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Mr. 'MEIGHEFN- Is it'not a fact that if
we proceed to maintain the old ships, that
would cosat more than t'his? That is what
the hon, gentleman recommends.

-Mr. MACKE4NZIE KING: The old ships
have, I understand, been out of commission
for some time. They certainly have not been
in commission since the war. What we
are 'considering now is whether we should
put new vessels into commission this, year
or wait until the Government has a per-
manent policy. We are not to-day gaying
that nothing shall be done as regards naval
defence for Canada. What we say is that
the minister should go leniently in the mat-
ter of naval expenditure until a policy is
determined u-pon. When that policy is
determined upon and is. brought before
Parliament, we shall be prepared to vote
the money necesaary to carry out that policy
if it be one of which the iCanadian people
approve. In connection with naval matters,
we have to take account, flot only of naval
expenditures, but of military expenditures
and ail war ex enditures, and as my hon.
friend knows, there is no coinparison be-
tween su*ch expenditures before the -war
and after the -war. Before the war we had
no expenditures to meet in the way of o)b-
ligations arising out of the war. This year
we have war expenditures amounting to
$171.934.464 f0 meet before anything is
touched in the way of what may be nects-
sary for military and naval purýposea. 'The
regular expenditure for the naval service
runa f0 over $2,000,000. When *we are ex-
pending that amouint of money in a year
such as this, we can well afford to ask
ourselves whether the demanýds of econ-
omy at the present time do not
justify some caution in the matter
of outlay on ýsimply temporary expedients.
It la. for that reason 1 arn going to suggest
to the committee that înstead of voting
what the minister has asked in the Main
Estimates and in the Supplementary E.stim-
ates, we give hlm ail that he asked for wvhen
the Main Estimates were brought down,
and that we strike ont from the total
amount what he is asking in the way of
Supplementary Estimates to the amount of
$1,700,OOO. The Supplementary Estimates
ask also for a further item of $60,0O0 for
the pay of temporary officers and clerks at
heiadýquaters, Had'ifgax iaid EÉquimaflt dock-
yards. I think we can agree to let that item
pasrs because it la not desired by hon. mein-
bers on this. aide of the House in any way
to interfere with the dockyards. at Halifax
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or Esquimaît or'the pay of the officers and
clerka who may be required there.

Mr. BALLANTYNE: Does my hon. friend
think that for the smaîl sum of $300,000
Canada can maintain dockyards at Halifax
and Esquimaît? If he does, he le very much
mi;staken.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Then how did
the minister dare to corne to this Parlia-
ment with his. Main Estiinates containing an
item of only $300,00O, and make a statement
before this House on naval matters, when
aIl the time he knew that what he wvas
askîng- was flot sufficient to carry out what
he waa pretending to the country he in-
tended to do? I say that something is
owing by the Ministry to Parliament, and
if the Ministry la going to ignore Parlia-
ment it la, high time for Parliament to begin
to ignore the Ministry. Let me say further,
that hon, gentlemen know or they oughit to
know by this time, that they have no
mandate from the people i matters of
naval affaira one way or the other. They
have neyer had an expression of the
people's views as to what ïa deaired in the
matter of these expenditurea. So f ar as
they know the people's opinion at alI, it la
that the people do not want them entrusted
witb the expenditure of another five-cent
pee. We on thia aide o! the House would
bc thoroughly justified if we held up every
itemi of supply until the Governnient re-
cognized the wave o! popular indignation
again8t thern that la aweeping this country
and gave the people of this country an
opportunity to return to this Parliament
men who are representative of the will of
the country and are prepared te carry
that will into effect. In this matter of naval
expenditure I say that the people of Can-
ada are not with the minister in the dernand
he is making at the present time for this
amount of money. Until there la a permna-
nent naval policy, and until that policy
haa heen approved by Parliament. we are
justified in saying that we will hold down
to the minimum any expenditurea that the
Government aak for in regard to Naval
Service. I therefore move that we strike
out ftrm the Supyemtentary Estîmiates
the sum of $1,700,000 and save, if possible.
to the country that amount o! unnecessary
expenditure by this Government.

Mr. FIELDING: May I suggest that wve
pasa the item of $300,000, and then vote if
necesary on the second item.

Mr. BALLANTYNE: I amn sorry I cannot
ag-ree f0 the suggestion. As soon as we took


