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(Continued from page I.)
to commit itself to it, the Govern-
ment will be prepared to appeal to
the people on that policy.

Now, I come down to what I really
think is the question which this
House has to consider today—the
question of what is the right thing
for us to do at the present moment
for the British Fmpire, having re-
gard to the circumstances of the
country to ask at the present junc-
ture that this contribution be made?
As 1 desire to place my argument
in this matter before the House
in a form and in language which
1 can stand by, and which I am
prepared to stand by without any
hesitation, I may have to lean a lit-
tle upon the good nature of the
House, and perhaps even trespass
upon the rules of the House, by
making more frequent reference to
the notes and manuscripts which I
have prepared-than I would other-
wise do.

DEFENCE OF EMPIRE
FOUNDED ON SEA POWER

It has been truly said, Mr. Speaker,
“that the defence of the territory and
commerce of the British territory
and commerce. of the British Em-
pire is founded upon sea power, the
correct and legitimate employment of
which, Jn war, is to obtain early and
effective command of the sea, and to
maintain that command against any
mud every attack of the enemy.” The
dmportance of defence of that com-
merce to Canada may be seen from
the fact that the value of Canadian
grade (overseas) in 1911-12 amount-
od to $100,000,000, and that tonnage
of Canadian vecsels, on  December
81st, 1911, amounted to 588,741 tons,
go which must be added the Canadian
#hipping registered in Great Britain,
bringing up the total to over 700,000
tons. In the maintenance of the
whole of this vast and increasing
trade wherever it may be adbout the
distant waters of the world; as well
ms for the maintenance of her com-
munications and the security of her
trade across the seas, Camada is de-
pendent and has always depended
upon the Imperial navy without cor-
responding contribution or cost, To
attain this command of the sea, it
18 necessary that the British navy
should be maintained at a standard
of strength which would give com-
plete and absolute command of the
sen against any reasonably probable
combination of powers. This com-
mand of the sea ensures (a) the se-
curity of the Empire against oversea
“invasion; (b) the power to reinforce
oversea garrisons and to transport
Jana forces rapidly and safely toany
point where the vital interests of the
Empire may be threatened; (c¢) the
power to establish an effective
blockade of tne enemy’s ports; (d)
the comparative safety of seaborne
comrerce; (e) the power to deny
passage of the high seas to mercan-
tile vessels under the enemy's flag.
Great Britain still has the Dower, by
making special arrangements and
mobilizing a portion of her reserve,
to send, without courting disaster at
home, an effective fleet .. battle
#uips and cruisers to unite with the
“Royal Australian navy and the Brit-
gsh squadrons in the Pacific for the
defence of British Columbia, Aus-
tralia and New Zealand, .2d these
communities are also protected and
their interests safeguarded by the
power of Great Britain so long as
her naval str.ngth is unbroken, but
this power will diminish with the
growth not only of the second great-
est navy in the world, but by the
simultaneous building by many pow-
ers of great modern ships of war,

NAVY MUST BE STRONG
TO RESIST ANY ATTACK

The aims of the British Empire are
essentially of a peaceful nature.
Britain does not look for conquest or
for further enlargement of her do-
minicns, but her interests in the way
of trade, and especially in the way
of her large carrying trade, call for
the maintenance of peace; and the
fact that the British dominions and
colonies are spread over the four
quarters - of the globe makes it of
paramount importance that her mo-
snunications on the high seas should
not be interrupted by war. The Brit-
ish navy is the instrument which
serves to effect this purpose and to
insure Great Britain her dominions,
her colonies and her trade routes
against atact by any foreign power.
To ronder the navy effective for this
purpose it is mecessary uot only
that it should be spperior to that of
the possible foe, but also that it
should have suficlent superiority to
make a succeSsful attack almost an
Impossibility. Britain stands thus on
the defensive, and, in the great game
of war, the .cfemsive position, as
far as the navy is concerned, is a
weak one! The navy cannot hold all
its ships “in constant readiness. A
number” of the vessels must be laid
up periodically for repairs and refit,
ana the officers ‘and crews 'nust be
given rest and a certain amount of
Jeave. This means that at any aver-
age movent the effective force of the
fleet is very much below its total
striking force and at certain mot-
ments, by reason of accidental causes,
fts pumbers may be seriously dimin-
fshed. On the other hand, the navy
preparing for attack would calculate
its movements and operations so that
every ship, every gun and every man
would be available for the chosen mo-
ment of attack. A navy standing on
the defensive must therefore pro-
vide a large margin of strength over
the navy which may be the attacking
force. To insure safety, it |s neces-
sary that the navy on the defensive
should at its moment of least effii
ciency still be superior to (he pos-
sible attacking navy as its moment
of maximum efficlency. N

