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The

NAVAL QUESTION
Speech Delivered by Mr. R. l. Borden. MP.

3rd rEBRUARY. 1910.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. I join most sincerely in toe regret
which has been expressed by the Prime Minister at the con-
tinued illness of the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
which prevents him from addressing the House upon the
second reading of this Bill. However, my right hon. friend
the Prime Minister has taken up that task. He has addressed
to the House a very long speech, more than three-fourths of
which had absolutely nothing to do with the subject which
is now occupying the attention of the House and of the
country. The right hon. gentleman seems to think, for some
reason, that this is the year 1837. This is not the year 1837,
and we are not engaged to-day in a discussion as to whether
this country shall have autonomous rights and privileges.
That question was settled 75 years ago. It is significant that
when my right hon. friend finds himself in circumstances of
peculiar difficulty with his own party, he always goes back to
the days of 1837, and quotes to us, not only from the speeches
of Lord Durham, but from the eloquent orations of Mr. Lafon-
taine and Mr. Baldwin. It is an old piece of tactics on the
part of my right bon. friend; its use indicates that he is in a
tight place, and I sincerely condole with him to-day upon the
circumstances in which he finds himself. Why, Sir, he told us
in the first place that he had an absolutely united party behind



him; Md tbmi, not yry long Aftttwardf. w found him dmU-
ing Al gTMt length with oriUebma whieh had been made upon
hie ooune in the provinoe of Quebec, end preeumebly by
memben of hie own party.

Tlie right hon. genUeman haa seen fit to introduce a great
ubjeot moet profoundly affecting not only Canada, but the
whole empire, in a highly eontrovenial and partisan ipirit
He haa indulged in what he ealla a retroepective glance, ac-
eompanied by observations mpre or less dignified as to the
•uppoeed divisions in the ranks of the Conservative party.
Well, Sir, there is no attempt to gag any one in the Conserva-
tive party, .%nd there never will be, I hope.
But my right hon friend has invited some remarks which

otherwise I should not have felt impeUed to make tonlay; he
has given us a retrospective glance, but his retrospective^ce does not include some periods that perhaps he might
be well ineUned to forget; and indeed he has conveniently for-
^tten them to-day. He speaks of criticism from the province
of Qnebec Sir. I veatore to teU him this, that if he has re-
crtved any crttlcini from men who, in the past at least, have

and that IWIng are due to himsell more thM to any other man
in Canada.

A retrospective glance seems to suit the humour of the
right hon. gentleman to-day. WeU, Sir, what was his own
aspiration m the days of 1891 and 1892? His teaching in
regard to this matter in the province of Quebec was sum-
marued in his own hearing, in this House, only three yean
ago, by one of his own followers, and it was in words which
are to be found in • Hansard ' of the 29th of November, 1906
It IS the language of Mr. Bourassa, a disciple and foUower of
the right hon gentleman; and here is Mr. Bourassa's language
which was not caUed in question by the right hon. gentleman
at the time it was uttered:

k y*"*i^' *•»* 'W" *•» iMguage of Mr. Laurier in Boaton in ISfll •

Sd lSS±I**Kir'''^Sr"* **»^P^ federation^JS^iZ^U
Sn^n nS' ^*'"" the cooaequence would be the parfcidwS ofO^a mBnt«h war., «k1 Can«l. would never caoBent to^XpSL b



/ri.nd in 1891 and ,8»2r Doe. he now d«»y thit/umm^-

l^'^^J" m :""** '" •'^•" '^y bi. own follower In t^BouM and which w«i not denied by him at that time? Well

right hon. friend ia anxious for retroepeeta. Here if hii owniMfuage recorded in the page, of ' Han«ird ' and I am
•nxiou. to ob«»rye whether hon. gentlemen on the other tide
of the Hoiue who applauded with such vigour the speech just
delivered will applaud the word, which I shaU pVTcJ to
quote u«Ki by the right hon. gentleman a. the leader of the

fi^."^ f^^ *° *''^" "°"°*'y' ^^^"^ • ^ <»•«»•«• has an
ab«)lutely consistent record in this matter.

