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up my Estimates 1 moved. and got the
unanimous consent of the committee to,
consider this item of $ 1,700,000 in the
Supplementary Estimates in conjunction
witfh thie item cd $300.000 i the Main

Mr. FIELDING: It doesn't make any
difference.

Mr. LAPOINTE: I just wish to say a
word or two as to the reaaons why 1 amn
oppoeed to this itom in the Supplementary
EFWizaItes, and iwhy I aim gohlg boe supporit
the amendment offered by the leader of the
Opposition. My objections to this item are
the same objectioffs that I made the other
niglit to, the inenease in the Militita Esti-
mates, and I fel lit is noit neoe.eoary loir me
1o formute the same roasons agiain on this
occasion. My hon. friend from Est Lambton
(Mr. Armstrong), while my hon. friend
from Maisonneuve (Mr. Lemieux> was
eperaking esked wlhy t1he, Gorîeimîment dis-
carded the naval law which. had been adop-*
ted in 1910. 1 think I arn in a position to
tell him why they did. I have in my hand
the Hansard of the session of 1911-1912,
containing staternents made by the ministers
of the then Government, which will give
my hon. friend the answer he is asking for.
The hon. Miniater of Marine and Fisheries
of that day. hon. Mr. Hazen said (Hansard
page 5303):

I may say pending the. declaratlon of what
the policy of thls Governmrent will be touching
the naval service-which, as rny hon. friende
know, the Prime Minlater announced In the de-
bate on the Address would npt be determined
until after full opportunity was had ef con-
sidering the ivhole question and of firet con-
aultlng with the Adrniraity authorities In the
matter-it has been thought better that the
Btimates this year should, be based on the
Idea of maintalning the exlsting ships and the
existing establishments, Including the Naval
Oollege at Halifax, on a proper basis, without
adding new ships or adding to the eqiipment
we have at the present Urne more than la neces-
sary for the purpose of maintaing it In proper
conditlon. It le on that basis entirely that the
Estimates are made up this year.

'The Poetmiter General oit thiat day, Hon.
Mr'. Pelleier, saiid-Xins'ard page 5314:

1 may tell hlm further that that vote (the
vote In the Estirnates of 1912) la abselutely
logical and consistent with tihe policy of the
Conservative party. When we carne into power
we found certain conditions existini'; we found
that a naval college had been built at Halifax
and that two ahips had been purchased. Does
the rlght hon, gentleman mean to eay that we
ahould have st lir-e to that college and aunk
those two ships? It la true that one o! them
had met with a bad accident on a certain trip
down In Yarmouth, but nevertheless, we found
her there with the ether ships, both belonging,
to Canada.

Furthe.r on, he said:

We had under the circumetances to, continue
what the late Government had put Into, opera-
tion. It wouid have been rIdIculous, even for
thoee so-called bad Nuationallets In Quebse.
without one moment of consideration, Vo close
the naval coilege and give the ships to some
other country. That would not be reasonable.

All the memibers cgl die Goveqmqnent et
thut day aaid thlait cgl couse tiley h)ad te,
keep the Rainibow aind thie Niobe, but tbat
.they wo'ultl take greait care net teo adId any
other new ships to ithoSe two relieS they
had received f res tue PTevious admmuitrt,.
tion, In 1913 'the saine tihing was said.
Here is whiat a very pronent genitiemuin
(Sir Roeert Boirden) who 'was Prime Min!s-
ter cgI thst dlay andisj Prime Minister ell
eaid ut the sanie ssi-Hnadpage
5355:)

rt la for that reason that we theught the late
Government were wrong in propesing such a
policy, and that they did net go Vo the very
heart of the matter: and that befere we en-
tered into axiy arrangement of that kind we
must know where we were standing within this
Empire. Se, we propose that the naval volicy
of the laie Government ehould not be centIn-
ued, and we do. propose before any naval pelicy
ls entered upon that some of those matters shall
be considered and when that policy la brought
down 1V shail be presented te, Parliament, and
the people of this country shaîl be given an
opportunity te pronounce upen ItL

Se the nîglit !hon. genItfleeain. whe was>
leader oit tihe Geverninenit, said tlhat the
reason w1hy CanJada cortld, 11et go OU Wiith tihe
naval pélicy of t1he lIate Governumet was,
firat, that iwe di-d not kne'w at that Itime
whore we were standing within the Empire,
and, 8600ndly, that betore enitering upon
any petrianent pOlicy lt e~heOuld be firit uui)b-
mitlted to the peoqple d lhis counltry. ThbD&e
tweo reasons hobd goed to-day. We de n0t
know amy more clearly *where îwe stand
witlhin the Empire, especially on the eve
ot an .Impenial Conleren-ce, at whidh tihe
statua cdt Canada and oit ail tihe BritiEsh
Dominioe ie go&ng te be eons-idkered, dis-
cuased and decided upon, aud ait whidi tihe
queetion ot -the naval defeuce ocd the Empire
le gedig to be discusaed. I aak
you, Mr'. Ohaisman, what je the
cause oft ail %ihis hasteP Why
sbuld we take fihoffe ships -to-day?

Why should we, having declared that wo
have no policy, enter upon an under-
taking whieh je rjeally a policy? The Prime
Minister pledged the Geverimeut at thut
time tha't uoithing tunther would ha doue
without the people ot -Canada having an
opportunity te paas upon it. Surely no
hon, gentleman would say that the peopla
ot Canada have pronounced upon the new
policy instigated by the Minister of -Naval
affaire. Thii e1Actions of 1917 were certain-