SUPERIORITY OVER -
'ANY FOSSIBLE FOE

is necessary that the British navy
should have such a margin of superi-
ority over any possible foe. It is
not that the sritish ships or sailors
are In any way inferior to any that
may be brought against them, but it
is the result of the peaceful attitude
and peaceful objects of the British
Empire, which renders it :eceasary
to Maintain the average strength of
her fleet at a figure which seems high
as compared with even the maximum
strength of a possible enemy.
Illustrations of the margin of su-
periority which is necessary to a
British force can be obtained from
the great French wars. In 1793, when
war broke out with revolutionary
France, Great Britain had 115 battle-
ships. Of these 76 were ready and
40 nearly ready. France had only
76 battlehsips. 8ix months after war
had been declared, the principal
French fleet in the Atlantic was off
Ushant with 21 ships, to which Great
Britain opposed only 17. In the Me-
diterranean, at Toulon, France had
o1 battleships and England about 22.
In the battle of the first of June,
1794, when the countries had been
at war for sixteen months, the Brit-
igh had 25 battleships and the French
2%, In 1803, when thé war with Na-
poleon was resumed, the British had
111 battieships and France and Hol-
land together only 75. Spain in 1805
brought about 25 additional battle-
ships to tha alllance. When the great
campaign’ of Trafalgar opened in that
year Napoleon could count on a. total
of 74 battleships, and Great Britain
116, yet the British ships almost
everywhere were in a condition of
numerical inferlority. Nelson fought
Tratalgar with 27 ships to 33. He
was to have had 40 battleships, and
in reality he had about 34, but vari-
ous casualties had reduced the num-
ber to 27. The British Admiralty in
1806 was under men inured to war
and of brilliant skill; yet the com-
mitments of the British navy all over
the world were such as to force
these men to pit smaller forces of
British ships against larger French
and Spanish fleets.

COMPARISON BRITISH AND
GERMAN NAVAL STRENGTH

We are told in the state document
prepared by the Lords Commission-
ers of the Admiralty, and submitted
to the House by the Prime Minister
on Thursday last, that in 1908 Ger-
many’s fleet consisted of 9 battle-
ships Including coast defense ves-
sels, 2 large cruisers, 28 small cruis-
ers and 113 torpedo boats, and that
in 1920 Germany's fleet will sonsist
of 41 battleships, as against 9 in
1898, 20 large cruisers as ugalnst 3
in 1898, 40 small cruisers as against
28; 144 torpedo boats as against 113,
and 72 submarines as against none
in the year lsvo. This fleet will be
manned by 101,500 men, at an an-
nual cost to the country of £23,000,-
000. In other words, when my right
hon. friend took office in 1896, the
effective portion of this navy consist-
ed of four small badly-designed,
weakly-armed battleships. The Brit-
ish navy had about 25 battleships,
any one of which was probably a
match for any two of the German
ships. When my right hon. friend
resigned office in 1911, the German
navy was the second strongast inthe
world.

Having a very small coast line,
which is entirely protected by is-
lands and other obstacles, Germany
is not obliged to detach any import-
ant number of her vessels ior the
purpose of coast defense, rnd is able
to utilize her large and well-equipped
fleet for the purpose of action on the

high seas. In the Mediterranean sea,
Britain’s interest in maintaining

open the route to Egypt, to the Suez
canal, and to India, requires the
maintenance of a fleet superior to
any probable combination which may
be brought against it.

