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how uncertain it was where nation ended and

Empire beC3an.

It may be noted that in these parliamentary

debates emphûsis was concent.ratcd on Canada's sta_us

fhe7
and relAti.onship in the imperial framework; had

paid little, if any, attention to the real reason

for Canadian naval armarnent, i.e. the German Naval

Bill. of 1898 and the Er. owin^v nava.l menace of Ger-

many in the .1909-1.912 per-.Lod. Glazebrook has cor.i-

mented that there were some, in Canada who minimized

this remote threat, and i here. were others who con-

tinued to believe that naval defence was a British

and not a Canadian responsibility. 'lie effective

majority, however, accepted the proposition that

the threat was real, and that Canada must lend aid

to combat it; but from that point the debates

were on the form of that aid, and controversy and

disa`;reement became ac^jte on the implications of

colonial responsibiliti.es and. statu.s.y^

In the outcome the Corr:mons passed Borden's

Naval A id Bill. The Senate rejected it, and on

the outbreak of war in 191,1 Canada had virtually

no ships. Parliamentary opposition to governmental

policy was sufficient to nerrate the poli çies of

both Lauri.er and. Borden.

T1_j Ibid. pp.329-330. See also Glazebrook, op_cit.
p.282-6, 293.
^"lszebrook. o^^. c it p. 2 l,