Then further, in the courM of the same remarks
An hon. MEMBER. What date?
Mr. R. L. BORDEN. 'Hansard' 1892, page 1142 Ifany hon. member desires to examine'the remarks of the righthon gentleman he will find them there, and further at page

Inhere a GusduM anjrwhere who would not haO with iov th. ,i.„when W6 would be deprired of the eervioee ofbS dlptomilyr ^
.u^ ^l^"u*T!*''*

controversy with respect to the matter,
although I bad hoped that he would have elevated the dis^
eussion 8ome:vhat more above controveraial lines I have
to teU him that in my judgment, since he has held the reins
of government, British diplomacy has more than once got this
country out of difficilties in which it has been involved by
the b undermg of himself and his colleagues. Further atpage 1144, «nce my right hon. friend desires a retrospect. I
find him using this language on the same occasion*



v.„.^« '»<'?; gentleman (Mr. Foiter) no doubt would prefer an Engliih
shilling to a Yankee dollar: but formy part I am differently eonatitutc^. I«n ready any day, whether I am charged with annexation or not, to take a
Yankee dollar m preference to an Engliah shilling. ... I have again
and wain repeated that the goal of my aapirationu the independence of
Canada, to see Canada an independent nation in due course of time. »

Well, my right hon. friend may have recanted that opinion.
I am not aware that he has ever publicly recanted that aspin-
tion and it would seem to me, having regard to some of the
provisions of this BUI that he has not done so; and, if I may
indulge in the tactics of my right hon. friend, rumour teaches
us from some sources in the country thet this very measure
now presented to the House in so eloquent a qieech is being
held out as an important step in the direction of that indepen-
dence which was at one time at least the aspiration of my
right hon. friend.

Now, Sir, the right hon. gentleman declared to us that he
has been told from some source in criticism of this measure
that aid should be given by Canada to the mother country
in respect of naval defence by means of annual contributions.
I have already expressed my opinion on that point, and as I
spoke in this House at great length on the first reading of this

"^ill I shall be enabled to curtail my remarks to-day. As far
as I am concerned, while the system of annual contributions
might be best, and, no doubt, would be best from the purely
strategical standpoint, I firmly believe that no such system
could be adopted, but that eventually and permanently the
basis upon which Canada must contribute to the defence of

the empire will be by employing our own material, our own
resources, our own men, and the skill and courage of our own
people.

But, Sir, we have to consider to-day some of the proposi-
tions of the government not only as embodied in this Bill, but
as embodied in the speech of my right hon. friend. He told

us on the first reading of this Bill that Canada must be at
war when the empire is at war. Any man who has the slight-

est acquaintance with international law knows that that is

absolutely the case. Yet, my right hon. friend has somewhat
receded from that opinion to-day, because he has told us that



ander conceivable circumstances tiie rest of the empire miglit
lie at war wliile Canada was at peace. Sucli a proposition U
alwoluteiy impossible. So long as Canada remains in the
empir^ Canada is at war when the empire is at war. So lone
as the Empire's flag floats above Canada. Canada is at war when
that flag is attacked. The moment a shot is flred or a blow
is struck at that flag. Canada is at war with the nation or
country which fires that shot or strikes that blow. In view
of the fact that the right hon. gentleman recedes, as I under-
stood him to recede to-day, from the position which he took
on the first reading of the BiU, we must understand that someve^ strong compulsion has urged him to take that course,
and that difficulties within the ranks of his own party have
compelled him to recede from what was in the first place the
true and correct declaration of the position of this country

I shaU not stop to dweU upon the argument of my right
hon. fnend based upon the authority of that great constitu-
tional work,"Quentin Durward/'astotheexact similarity of
meamng between 'sovereign' and 'suzerain.' Everv one
knows that the term 'suaerain ' is a term which has' come
down to us from the old feudal days. I have not had an op-
portumty of examining the quotation, but I would not be very
much surprised to find that my right hon. friend, in consulting
this eminent constitutional work, has, after all, misread it
and that its authority might be turned against him.

Let us look for a moment at the position of affairs to-day
The question which we have to consider is undoubtedly a
very important one. It is the question of organizing the
forces of the empire for defensive purposes in naval warfare
The question which is before the House to-day is simply
whether the proposition as embodied in the poUcy of the
government and as embodied in the Bifl is one which can
fairly recommend itself to the people of the country. In
the first place, my right hon. friend has referred to the resolu-
tion of March, 1909. I distinctly understood from the clear
terms of that resolution that any proposal of this government
should foUow the suggestions of the admiralty made in theyew 1907, and I say without the slightest ^hesitation that hi
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the moR important respect of aU, the control of the naval forces
of the empire in time of war, the BiU of tfie government ab-
•olutely departs from the suggestions of the admiralty and
therefore absolutely departs from the resolution unanimously
Hwed to in this House in 1909. What was the suggestion
of Lord Tweedmouth, First Lord of the Admiralty, on that
occasion? The suggestion—indeed it was more than a sug-
gestion, It was an absolute declaration—was that, so far as
the naval forces are concerned, there must be unity of control in
time of war. It does not require experience, it does not
require naval knowledge to understand that in time of war
the whole integrity and future of its empire may depend upon
that unity of command and control. What did Lord Tweed-
mouth say in his address to my right hon. friend and the
other delegates at the Imperial Conference of 1907? He
said this:

I have only one reaerration to make, and in makinx it I aak that »
in u« now. The only reeervation that the adrnmaty desire to nuie is S»t

f^Sf^fhfZS!^ "" °21»* •*«''"~'
i°

''oW *5e co^uid of the Mv2
MShl«™™'^J?*'^'!f***i° ?™¥» *''« distribution of ships in the b«t
fn^^ manner to resist attack an?to defend the empire at bnre. wheti^
L^S; tC^** " ***" dominions beyond the s^aZ \CToro,5SyrecogpiM ttiat we are responsible for that defence. We want you toldp
bit wSdoin'^™ 7^ '""* C:" *° «ive us all the assistanc? you i^,

SI5~ h„lf i**®"^ *™*' '' y°" "» °o* ineUned to give us the h^
£fend te!^^7 ^°? y°"'^ "knowledge our absolute obli«tion todefend the Kmg's dominions across the seas to the best of our abSty

Could there be anytWng more definite, specific or emphatic
than that declaration? But that is not aU. Let us take the
declaration of Mr. MoKenna, First Lord of the Admiralty
at the recent Defence Conference, to be found in the English
State paper brought down, pages 21, 22 and 23 (Canadian
Bluebook pp. 23 and 26).

nr„KJ!J?***P'°'*H°l°'."°P®^*' °*^*' defence were considered merely as a
JSSiSh t^J*^- '*"**«y' '}''°"^^ H'o"°d that the grei^t 3u"<rf
jSSfi.^™*f.fr° e^Peo-iiture is. obtained by the maintainw^ of »
ffftjShZ^^ Jk*

contomitant unity of training and unity rf^Snmandin furtherance, then, of the simole atrntmrimtJ M..i !./ !?_._";Infurtherance, then,.of the rimite" j^i^^^id^lu.lh;'mSSSS°of
>Mt8 of the empire contributed, acooiding to

power would be gamed if aU parts ot tne empire contributed, itaew needs and resources, to the maintainuoe of the Briti^ navy.



Further on he said:

depJdTu^j^iS'ailVwi^SS
°o^^ action in time of warbeX saSe thro^h^rthrwholl fclJ^?' *^' •«*™"4 discipline miut

would not be p<SiBte to a™n« f«,W"*'*'''7"«»' "»«• without this it

anoe which w^£^idS^3,te'mth„'h!l?^^' ~-°P«~«on and assisl

. local naval force fi'doiTrJiio^wUh ^^^y^l^,'''^'^'^^
«"

..nH
!!1°°'^

•«
^^^ ^"* '^° •" ^^ ^« have the cleareBtand most specific statements from men who know infinitdymore about these matter than any man in this hS^"^that uni y of control and unity of command in time of ^Jare absolutely essential to successful action. There canlotbe any question about that. There are many contTnente in

It « the highway of British commerce. It is the highway ofthe commerce of Canada because the greater part of ourexports are sea-borne. It is the highway of the world «^d

would be absolutely impossible for the different local unite

ll^^ZTn. r^'^'^'l
successfuUy under any circum-stance, m time of war, unless there was absolute unitv ofcommand and direction.

^
If the right hon. gentleman h .. spent more time fon

section 18 of his Bill, I think he would hTve ^tter J^tifieSthe expectation of this House. Clause 18 is m folIoJ^
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^t ti}h}l^ *°lj"iM
«:"«'8e?cy the Governor in Councfl may placeat the dupowa of Hu Majesty, for general service in the Royal navvtSnaval service or any part thereof, any ships or veweWthL^ni ,^1servic^ and the officers and seamen serving in su4 shS^or vSLS ^»ny officers or seamen belonging to the nTvil servSe

'

What is the meaning of that? The pbin and direct
meaning is that the Qovemor in Council may refrain from
exercising the discretion which U there provided for. If the
Qovemment should so refrain what will be the result? Are
we to be face to face with the condition which the hon
gentleman says is demanded by our autonomy—that Great
Britain being at war we ahaU declare that we are not at war
and that our fleet shall not take any part in it? If the clause
does not mean that, I would Uke to know what It does mean
So far as I can understand the English language, it means just
what I have said. I have just this to add, that when, Great
Britain being at war, the Qovemor in Council shaU declare
that our fleet shaU take no part in it-and they may do that
simply by inaction, by standing sUII, by making no order in
councll-I say that when that occasion comes, then such
inacUon or declaration will amount virtuaUy to a declaratfon
of that independence to whfeh the right hon. gentleman has
a$pma.