FOOD SUPPLIES OF
THE PEOPLE OF BRITAIN

It is well to bear in mind, too, in
connection with the necessity of Bri-
tain’s supremacy upon the :cas, and
the impossibility of her abandoning
the Mediterranean and other import-
ant positions, that about half of Bri-
tain’s grain supply comes through the
Mediterranean. The figures last year
show that over £31,000,000 of her
grain supply came through the Me-
diterranean route, and about £36,-
000,000 by other lines of approach.

At the present moment both Aus-
tria and Italy are building large and
powerful fleets of battleships. Ac-
cording to the present programmes,
in 1915 Italy will have 6 modern
battleships, and Austria will have
4 vessels of the same description, to-
gether with a large number of pre-
Dreadnought  battleships, and a
fleet of cruisers, torpedo boats, etc.,
and it will be necessary for Britain
to provide a fleet well above the com-
bined force of these two nations.
The expenditure of the great nations
for naval defense in-the years 1901
and 1912 is as follows:

France spent . $66.250,000 $86,835,000
Ruesia spent . . 45,000,000 84,869,000
Germany spent 45,760,000 108,500,000

Italy spent . .. 23,580,000 41,000,000
Austria-Hungary
spent ... 8750,000 28,000,000

United S'u(es
spent .. .... 76,850,000 127,400,000
Japan spent . . 21,325,000 46,400,000

THE MOST POWERFUL
AND COSTLY VESSELS

‘We are told, however, in the docu-
ment prepared by the Lords Commis-
sioners of the Admiralty, and land
before the House by the Prime Min-
ister on Thursday last, inat these

of the tremendous advance that is
being made in naval power by the
nations of the world, give no real
idea, in the case of Britain's chlef
competitor in naval power, of the ac-
tual advance, for the size and cost
of ships has risen continully during

This is oo of the feasous why it

figurés, though strikingly suggestive|.

ing their total numbers, Germany
has systematically replaced
and small ships
units in her earlier fleat by the most

to the German navy, for
changes borne on British naval funds
are otherwise defrayed in Germany;
and the

pair is considerably

among the navies of the world

ficers and men of every

als,, of guns, torpedoes, armour plate,
naval harbors, docks and dockyards
has

exampled scale; all this

marine.
At six o’clock House took recess.

ONLY PROPER COURSE

House resumed at eight o'clock.

to the British navy is not only
course rendered necessary and desir
able by the present position of affairs

Empire. 1t
point out to this House, that is recom
mended in the memorandum submitt

and Admiralty of Great

of the nava
In making tha

sirable in the interest
ower of the Empire.

past comparatively few years,

of Marine, in the naval armament ©
the German Empire. No one, o
course, disputes the absolute right o

taking.

which, from time to time, of

House of Commons.

NATIONAL EXISTENCE

These views are

quently her national
the other insisting

ain.
ed by this House and the country a:
a most powerful and
argument, the Prime
Wednesday last,

Minister,
in introducing

that contention,

man, when he became Prime Ministe

tween the nations of Europe.

ed out, had refused to discuss th

ished, the German naval law wa

to the German fleet.

Britain or the British Empire.

the expansion of the German navy i
intended simply for the de(ence

old
which counted as

powerful and costly modern vessels.
Neither does the money provided for
the completed law represent the in-
crease in cost properly attributable
many

German navy comprises
such a large proportion of new ships
that the cost of maintenance and re-
less than in
navies that have been longer estab-
lished. Even if no further increases
are made by Germany to her naval
programme In the interval, the fact
remains that the fleet possessed by
that power in 1920 will not be in-
ferior to the British navy of today.
Already, by fMtéen ‘years of scien-
tific effort, Germany, from practical-
1y no fleet at all, has raised herself
to what is indisputably a.second place

