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I quota lh«M wordi in order lo %hom
thai ihit l,.»tiB, of ,|„ oppo.lilon at thai
Uroa knaw what waa daiirtd by the ad-
m.ralty. Ha knew iha condltiun, thai
bound Auttralia to th^ admiralty, and the
|»cl that Australia ha<i di-ddaj to rttrac#
lU iUpt and to build an Auitralian.
Auton«ml«t navy. Not only wa. thi> Hon
Mr. Bordea ttraiirht afainM tha admiralty
in inm. but hi. wai not ri>|>f>fitant In 1910On lh« I3th of January. |9|0. h» Mid-

frmn (hi, nmntrr to H,p mother rounlrv

;

{hair cpn»rlbiitit)n«, but Sir from a pan.M

no- •d to It for many rpsMtii.
I Iwg my hon. colleague* pardon, (or

fUe !,.,»l,.r of tho opposition in thi*
chamber cit*'d theie very wordt. but I

fcp.«t th..tn for the purpo,^ of the con
• tfiiiity of my argument.

a •ourc. of friction. It wonid become »bone of partiian contention. It would be*»h,^t to critirUm H* to th, oh^r»rt*T „n,\the jmot-nt of the contribntlow. in both parlia-

5r- J'""»^". -dt..''rf":Wnrco'„7d
conduce, o MTerinr the pre«ent conSect"onb»twwn ( (ti.win iiimI the empire.

This was the statement of the pre»enl
Prime Minister in 1910. Straight ogaintt
the admiralty he remained till he Btarte.l
for Euroi>e in July lait. The admiraltv
met it» Waterloo on the 29th of March
IW». and when at the special conference of
July. lOOJ). the First Lord of the admiralty.
Mr.McKcnna. faced the representatives of
Canada and of Australia this is what fell
from his lip«:

«.V. !.^*„ KT"*'!?"' »' '">P«'"»i "»«! defence

.?X.;;U^;7"fi.^e ^^^.^ tj'fiii.'-

Lookieg lu Iba diaienllla* lavolvMi il le

the teireral defenre mint«ter« will raanli u
acemplrte and taal *elieMa of naval defence
.LU

' '; b»M that It wilt be fouiS J52.'ible to rormulal* tha broad principle* upon
• bkh ••'• «ro,t(. „r colonial naval torna
*lM>uld Im fiMtered

Wliili. iHyiiiK ihi fuundntion of future
•lomhiton H^uiM In be iii.>liil.iin».| in dif-

would eootrlbnia ImmediaUly and materiallr
to tlii> re .iremeiiU iif imiwria! defence.
Now. . t wuK the riiil;rne.l exprcMion

>f the Ki'- I.i.rl of the A.lmiralty in July.
!««. an,i the • Times ' apenkinK for a con-
'i-ierHbte con.titiieney. nul.j oi, the aoth
Xowmh-r. KMi. «hile di.'cusMng ll,e m.-rlf*
'•f the wholH navy problem ami specially
>f the • dill' nnvy " policy:

J,L^V '"'"" *'*"* •»»•'•"« »•»•« the mail-num of power « a, not volnR to he trained
in thu wiiy, becaiKe a* the teverul parte
'f till. ,.(.,|,|v» ,„|,„,iriv,| il, f|,p ,„,,«,«« t...
wire] I nationhoiMl. the idea of a mere monej
contritiition towar.l. the naval defence of
iiie .•niiiiiM. Ik'..i,„„. n;itiMMll> ••iioiiah. moroami wore re.iniriiant to ttiem:

It »uii evident and perhaps it ought to
'in-.. |„.^.„ f„rH^H,..| |,v tlip i,.|t„irHltv Innirbefore It ''wn,. that the further the severe'
•lominiom advened towards nationhood the
'i'.>r.> (Mit iin tlifv viT.. s.M.ner «.r later to
inslsl in having nnviet ol their own. or in
Mr. McKennas words again. 'While ready
to provide local forces and to plaie them at
the rti<|»iwnl of the rrown in time of war. they
would winh to Inv the foundations upon which
a future nav.v of their own could be raised
In point of fact, that wish is already taking
«honp in Aostriilia nml Canada, and we
will conijratulte those Kteat dominions on
their achievements in having at last educated
ihe Bilininilt.v up to thi-ir own point of view.

IK-'*?* ti.""'*.^ "f command. In furtherance^en cf the simple «trateirical ideal, thrmaxi'moro^ of power would be gained if ail parts
of the eriipire contributed accordiiijf to tlieir

tTe^'BritUhTa';;^"'"-
'" *'"' maintenance of

i^'j**!?*! hoYf""' '""B •*•" recognised that

n„. t
?'"» "•'. fP"""**""* under which the

S^\ViL'°llV "' th«l, empire should be de-

itraESl ".ut.-
'='»"• d-f'"on* than those ofstrategy alone mast be taken Into account.

A voic.' urofe nimiit Unit time, either in
London or on the racilie. or in Halifax.
Iliat of an oM stiite-niiin honoured hy nil

und i-heri-hed hy muny. Sir Chiirles Tup-
per. 11,. wrote a leit. r t.. Hon. Mr. Horden.
ronuritiilatinu' h'ln upon havinir .,loo<l for
th.. principle of „ Canadian navy. Can
anyone tliink that that hon. gentle,
man srioke without knowinj what
were the de.sirea of the admiralty?
I 'Iniw the attention of tlie Montreal ' Star

'

to the fact that Sir Charles Tupper. Mr.
Borden, and Mr. Laurier all stood straight
against the admiralty. The same question
arose in 19()2 in connection with the army.
The army in London wanted an imperial
unit service. There wa.? considerable of a
campaitrn carrie.l on for that purpose, but
it failed and I will cite the words of Mr.

• Balfour stating why it failed

:


