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of the government is a loyal man, and that
the members of the government and those
supporting the government, are just as
loyal as any one in opposition? Can there
be any doubt that, in case of emergency,
in case England wanted our assistance,
there would be any man on the govern-
ment side who would hesitate to give it?

Mr. COWAN. May I ask my hon. friend
a question? Is independence the goal of
his aspirations?

Mr. HUGH H. McLEAN. It is not. My
great grandfather fought with the loyalists,
and when my hon. friend from Victoria
and Haliburton (Mr. Hughes) condemned
the action of the loyalists in making the
sacrifices they did, in fighting for their
king at that time, and then coming to
this new country, rather than remain under
a foreign flag, 1 say this is a matter which
has nothing to do with the subject under
_ debate, but which I would like to discuss
with him at some other time. The Union
Jack is good enough, Mr. Speaker, for me,
as it was good enough for my forefathers,
and I hope to live and die under the old
flag.

Now, will you allow me to refer to the
resolution of the 29th of March, and in that
connection, I want to say this. I want to
say that I, as a young member, am proud
of the stand which was then taken by the
right hon. the Prime Minister and the hon.
the leader of the opposition when they
joined hands for the empire and agreed to
a resolution whereby Canada showed her
readiness to offer naval assistance to Great
Britain. I listened with great pride to the
speech made by the hon. the leader of the
_ opposition in London, the 1st of July last.
When he said he was true to that resolu-
tion, passed on the 29th of March, and
that he hoped Canada would soon have a
navy of her own, that declaration aroused
tremendous applause from the very large
number present. The fact that Canada
was going to organize a Canadian navy
was the one thing which every man
yvou met in Great Britain seemed to
approve of. I listened, with approval,
to the splendid speech made by the
hon. the leader of the opposition on Janu-
ary 12. He then said:

We have no Dreadnought ready; we have
no fleet unit at hand. But we have the re-
sources and I trust the patriotism to provide
a fleet unit or at least a Dreadnought without
one moment’s unnecessary delay.

I agree with the leader of the opposition
with regard to the fleet unit. I say that
while the providing of these cruisers is a
splendid action on the part of the govern-
ment. we ought to go still further, and 1
would like to see one or two cruisers of
the ‘Indomitable’ Dreadnought type pro-
vided.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. HUGH H. McLEAN. But referring
to that proposition, my hon. friends
who say, ‘hear, hear,” will not be
pleased with what I am going to say
now. I am in favour of the greatest assist-
ance being given Great Britain. The rea-
son a fleet unit should be nrovided is that
two cruisers and one ‘ Indomitable > would
be better than five cruisers without an
‘ Indomitable.” However, I am perfectly
prepared to take the advice of the admir-
alty in this matter; and I hope that it will
not be very long before we will have an
< Indomitable ° and cruisers of the highest
type. But,'let us appreciate what is being
done. First, we are providing four Bris-
tols of the highest type of cruisers afloat.
It is true that none of them have been put
in commission yet. The Bristol is sup-
posed to be put in commission this year.
She is.to have a speed as high as 27 knots -
per hour, is to be armed with 10 4-inch
guns and 2 °6-inch guns, in addition
there will be three torpedo tubes, and
as regards the cruiser type, she is to
be absolutely ahead of any vessel of that
class. The destroyers are to be of the very
latest pattern. So that as regards cruisers,
with the exception of the armoured cruis-
ers of the ‘Indomitable’ type, a Bristol
can handle any other vessel she may be
brought up against. In case of war, we
know that Germany would undoubtedly
send out privateers. That great authority,
Lord Charles Beresford, has said that in
the hold of every tramp vessel belonging
to Germany are guns which they can
mount in case of need. So that having that
class of the fastest cruiser, we can more
than hold our own against any vessel ex-
cept those of the ‘ Indomitable’ type.

Again, as regards the furnishing of an
¢ Indomitable,” the proposition of the hon.
the leader of the opposition to simply give
money to the British admiralty to be spent
as they may see fit, does not appeal to me.
Here are his words:

Giving the admiralty full discretion to ex-
pend the said sum at such time and for such
purpose of naval defence as in their judgment
max best serve to increase the strength of the
empire and thus assure its peace and security.

Surely, the hon. gentlemen belonging to
the opposition should not approve of that
policy. It seems to me a cowardly thing
to simply hand over our money and not
our men, and not to have any vessel of our
own to take part in the fight. Not having
any vessels of our own manned by Cana-
dians, but simply sending over our money
to the admiralty to invest in ships, would
take from us that immediate, intimate in-
terest in our contribution to the navy which
we otherwise would have. It is quite clear
that the British admiralty cannot ‘fur-
nish the armament and the guns for