And the whole of this extraordinary
revolution, comprising as it does the
building of ships of all kinds and of the
most powerful tyes, the training of of-
specialized
grade and rating, the development af
naval science and tactics, the provis- 1 g A
fon of training schools, of vast arsen- | making the comtribution which it is

and every kind of naval appliance, of

and of marine fortifications on an un-
been
achieved under the guidance and dur-
|ing the tenure of a single minister of

FOR CANADA NOW

Mr. Hazen—Mr. Speaker, when the
House separated at six o'clock I was
making an argument for the purpose

Government is taking now in making
a contribution of three capital ships
the

but the only proper course for Canada
to take for the purpose of rendering |
more effective the naval policy of the
is the course, I might

ed to Parliament by the Government
Britain, who
have studied closely this question. It
is the most effective one, and it is de-

argument I pointed out the enormous
increase that has taken place in the
under
the administration of a single Minister

Germany to take the course that she is
No doubt, in increasing the
force and power of her armaments,
Germany feels that she is acting in

the interest of her own country and |but she was particularly interes ed m‘ 100,000
for purposes which, from her own that section of the navy which was | BonthiATrIon Y e oa 85,000
standpoint, are of a patriotic and | attached to Halifax on thv: east and; Newtfoundiand 3.000
praiseworthy character. The causes Esquimalt on the west. T he protec-| India .. 100,000
which have led to Germany increasing | tion thus afforded to Canada constitut-|  Canada S =
and developing her navy are still a|ed as it were the insurance on A,‘un‘i The aid w ) has been thus given
matter of dispute. Two divergent|adian commerce against foreig at-| put more particularly the aid which
views regarding this question are put | tack and enabled Canadian traders 0| canada ig now psing to give, can-|
forward in the debates on this subject | extend their business all over the| & a5 hak been ly sald, be meas-

late
years, have taken place in the British

IS ENDANGERED

antagonistic—one
pointing to the inherent effect of the
British navy on the German increase,
and the necessity of Britain replying
from time to time with a larger pro-
gramme, if she is determined to main-
tain her naval superiority, and conse-
existence, and
that German ex-
pansion is due, not to any anti-British
feeling, but to the expansion of the
naval and foreign policy of Great Brit-
In what I believe will be regard-

unanswerable
on
the | erating.
Bill, pointed out that the naval power
of Great Britain had certainly not
been provocative; and, in support of
he referred to the
fact that Sir Henry Campbell-Banner-

in 1905, made a most earnest and de-
termined effort to check the rivalry in
armaments which was going on be-
But the
government of Germany, he also point-

matter at the Hague conference In
1906; and, although the British con-
struction of capital ships and naval
armaments was substantially dimin-

passed providing for the addition of
six of the greatest ships in the world
1t cannot, there-
fore. 1 would submit with all confi-
dence, be argued with any degree of
force or conviction, that the German
naval expaunsion {8 due in any mea-
sure to the foreign policy of Great

The statement has been made that

of

It must be r bered, 1o
ing thls matter, that Germany has a
very small coast line and a few great
barbours on the North Sea, and it
would be difficult to find a more un-
promising coast for a naval attack than
around the small islands with their
dangerous navigation, uncertain and
shifting channels and sand banks,
mists and fogs, entirely apart from
the fortifications, crowned by enor-
mous batteries) protecting the princi-
pal approaches to Germany from the
North Sea. It is imposible to bellieve
that the fear of a British invasion,
which has done duty in Germany, can
have any influence on the minds of
men who direct Germany's foreign
policy at the present time. Does not
the whole ¢haracter of this fleet show
that it is designed for aggressive and
offensive action in the North Sea or
the North Atlantic? One cannot avoid
1 submit, coming to the irresistible
conclusion that that fleet, whatever
way be said about it, has been created
for the purpose of fighting, if need be,
a great battle on the North Sea or on
the North Atlantic against some other
great naval power. .

