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posais of the Government. That their refusai to accept that policy
in whole or in part Will lead to any definite resuits is quite improbable.
We repeat, a Canadian navy, buit mainly in Canada, controlled in
time of peace by Canada, and manned'so far as is possible by Can-
adians, is now assured.

A FRIEN~D in Winnipeg protests against our editorial of Decem-
ber :25th on Mr. Roblin's famous "Tin-pot Navy" speech. He

describes our comment as "a studied, cynical, insulting and con-
temptuous personal attack on a prominent Manitoban." This, is de-
cisive,- to say the least. Our critic contends that instead of honest
criticiîsm. we substituted "Studied insult" both in that issue and in
a subsequent one.

Allow us to say in reply that we do not remermber, nor can we
find any record of a word of personal criticismn of Mr. Roblin, either
as a man or as a Premier, in the two articles in question. Mr. Roblin
himself said that lie spoke as a private citizen, not as premier, and4
we werebound to respect that statemient. We did respect it. We
made no reference 'to any question ini Manitoba politics for to any
attitude of the 14onourable gentleman with the exception of what was
exhibited in lis public address. Our correspondent is wrong in stat-
ing that we reflected upon Mr. Roblin's sincerity. That part of the
charge we deny.

We did laugh at Mr. Roblin, when lie quotedEx-Senator Chaun-
cey Depew as lis sole authority for stating that a war between Ger-
many and England was imminent. We are still laughing.. Mr.
Borden later made the same assertion as Mr. Roblin, but backed it
up with statements made by Mr. Asquith and other prominent'states-
men of Great Britain. We do flot laugli at Mr. Borden.' His 'evidence
was reasonable even if not conclusive.

Indeed, in Mr. Borden's magnificent ýpeedli in the House last
week, oneC of the best lie has ever made, lie took the same attitude as
the "Courier" on two points. First, lie said a Canadian navy would not,
in his opinion, lead to a severance of our connection with tlie Empire.
Secondly, lie argued that a Canadian navy was no more likely to
enibroii us in trouble with our nieighbours or with the Empire, tha~n
the Canadian militia. These, indeed, were chief among the points
whicli we made against Mr. Roblin's attitude. [n botli cases,Mr
Borden'É attitude is exactly the same as ours. How, then can we be
accused of partisanship

We respect Mr. Roblin às a successful Canadian premier. We
have no criticism to offer upon lis personal qualities or lis personal
record as a public man. On tliis Canadian navy question, we beieve
le lias gone wrong. Furtlier, lie lias carried mxost of the ,We>s with
him and thus lias led tlem astray also. In admitinxg that the est

the Empire is ,developing in its own way, and following the p(
whidh will give it the greatest national strength.

The simplicity and clarity of sudh a statement is its gr
recommendation. As soon as one part of the Empire begins to
fere witli another, complications will arise and frictions will fi
Sýo long as Canada keèps ber advice (?n Britain's domestic affa
cold stQrage, so long will our relations continue pleasant. B
steadily refuses to interfere in purely domestic colonial affairs
the colonies wiIl do weIl to reciprocate.

Opinions on the Naval Quiestion'
Kingston Whig:-"Sir Wilfrid represents a sentiment that finds 1expression than the occasional waving of flags. ýThere are two kirloyalty-the one that ends in talking and the one that ends in action.

one kind the Canadian people have had quite enough."

Winnipeg Free Press..:-"As the debate goes'on and other Consermembers state >their views to Parliament and the country, perhaps Mr. E
will gradually supply the explanation necessary to make lis speech intel.MeanlWhile,: lIe and his party stand before the country without a col
naval policy.11

Halifaxc H-erald-"2Sir Wilfrid's-proposed vessels are flot fightingare fit for no place in the first line of defence of the Empire; but it is iships that Britain wants to be prepared for the threatened emer1 ency-ships, arrnoured cruisers, such as, In4omît.ables and Shasnons. For theof any sudh ships Sir Wilfrid lias nothing but refusais."

,Stratford Herald.:- "The fatal, error of the Naval Bill, whule it g(the riglit direction by niaking.a beginning at a navy, is its shabby disr
of dignity and gratitude. The Dreaidnought is the feature whidh abo'
Canada ouglit to, commit lierseif to."

Kingston Standard s-"A Canadian navy will commit us to a poliexpenditure and extravagance indefinitely. On the other hand a polidirect contribution to the Empire commits us merely to a policy of con,
tion which need not be continued indefinitely."

St. John Sun:--"These facts aniply justify Sir Wilfrid Laurier's cction that Canada's plain duty is to plan for the permanent future, not fiimaginary emergency now. ]3ritain is flot tottering. Canada offers co-0
tion, not cliarity.»
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