing yards in this country. There is only
cne way in which to get them quickly, and
that is to offer inducements to the great
firms of England, Ireland and Scotland to
come over and establish shipyards for the
building of a British Canadian mercantile
marine. They could then be used for the
(building of Canadian ships of war -should
that be required. I am not afraid to as-
sume the responsibility of creating a Cana-
dian pavy for the defence of Canada or for
the assistance of the empire, or even of giv-
ing a contribution to aid the empire should
the day of peril come. No Canadian will
object to that. We hear it said that if we
give a contribution we should control the
distribution of it. I do not quite agree in
that doctrine. We are free to give it if we
choose. We are free to give the mother
country $10,000,000 or $20,000,000 forthwith
for the maintenance of the integrity of the
empire and are thereby not departing from
the principle of controlling our own ex-
penditure. In hundreds of ways we give
grants of money, the expenditure of which
we never control. That is altogether differ-
ent from our paying taxes and having no
control over the expenditure of these taxes.
When we imposed taxes on our own people,
the people have control over the expendi-
ture through their representation in parlia-
ment. But if a tax should be imposed on us
by a British parliament—which it is per-
fectly free to do—we should be justined in
refusing to pay unless we had our say in the
disposal of the money. But there is noth-
ing unpatriotic or unconstitutional or hu-
miliating to Canadians if they choose to
give a substantial contribution to the Brit-
ish parliament for the purpose of defend-
ing the empire. That might be the quickest
and easiest way to settle the difficulty, and
it might make any nation, who might con-
template an attack on the British empire,
think twice before doing so. To my mind,
and I think I express the opinion of the
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bulk of Canadian people, there would be
nothing wrong in this government giving
immediately a grant of money to
help the mother country and in estab-
lishing a mnavy, if necessary. But
the fundamental requisite of a navy is
that it must be efficient and removed
absolutely from politics in so far as
that can be done. !Efficiency in their
navy is the one thing which the people of
the empire think they have. There have
been scandals in that navy, but these have
been removed, and the finest service in Eng.
land, in fact in the world to-day is the Brit-
ish navy.

On my own behalf and on behalf of the
people I represent, and I think largely on
behalf of the people of Canada, I am pre-
pared to say that we are British as well as
C_anadians. We are part of the British em-
pire and are prepared to assume all our
responsibilities as such, whatever they may
be, for the purpose of maintaining the in-
tegrity and the honour of the empire and
the integrity and honour of the Canadian
people.

Hon. GEO. E. FOSTER (North Torgnto).
Tl'lere are one or two points on which I .
wish to say a few words in connection with
the address in reply to the speech from the
Threne. There is one omission—an omis-
sion which I did not look for especially this
year. Neither in ‘the speech from ‘the
Throne or the address in reply is there
any allusion to the bountiful crops with
which we have been favoured. Up to the
present the government has rather prided
itself on being in a sort of partnership—
silent though it may be—with Providence,
and on previous occasions they have ac-
knowledged that partnership and been
rather proud of it. What has happened in
the meantime I do not know, but I
do know that in this particular year,
if you take quantity, quality and value,
there has been a Trecord crop through-
out the Dominion and certainly there
never was a year in which bounteous
crops and good prices were so essen-
tial to the prosperity of the country.
But strange to say, the government—for
what reason I do not know—have omitted
any mention of that fact and have tried to
produce the impression that it is all owing
to a prospective Hudson Bay railway, a
present and much enduring Grand Trunk
Pacific railway, immigration and other
things, combhined with that virtue which is
always present with the government and
for which my hon. friend took credit to
himself this afternoon; these have been
the causes, and these alone, which have

produced this great prosperity of the
country according to the right hon.
gentleman. Let wus ask ourselves what

the prosperity of this country would have
been if, instead of having a bounteous crop