While the facts and figures which I
have placed before the House this
afternoon, fully justify, I think, the
course of the Canadian government in

War Department, being subsequently
transferred to the Canadian Govern-
ment in 1877. In addition to this, the
Imperial Government subsidized dry-
docks at Esquimalt and at Halifax for
the purpose of assisting in the defence
of Canadian trade and the shores of
Canada, at a total cost of some $400,000

HYDROGRAPHIC SERVICE
IN CANADIAN WATERS

Apart from these direct items, the
Imperial Government has also incurred
the expense of hydrographic service in
Canadian waters; exploring voyages in
these regions, and in the protection of
Canadian vessels and - Canadian eitl-
zens in foreign countriés. Then Can-
ada has had during all these many
years the advantage and moral and
material assistance of the British navy
in her foreign relations, without hav-
ing contributed one single dollar to
the cost. This also is exclusive o
military expenditure from 1853 to 1873
during which years alone that expen-
diture was $53,000,000. Prior to 1845
Great Britain spent more money on the
military garrisons in British North
America, than the provinees raised
altogether for their administration and
for their own material development. I
think I ecan appeal safely to the mem-

of dreams, may I quote from ‘The Day
of the Saxon’ by General Homer Lea:

WOULD SHATTER THE
BRITISH EMPIRE

By the efforts men make to preserve
their families from want, from servi-
tude or destruction, do we judge their
domestic virtues. In such a manner
only to a larger degree, should judg-
ment be rendered upon these same
men according to the efforts they
make toward a like preservation of
their race. If a man who gives over
his family to the vicissitudes of ne-
glect is deserving of scorn, how great
should be the contempt felt for him
who evades the obligations he owes
his race and gives over, not alone his
family, but all his people to conquest
or destruction.

Public fealty is not only a nobler
conception of the duty a man owes his
family. A nation is a union of famil
fes; patriotism the synthesis of their
domestic virtues. The ruin of states,
like the ruin of families comes from
one cause—neglect. To neglect one’s
family is to lose it; to neglect one's
country is to perish with it. Indivi-
duals are a part of the world only in
the duration or memory of their race.

asking Parliament to make at the pre-
sent time to the effective foree of the
RBritish navy, there are other reasons,
entirely apart from what may be
spoken of as the German scare, en-
tirely apart from the great expendi-
tures which the other cotntries of
Europe are making for the purpose
of naval defenee, which will fully jus-
tity the Government in ‘the. “action
which it is asking this House to en-
dorse today, and which is in line with
the recommendation of thogé who
have studied most closely and most
carefully in the British Islands the
present conditions of naval defence
and naval power throughout the
world. What are the reasons why
Canada should make this contribution
in order that it can be as truly said
in regard to the British navy today as
it was said in the days of Drake or at
the time of Trafalgar, that Britaunia
rules the waves?

THE BRITISH NAVAL
EXPENDITURES IN CANADA

i I want to say a few words now re-
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-| garding the British naval expendi- | OTHER DOMIN'ONS
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bers of this House and to the people
of the country to ask: is nat the fact |
that during all these years that L‘an-!
ada has. remained under the protect-|
ing aegis of the British Crown, we
have :not been called upon to contri- |
bute anything to the cost of the main-
tenance of that navy—without wh
o1y ‘overseas, commerce and tonnage
would be without protection, and with-
out which Canada could not possibly
exist in its present free and indepen-
dent position under its present form
of government-—calcnlated to bring a
blush of shame to the cheek of every
loyal Canadian? That reproach is one
which will be wiped out by the pas-
sage by this House of the Bill which
has been submitted by the right. hon.
the Prime Minister,

My. Carrell—Suppose a Dreadnoughg
cost in the vicinity of $11,500,000, can
the minister tell me how much of this
goes to material, how much to con-
struction and what profit is left for the
builder? |

of showing that the course which the |
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DUTY TO THE COLONIES

True, it is stated in the memoran-

NO RELIABLE DIVISION
OF THE EXPENDH'URE dum prepared by the Lords Commis-
sioners of the Admiralty and laid be-

