
less du« to th«lr b«ll«f In the truth o(

the statements ot responsible mem-
ber.i of their Gove ment. who a" or

should be thoroug. ./ Intormed of the

facts.

On July 2nd, on the eve ot the ar-

rival of the Canadian Ministers In

London, a debate occurred In the

Houie ot Lords upon the Naval posi-

tion In the Mediterranean, when,

speaking oKlclally on behalt ot the

Government, l,ord Crewe said:—

•Bo far as our existing positloi. In

any pa-t ot the world Is concerned

we are not afraid to declare that we
consider the security of the country

Is achieved."—Times July J. 1912.

And proceeding to eiplaln the basis

of this emphatic declaration, Lord

Crewe added;—
"Taking Ma'ch Jl of this year, wc

find that we have 16 battleships and

battle cruisers ot the Dreadnought

tvpe as against 16 possess.>a by all

the other powers In European waters

Next vear we shall have 24 ships of

this type as against 21 po.isessed by

all the other naval powers In Ku-ope.

The.-e battleships represent a dlstlnc*

ma'-gin over the two-power standard.

—Times. July 8, 1912.

Possessing two Dreadnoughts for

each and eve-T one owned by 1.11

European powers, the Englishman

reads with a degree ot complacency

what he believes to be the exaggerated

statements ot a tew uninformed poli-

ticians occupying the Opposition

'Earl Brassy, who Is admittedly In-

formed m regard to Naval matters,

followed with a protest against limit-

ing the comparison to battleships, say-

ing:—
"The crulsera should not be omitted.

In all types, and especially the most

powerful types, we had an overwhelm-

ing preponderance . . • The German
North Fleet had no ships to set

against our armored cruisers . . .11

we steadily built the ships we requir-

ed, alarmists would be silenced and
International relations Improved. —
Times. July 3 1912.

On July 4th, when the Army esti-

mates were under discussion In the

House ot Commons. Colonel Seely,

Secreta;ry tor War, discussing the pos-

sibility ot a foreign Invasion of Eng-

land, referred to the enormously sup-

erior naval power of Great Britain, as

follows;

—

•Tn the light ot some ot the consid-

erations he had mentioned, the dim-
cultles were likely to be such that a

large force could not be landed unon

these shores unless and until we had

lost command ot the sea: and he re-

fused to contemplate the possibility or

our losln«r the command ot the sea.

with the enormously superior power

we had and which he thought we
must always enjoy. Whatever Gov-

ernment was In power. It mu»' be lla

duty to maintain our mmmand ot

the sea. seel.ig it was by that we
lived."—Times. July 5, 1912.

On July 22nd, V . Churchill, sub-

mitted to Parllancnt the Govorn-

menfs supplementa.v naval estimates

and gave an exhaust ve review of the

naval situation. In > t"'^^' •<','•'?

comparative strength of the Urltlsn

Navy, he said:

—

"I hope I shall not le pressed to

enter Into any process ot comparison

of the Individual ships and squadroni

of this country with those of any for-

eign power. Such comparisons would

be Irritating and Invidious to oihers,

and It Is very likely that by reveal-

ing our own views they might prove

Injurious to us ... I hope It will

be sufficient for me to say that tt.e ar-

rangements proposed will, in the opin-

ion of the Admiralty, be adequate for

the needs of 1914 and 191B

"I am content to say. basing myself

as I must do In these matters upon

the advice and opinion ot the naval

authorities on whom the Government
rely, that we consider the arrange-

ments described not only the best pos-

sible In the . circumstances but satis-

factory In themselves so far as the

next two or two and a half years are

concerned. The time has not yet coma
to provide for the latter part of the

financial year 1915-16. . . . . . . . •

"The policy I have submitted to

the Committee this afternoon is the

policy ot the Admiralty, wlilch we
ourselves have steadily developed and
pursued and In which we have con-

fidence. On behalf of tlje Admiralty

I shall ask for nothing that Is not

nece«nnr\-. and I have asked for noth-

ing tb«t 1 have . ot got."—Times. July

2S. 1912.

In 'he same debate Mr. Asoultb,

Prime Mlnlater, stated most emphati-

cally:

—

"I deprecate anything In the nature

of panic or scare. I do not think

fhere la the least occasion for It. but

It Is ot the utmost Importance that

we should see clearly what Is likely

to happen, and that we should pro-

vide In time for our own part In the

discharge of our own resnonslbllltles.

There never has been a

moment and there Is not now when
we have not been overwhelmingly su-

perior In naval force agaTnat anv com-
Mnatton which eould reasonnbly be

anticipated. nut T entirely agree. W^e

must maintain that position and main-

tain It to the full." (Cheera).

And then Mr. Asqulth proceeded to

repudiate most eniphatlcally the sug-

gestion that the Government were cut-

ting their future programme tor ship-

building rather line. He said:—
"J have maintained the opinion In

thiB House and elsewhere, that It Is a

very great mistake In such a shifting


