
lieel, we IhouKht Jl hpiter to have eleven
rnrher than seven »hl,„. In thi. we actedon the nilvlee of the nrtnilrnlty. still wenre blamed because we are not to have annrmonred cruiser of toe Drendlioughf
tj pe. Perhaps I can quote an authority on

H ,!n"w Sk""" '"' »""»"• '"'" Kentlciuen
opioslte Those staunch iniperlaHs's will
not be satisfied unless we have a 'Dread-nougth In our navy. While that view Is
resii.ctable. It does not cnmiiare with th^'opln on of a comiietcut man qiialmed to
J-peak 0.1 the Question. I am sure everyone will asree that I could not quote a

rl !'
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"""' ""= "111 Inr. LordCharles t erpstord - as eood a seaman aa
there 1» n the nrltlsh nnv.v. in an Inter-Mew published In the 'Times' of last sum-
mer, Lord Charles Beresford said :

Ills view of the situation was that our
sreat Dominions could best help us not byspending two millions on battleships toserve 111 British waters, hut by making pro-
posals to.- defending themselves.

But he questioned the wisdom of their
putting money into torpedo vessels and sub-marines and sending a large amount over
hero to build a battleship, the life of whichwas only twenty years, with luck, andmight be only twenty months. If they In-W'sied two lullllons In home defence, and Inhaving cruisers which coma go atit and pro-
ect their trade routes, he thought It would
le a better Investment than In helping to
defend the shores of this country,

ihlT^Kiii "'I' '" "t"' ''"' ""• ''"'"B ""•'>'

T „ =!" ;':°""''' '"'f"K-«-, also in the

follow^
I'harlos HeriViford spoke as

For the colonies, crulswo are nnicb hel-
ler, as the Idea of protecting Britain andweakening the defence of the colonies Is
all wrong.

These were the reasons whieh actuated
us and I think they are of such a char-
.leter as will coniniaiid the approval of this
House,
With regard to our scheme, as I staled on

the llrst reading. It Is our Inteiillon lo build
eleven ships— four Brlslols, one Bondlcea
and sis destroyers, I have given the char-
neter of these ships. It Is our Intention tohave them, if possible, built In this conn-
lr,v. That will cost a llitle more and we
arc- prepared to pay a Utile more provided
the difference is not extravagant. We In-
tend to call for tenders as soon as this Bill
becomes law, in order to see whether we
can have this plant put In this country
with the view of building these ships 1have been asked also how long It would
t" <e. I must say that I am not able to-day
to give these details: I shall he hetler In-
Jornii d wl -n we come to the coiiiniittee

stage. My colleague, the Minister of Mar-
ine and Fisheries, has been unwell, and Ihave not been iiermllled to have as many
iiiterviewn with him M I could wish hut
Riving the matter the best altentlon that 1
can, I may say that It would take prohahlv
one .vear to complete a plant for bulWIng
the ships In this country, and then probablv
lour years to complete these eleven ships.A" I said at the first reading of the Bill

'".',!'?.?'„.?„' ""^"' """" '*'<""'l ''• n »"lo over
i 1,00(1.000, and the total cost of malnten-
ance. Including upkeep of „„lls, ninchhlerv
sen stores, fuel, Inieiest and depreciation
is estimated at J4,2u3,000.

Mr, FOSTER, I did noi understand mv
right hon. friend clearly. Do 1 understand
him to say that It will take one vear to
construct a plant which will he sufficient
lo build this fleet, and then four vears to
complete the vessels ?

air WILFRID I..«-IIIER. That I under-
stand
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Mr. FOSTKR. The Prime Jllnlster gives
that tn the House, of eourte, as sutliclentlv
cerlain, to base the Judgment of the House
upon,

air WILFRID I.AFRIER. I would not
say that.

Mr. FOSTi-:R. That is what we ,-eallv
want.

Sir WILFRID LAFRIER. It would be
ditllculi to give more than an approximate
Idea upon that until we know- e.xaclly the
proposition made to us. Then we can speak
aeeuralely. I give these figures aa the re.
suit of the best inquiry I can make, no
more,

Mr, FOSTKR, Who is the aulhorlt^ uponwhom my right hon, friend depends 7

Sir WILFRID IJ.URIER, I cannot give
that to my lion, friend to-day,

Mr, FOSTER, We might get Into thesame dithculty we did in regard to theGrand Trunk Facilic, We want to avoid
that If possible.

Sir WILFRID I.AURIER, That is no
doubt a laudable object; rut I am sure thatmy hon, friend himself would not regret
the construction of the Grand Trunk Paclflc
even if It cost more than It has, and I
think perhaps It will be the same with the
navy,

Mr. FOSTER. I would not have mv right
hon. friend take silence as consent.' I am
altogether opposed to that view. Can he

what the plant which would be suitable