Nor does the information which has fore the House on Wednesday last,
r{ been preserved of the strength of the|ihat no matter what decision Canada
forces maiptained in different parts may come to, Great Britain will not,
of the world during the last century|ynder any possible circumstances, fail
enable any rpliable division of expen-|ty do her duty to the overseas domin-
diture on thfs basis to be arrived at|jong but it is also stated in that
for the whole of this period. Certain| pemorandum:
e 2;‘:“3! have| been obtained and it hasi That any action on the part of Can-
n ascertpined that the cost of| .4, to increase the power and the mo-
maintaining' the ships on the North bility of the lmperial navy, and thus
American and North Pacific Ocean| yijen the margin of our common
5 lt;gvu:' 1851 to 1501 was about as fol- safety, 'will be recognized everywhere
X = as a most significant witness to the
}ggi}gei pioe ol "‘5%‘%8‘833 united: strength -of the Empire, and to
187118 1" o 19,000,000 the renewed resolve of the overseas
1881-1891 . e e “:000'000 domlniops to }ake a part in maintain-
WoLabot . . . 00 28000000108 R KLY
The Prime Minister has pointed out
to the House what defeat—in a great
naval battle—would mean for the Em-
pire, what it would mean for Great
Britain herself and what it would
mean for Germany. It has been
shown that Great Britain can never
violate Germany teritory even after a

ured only in the va of the ships or
in the money which these ships cost.

acc

that
united

$110,000,000

It will be seen from this that the
total cost to Great Britain of main-
taining ships on the North American
5| and Pacific stations for the protection
of Canada and of Canadian trade and

Germany's overseas p

mercaintile marine,

their presence.

GERMANY’S POSITION

Britain, Can it be argued for on

Mpcﬂod,nd;pmhminonu-

against the attatk of a naval power

and
her gmawing sea-borne commerce and
It this were the
principal object, we might have ex-
pected to se a navy of numerous and
powerful cruisers distributed widely
over the world, showing the German
flag in distant seas, and alding oom-
merce and colonial development by

ON THE NORTH SEA

But on the contrary, we find strong
fleets of battleships kept concentrated
In close proximity to the shores of
Germany and the shores of Great

single moment that the German fleet
exists for the defence of Germany

ce during the last half century
amounted in round figures to $110,000,-
000, This does not include any charge
whatever for the first cost of the
ships and armament, or for the pre-
liminary training or pensions of the
men. The Britigh Admiralty also,
during this period, maintained two
dockyards on Canadian soil: the Hali-
fax dockyard first established in the
eighteenth century, at a cost of in-
stallation of $800,000 and the Esqul-
malt dockyard establisired in 1858, at
an original cost of $580,000, The ex-
penditure on the maintenance of these
two establishments, during the period
from 1860 to 1900, amounted to over
$6,000,000, During the first half of
this century there was & naval ea{shatter the British Emplre to its foun-
o| tablishment at Kingston, but ng fig,| datl and ch profoundly the
ures are available to show what was,|destiny of its component parts. In sup-
spent on it out of naval funds. It was|port of this contention, which is not

complete victory of that power at sea,
ag her army is not organized for such
an undertaking in comparison with
the organization of the German army,
On the other hand Germany could, if
she chose invade and conquer Great
Britain after a successful naval en-
gagement in the North Sea. Germany
has no overseas territory desired by
Great Britain, while Great Britain has
overseas territories, the cession of
which might be demanded by another
country after a successful war. A de-
cisive battle lost at sea by Germany
would still leave her the greatest land
power in Europe, whereas a similar
one lost at sea by Great Britain would

| instead of making a direct

It 48 not so much in the vastuess of
British possessions that are found
conditions provocative of war as it is
in its geographical distribution. It is
not a segregated sovereignty occupy-
ing, as the Russian Empire, a corner
or contiguous portion of ehe
but forms, on the other hand, a 1
around ehe entire globe, within which
is placed all the other powers of the
world; and not one of them can fol-
low their lines of natural expansion
without, sooner or later, being brought
into direct contact with the British
dominion.