I have the further objection that unity of organization
IS not eflfectually provided for. The Prime Minister of Great
Britain used this language in the announcing the results of
the Conference:

offer a permanent career to the officers and men en^ed^ thl'se^vS- thSeSubM tf^TT^ ?*•* disciplined und^fSXtSTsar toiDMe established m the Royal navy, in order to allow of both intXn^nm.and umon between the British and the D^on reTwcM^ aidSXsame object, the standard of vessels and arm^ente sKi l^lTorm

As a matter of fact, there is no unity of training The
volunteer force to be enrolled in the Canadian navy are to be
three-year men; no term of service is fixed by the BiU for
the men of the permanent force; and, if I understand rightly
the lessons I have endeavoured to learn in regard to naval
traimng, it takes at least six years to make a sailor efficient
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in those complicated and mighty engines of war used on
the high seas at the present time. So there will be no unity
of organisation, and apparently there is to be no unity of
training, because the officers are to depend for their training,
not BO much on the British service as on the schools which it is
proposed to establish, and I have not observed any very
distinct provision in the Bill as to the character of the training
which is to be given in those schools.

Now, I would like to read one other extract upon that
point. The admiralty most distinctly recommended a fleet
unit. It declared:

cre*W*!f S^i.^.'M®*^"^*/' ». Dominion government desirous of
2^^™5*-^ abound aim at fonning a distinct fleet unit; and the•DMtot umt u one which, while manageable in time of peace is caoableof bemg used in its component partsintin:? ofw^ ^ ' ^

-^-- u °*** uiut to be aimed at, shoulu, therefore, in the ooinion of the•dmiralty, consist at least of the foUowing:—
opmion oi tne

i^t^^l """^^ ^""^ ' Indomitable
'
class whichis of the Dread-

3 unarmoured cruisers (' Bristol ' class).
destroyers.

w™? S^}"'!^^'
'^*'»

*t® '»<»«»?jy »u»lJ*rie«, such as depot and store™P"f etc-, which are not here specified.

«# - U* S ?®®J^ V^^ "* capable of action not only in the defence

1 5*^'?u"* '^, °J ^, *~*« ""t*" ""d would be sufficiently PowSS
ite^t^ "^ ^°'*^ aquadrons should such ever attoSp? S^Irt in

II

Then in paragraph 11

:

As the armoured cruiser is the essential part of the fleet unit i* <
te:^^fi '£.'J^?°?^t»W«

' °*. the ' DreadSough?
' t^SSw Uthe first vessel to be builtm commencing the fonnatio^of a6^ unit

On that I would like to remark that Australia accepted
at once the proposal for the estabUshment of a fleet unit and
did it under the conditions which I find set out on page 26
of this blue-book in the following words:

The Australian fleet unit should form part of the eastern fleet of th.empire to be composed of similar units of ffitoyal Naw to h^ l^nS^
as the China and ETlndies units, resp^ti^^Sd the A^tSiilS^"^

So that AustraUa has not only carried out the recom-
mendations of the admiralty in that regard, but has gone
further: it hasldistinctly declared, if I may rely on the
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.t t^'I^^^^^^^^ BORDEN. WiU my hon. friend look•t the bottom of page 26, where it i. said:

th. nS^.JrSlnde^'fe/. *^' "^^ '^""^ be under thelSSSof

It would seem aa if the commonwealth «overoment harfthe power to place them under the control of fheaTSy or

no.i*JJ'*
•^" ^.^?^DEN. As far a« that ia concerned myposition IB as distinct as I can make it. I say that anv .^