AREA OF THE STRUGGLE
MUCH SIMPLIFIED

1f the conflict is between an insular
and a continental state, thg sea be-
conmes the first area of the struggle. It
the insular pow suffers defeat its
war is at an end, since a land defence
by an insular nation against a contin
ental power in command of the sea is
a political, military and economic im-
possibility.

If the naval power of the continen-
tal nation is destroyed, it results only
in a transfer of the theatre of w
from sea to the land forces, since

a continental rte with land fron-
tiers is economically free from the in-
sular nations control of the sea. Its

military forces must. be defeated be-
fore nternal economies or political
powers are affected to the extent of
suing for pe: In the recent war be-
tween Russia, a continental state, and
Japan, an insular nation, this princi-
ple is made clear. Had Russia de-
stroyed the naval forces of Japan the
war would have ended on the date of
that disaster.

It is not necessary
to invade an insul

n modern times,
ate to destroy |

With the des ion of the Briti
AD v to wage
5 gland is invaded.
invasion is starvation. Before harvest
there is only enough food in the Unit-
ed Kingdom to last for a few weeks;
after the gathe
enough to last a few months. But
lcug befare physical starvation sets
in moral starvation will have accom-
plished its work.

THE CONSTRUCTION OF
A CANADIAN® NAVY

was contended, I think by my
end the leader of the Op-

fternoon, that Canz:
g a more effectiv
on of Imperial defence if,
contribu-

d be tak
in the direc

tion of three of the g
powerful dreadnoug
ter upon t
dian navy.
ing to forests
Canada’s pe
be, I think
the docunie
my right hon. friend the Prime Mi
ter is a sufficient answer to a conten-
tion of that sort. What do the I
of the Admiralty say after
sized up the arguments, after hav
put forward the grounds and the re
sons? It is absolutely, I think \nmn»}
swerable as to the necessity at the|
present time of the overseas domin-|
jons of the Empire coming to the aid, |
and the effective aid, of the British |
navy for the purpose of protection and
for the purpose of maintaining peace.
The concluding words of that docu-
ment are:

The Prime Minister of the Dominion |
having inquired in what form any im-
mediate aid that Canada might gwe}
would be most effective, we have uoi
hesitation in answering after a pro-}
longed consideration of all the cir-
cumstances that it is desirable that
such aid should include the provision |
of a certain number of the largest|
and strongest ships of war which|
science can build or money can sup-
ply.

FOLLOWS ADVICE OF
BRITISH ADMIRALTY

That is the suggestion of the Lords
of the Admiralty. It is the suggestion
in effect, of the present Government of
Great Britain, which has devoted a
great deal of time to studying ques-
tions of this sort. Therefore 1 gay
that -net only is Canada, in making
this contribution, doing what the cir-
cumstances of the case require, what
a careful perusal of the document sub-
mitted by the Admiralty and of other
sources of information have convine-
ed this Government {8 the only proper
thing thing to do; but, she is acting
in harmony with the position taken by
the present Government of Great Bri-
tain, which, after giving due consid-
eration to the subject has made the
positive announcement in the conclud-
ing words of the State paper laid on
the table of this House on Wednesday
last. In ylew of that, can my right

7| closed In 1853 and handed over to thethe view of an alarmist, or a dreamer
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ly eortend for one moment that wha$
Canada is doing at the present time
is not a much more effective contribu-
tion for the purpose required by
British navy today than
such a policy as my right hon. friend
the leader of the Opposition formulat-
ed, when he asked for
crulsers and destroyers in 1910, and
which "he stated to the House would
have been in process ef building at
Montreal at the present time?
policy had been followed up, how can
it be contended that that would have
been a ‘more effective contribution te
the British Empire than the contribu~
tion which the Government of Canada
in all confidence is submitting for the
consideration of the House and the
people of Canadatoday? I would like
again to ask the indulgence of the
House to permit me to guote from €0
high an authority as Silbur on “The
Ewvolution o°

169; and I commend the ‘extract for,
the consideration of the House and
the country. He I8 recognized as
one of the great expert writers om
the subject of Sea Power today]
(reading) :