I^! iT*. f^ <l«»«erous~unless it is expressly stlpulatSthat in time of war then shall be but onenavy^ one ant™!
c^m«andanddU*ction. We might repeatTnt^rf^r;^
the history of the 'Invincible Armada,' which was compJSof five or SIX different Armadas of distinct orwnSrtrn

the result was in that case. My right hon, friend referredfor some reason that I could not comprehend, to the ad^n

rtivra'* °'
^Ti

*'^ ^^^"^^ ' could nota^rh;exact me of argument by which he introuuc^d Peter the

cotSdLT ^'* """"^ °*^^' **>'"««• •"*<> Ws speech; but hecould not have given a more apt illustration ofTe ailment

rrfet^hatT *'^ '^ °^ *^« ^^^-
'
"'^*-

.seii:^ 0^^^^^^^^^ ii.:rrr,tt^o^aT:^^^of organization, without any unity of trkinin«r witZif ^

rifof^rtn ^^^^'--^^^^^^^^^ z
o? th«J^ t^e Hermit would be likely to befall the navies

a th!t wh^";?'
'^
*^T ^^°"^^ ^ ^^^^''^d o'^ any «uch Z^s

^!?^fir "?* **°°- ^"*°^ ^'^ P«>P°««d *° the HoiWhat further does the right hon. gentleman nroDor?

ff\SX^U ' "'tf '""' * certain'^numrof'cSof the Bristol type and of some other type. What wUl these
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eruisen amount to as an effective fighting force in time of
war? At the highest you might say they wiU be commerce
protectors. They might be useful as scouts, or be of some
advantage to this country in protecting our fisheries. But
what would be the result in time of war? I wiU teU my right
hon. friend what the result would be. An Australian or New
Zealand Dreadnought wouU be called on to protect these
Canadian cruisers from attack by the enemy. Surely that
would not be a very proud position for the people of Canada
to occupy in the day of stress and trial.

As far as any effective fighting force is concerned, it is
not supplied by any proposals of the government. I beUeve
the empire is confronted with a serious situation. I gave
my re ,30ns for that belief a few days ago, and I wiU not repeat
them to-day. I believe that the duty of Canada is not to be
occupied in shaping its poUcy to meet conditions which are
largely the creation of my right hon. friend, but rather to do
something immediate and effective in order that we may at
least stand side by side with the other great dominions of the
empire in the day of trial.

Sir, I have another observation to make. We all did
agree, at least I did agree, to the resolution of March, 1909,
but every man in this House who since that time has given
the sUghtest consideration to this question wiU realize that
when we talked about the speedy organization of a Canadian
naval unitof the imperial navy—because that is the way I pre-
fer to express it—we were speaking of something that cannot
be brought about in less than ten, fifteen or twenty yeare.
Why, my right hon. friend to-day has even a vaguer idea of
what he proposes to do than he had in respect of the National
Transcontinental railway. I did not like to interrupt him;
he was being interrupted a good deal; but there was one
question which I should have liked to put to him, and I shaU
take the liberty of putting it now. He says these vessels are
to be built in Canada. I would like to know whether they are
to be^built in a:private>hipyard or in a government shipyard?
Has the go\ernment come to any conclusion in regard to that?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER. In a private shipyard.
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Mr. R. L. BORDEN. Then I wiU venture to say thatwhen my right hon. friend intimates that a private shipyard
capable of constructing these ships and of providing the guns
armament and all the equipment which are the most essential
parts of such warships can be estabUshed in this country in one
year he convinces me that he has not given very much consi-
deration to the subject. I venture to suggest to the right hon.
gentleman that at the very eariiest possible moment he should
revise his estimate of time in order that he may not incur criti-
cisms of the character which have been justly made in this
House with respect to his predictions concerning the National
Transcontinental railway, to which I have just aUuded

I was referring to the resolution of 1909. We spoke about
a speedy organization of a Canadian naval force. I do not
beheve that that force or that service can be brought about
can be effectively organised, in less than 16 or 20 years: pro^
bably It will take longer. I say to my hon. friend that inas-much as he cannot do that in less than the time I have men-
tioned, there is another consideration which I would like to

fH^
*° .^'''/*^°**°''- ^y ^°''- ^"^'^^^ »»" «o°»« recoUection

of the attitude he took in 1899 with respect to the participation
of this country m the South Afric »> war. In the ' Globe '

of
October 4, 1899, he expressed himself in this way:

There was not a very great delay before my hon. friend
altered his opinion in that regard, but I should like to intei-
ject this observation, that a delay such as that which then
occurred might speU ruin to the empire if it took place with
regard tc the employment of our naval forces. I venture to
recall to my right, hon friend the reason which he gave in a
speech deUvered at Sherbrooke, in the province of Quebecm the month of January, 1900; that was after he had re^



13

considered his attitude with regard to the participation of this
country in the South African war. His words are as follows:

We believe it it our duty m « Britith eolony to take part in the w»r.and permit two thouMod Canadian volunteen to enlist in the Encliuh
fray ud to flri»t for the mother country. We did it becauM we believed
It our duty to do it, u reqxnue to the unanimous sentimento of the people
of tius eountry. Wo are a free country; ours is a constitutional «overn.
ment, and our duty is to put into execution the popular will uid themoment the popular wiU was known to us we had but tU duty to discharae.and wa discharged it of our own free will. There was no poww to eonstnin
- ^ yi" ^L^' •*."* " *> PJentitude of our legislative independencewe had the right to reply to the popular will.

f^uu^iot

I would invite my right hon. friend to-day to respond
again to the popular will, and the will of this country to-day
is that these different proposals ought to be submitted to the
people and the people ought to be permitted to pass upon them
before any permanent policy of this kind is engaged in. I
think there is a great deal to be said in favour of that course.
I am as strong as any man in this country in the belief that it

is the duty of Canada to participate upon a permanent basis in
the defence of this empire and to do our reasonable share in
thut regard. But I say that to attempt to force a policy of
this kind upon the people of this country without giving them
an opportunity to say yea or nay with regard to it, would be
one of the worst mistakes that could be made by any man
who really favoured that policy. If my right hon. friend was
able, in very short metre indeed, in 1899, to respond to the
popular will, there seems no reason why he should not to-day be
equally ready to respond to the popular will upon this question.
What the people of this country want, as far as any man can
judge who has observed the currents of public opinion, what
the people of this country desire, is immediate and effective
aid to the empire, and to have any proposals of a permanent
character very carefully considered and matured, as they
ought to be considered and matured, before any such policy
is embarked upon, because there are a great many considera-
tions that must be taken into account.

There is the consideration, and not an unimportant one,
to which I alluded, in speaking on this subject on the 12th of
January, as to the voice of this country with regard to matters



w
of intornfttioiul eonom. TImm mattm muat be drndl withMd eoDfideml by th« g>Mt dominion, of th« .mplw befow•ny permanent hui» of co-operation by thoee giMt do-minion, m the naval defence of the empire can becorn^
thoroughly ert.bli.hed. That i. a quetion whicITm^^
taken into eondderation and miut be faced.

.-^ S!S^ " ?" Vnvonk of the gomnneat an weak
•ndlneflbcUve. .. they afford no Iiiimedlrte aid andaSt^

more thoroughly thoee propoaab, to take up aU matter, thatconcern our relation, to the empbe i. re.p«rt to cJop«So«ta

InT^H.*:^. "^ *" ^^ "«»»rt'"»to7o thirt3hS,tl«
•Ih ta the moat important thing, .tand dde by dde Wtthtbl

Tt^7SZ, ""^ *"• ""'"'^" ""^^ --fro-!^ -

The need, of the empire are before our very eyes to-davWe have the .plendid example of the other greaTdTpTnS^di
of the empire. Are we of lee. faith and of lee. coi^e th«they? ShaU an Aurtralian fleet and a New Zealar^DreJ^
nought defend the flag which float, above u. whUe our litUe
cnaaeiB are fleeing helplee. before an enemy? I do no wundemtand the ^,.rit, the intention, or the de«re of the Canl^dian people. I beheve they are ready to awume their fuU .hareof meeting any penl that .haU a»aU the empire, come when Hmay. Their heart, and their hand, are a. rtrong to will and

^ ^w!"7*" *^°" °^ *^**'" '»**»«" l^'^^" them, and I do notdoubt that, a. my right hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) ha.

countiywiUbeaapromptandreadytodo their .hare with the

^IIZ ^ fT K ^^'"' *** °"^ "d be prompt andgenerou., .o that ,t may bring to the motherland the assurancenot on y of material support but of a courage, a faith alTl

thaTwrnr
"'''' '""^ P^''^"^ "^^^ tfinend an"?oithat whetherm peape or war, the empire is one and undivided



u
I therefor* move:

i«- . **
•?!

*''• n»«ntinw the immediate duty of Canmds ud the imnend.
''^w'*??',*'" °'.*'»« •«•?« can best be dl.ihargedMd^t bVoEi^wilhout delay at the di.po.al of the Imi^rialTuthSntii wTfL LStel^eontribution from the people of Canadk, .uch m JS^wA^mSTv^S
SStD^n^uVt^"^^ *T°

)»?"»?»>ip. or armou^d c^ki™ of^;
fi-iWm^^arfieTCm?^r 'c^^

When Mr. Borden concluded the reading of his amend-
ment the Coniervative members rose to their feet, cheered
vigorously and sang

" GOD SAVE THE KING."