GREAT EVOLUTION

events are taking in the British Em-
pire today, that there are certain am-
bitious colonial statesmen who would
advocate the creation of independent’
navies,
mother country being embroiled in

csuse and course of the war deter-
mined,
flects.
that

will occur here.
ness of naval alliances is simply a

power.

of Canada, Australid, or South Africa
having hostilities forced upon them
by a foreign power as the result ot
some fancied or real breach of treaty
obligations, i
tive o1 the righteousness or cause of
the trouble,
power into the breach, and probably
at the cost
and
colony.
simply joined in such a war as al-
lies, the fancied privileges and rights
of the colonials would hamper and

power;
rile
and rank
and Danish alliance in 1780 impotent,
and
among the colonial and Imperial of-
ficers during the Anglo-Boer war of
1899-1902.

navy, in which jealousy of rank, pri-
|ority of station, distrust, antagonism
| of colony, dominion, union, or mother
| count
British Empire is to include the em-

: tleman’s permis
ng of the crops only |ask

opinions of two or three experts. Has

THE INCONSISTENCY OF

of the Opposition, this afternoon—re-

| did there was no emergency, Ro con-
| dition of

" | contribution of the present time—to
| say t he Knew S

7 1ing that the Admiralty's me-
morandum of today contains. If he

1 Admiralty’'s memorandum of to=
day co: s, I would like to ask him
how it is that it is only today that
| he thinks it nec y to move an
| amendment embd the idea that
there should be a fleet unit on the
Atlantic and a fleet unit on the Pad
cific? How is it that he allowed
these four years to pass, with the
knowle possession whicly

without having asked this House and

| or foretold that in the spring of 1919

| the necessity

hon. friend or anyone else successful-

the

would be

tenders for

If that

Sea Power,” at

page

OF SEA POWER

“It would appear from the turn

which, in the event of the

war, might, or might not, as the
be allied with the Britishv
Now, it is mot at all likely,
any exception to paval history
The inherent weak-

viple of sea-power; or rather,let
y, the superiority of a homo~
ous navy is a principle of sea

“It is to be supposed in the even®
irrespec-

Great ain,

would throw her sea-
of inestimable treasure
valnable lives, defend her

If the independent navies

any

considerably weaken DBritish sea-
and we might have the pue-
bickerings as to responsibility
which made the Swedish
which were

even noticeable

“Sea-power, to be truly effective,
must be held by a homogeneous

must be eradicated if the

pire of the seas.”
Mr. Lemieux—With the hon. gens
ission I would like to
He has quoted
nion of an expert—in fact, the

a question.

ha the opinion Lord Charles

Beresford 7

of

SIR WILFRID LAURIER

Hazen——TI1 have not that here
desk I know to what the
eman refers. Now, I under-
hon. friend the leader

Mr

peating time and time again as he

¢

affairs that called for this

four years ago everything that

he say his present position

this country
think his re

to take action? E
mark to the effect that
four vears ago he knew everything
hat is contained in this memorane
dum of the British Admiralty cannof
be taken as literally and completely
correct. Within the last four yearg
conditions have changed very much.
He could not possibly have foreseen

Germany would pass anpother navy
law making its navy more effective,
a circumstance adds very,
much to the necessity of having a
contribution made by Canada.

The right hon. gentleman talks
about a Canadian navy. We speak,
as the right hon. gentleman did, of
for a Canadian unit of
the British navy; and it is not cor
rect, as stated by the right hon. gen-
tleman, that this would become an
annual tribuwte or an annual contribu-
tion. This is not to be the perma-
nent policy which this Government
intends to lay before this House. As
1 have already said we are proposing
to the House a countribution having
regard to the present state of affairs
throughout the world, for the pur-
pose of strengthening the navy of
Great Britain so that it may be still
stronger and effective to defend the
interests of citizens wherever they
are found and to protect the inter-
ests of Canada, our coasts, our come-
mercial marine and our commerce on
the high sead.

Mr. Pugsley—Would the hon. gen-
tleman please tell us what is the per
manent policy ?

(Coutinued on Page 10}
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