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cause in the course of his speech vesteniiiv
he laid it <lown that we could not liuild a ilread-
nought in Canaila in twenty years. If that
is the fact, I ask hon. Kentlenien" on whi,'h liorn
of the delenima do they wish to be impaled?
We either have to wait for that leneth of time,
as they say, and do nothinc in the nieantimt

—

and be open to the awful charce of disloyalty

—

or, if we do anything, then tliat anything must
mean contribtitions; there is no escape from
that position. But the hon. member for
Calgary gave the whole case away when he said:
'It is true that .Australia is building a navv,
but that is because they first trninwl their
people along Imperial lines by conlriliutions.'
So, Mr. .Speaker, we in Canada are to be trained
alonj; Imperial lines by this new policy of con-
tributions! There you have the whole ra.se in
a nutshell. The hon. member for Calgary
said that Australia was building ships, but I

say that .\ustralia is doing more: .she is adhering
loyalty to the compact entered into with the
British (iovernment and the other overseas
dominions: she is adhering to the arrangement
made at the last ronference, at which mv right
hon. leader w.as present. \ despatch published
ill this .Morning's Montreal (iazette not only
gives evidence of that, but contains the strongest
possible coni.>:nmation of this (iovernment,
and puts to a severer test than we have put it

the goixl f.-iith of the right hon. Prime Minister
in submitting the.se proposals in the way they
have been submitted. Let me read that des-
patch:

Australia and \avnl IVffnce- -('otninnnwralth Ati-
th'i[iti*'s IsaU)' Statt'inciit croiieerninR flcpt Unit
Scheiru* \\'i(h Canada and New Zealand—Deelarrn
.\u3tralian ABrcpriient is the only one to be Carried
Out—Interests in P.ieific.

(Canadian As.sociated I'le.ss.

)

Ixinilon, Fehruary 2(>.—The coliinKirineallh author-
ities in I-onilon issued this nioniinK the text of an im-
portant statement made recently by Senator Pearce,
the Australian Minister of Defence, on the <]Uestion of
Imperial naval defence.
Hon. Mr. I'earce explains thai the Australian Govern-

ment attaches no iniportatiee to its lieing represented
on the Imperiid Defence Couuiiittee. U-cause it is t>f a
purely ad\isoiy character. Australia was concerned
in questions of policy rather than admini.'it ration. 'J^>r

He then refers to the decisions arrived at at the last
Imperial conference, when Canada and Australia
adopted a lleet unit scheme, and says the Australian
aKreemetit is the only one that has been carried out.
Therefoie It l)ecomes nece saiy for Canada and New
Zealand to either carry out he schemes adopted liy the
1909 conference or propose some others to take their
planes.

He could not say whether there was any truth in the
reports that the Admiarlt.v authorities had been parties
to the supres-sion of (he Canadian naval scheme and the
substitution of contributed dreadnoughts and an annual
aulisidy, on the New Zealand plan.

An annual subsidy! How is it they know
so much about this across the ocean, and we
are permitted to know so little about it here?

—in preference to that of the creation of separate colonial !

naval units. We have not been given any hint either
j

by the British Government or the Admiralty that they
have changed their minds. .

Mr. Speaker, let ine read that again:

We have not lieen given atiy hint either by the British
(Iovernment or the .\rltiiit:ilty they have chiingerl their
minds. In regard to the \vi.<d.iin of the agreement with
Australia, that agreement, I may say, originated with
the .Adtriiralty scheme for a lleet unit and di<l not origi-
nate with the .Aiislialian (ioveinmerit ot the day or with
the iciiieseiit.'itives at the conference.
The def ,. minister concludes by saying his Ciovem-

ment was l the opinion it would be advantageous to
the Kniiiire li.s a whole if Australia. Canada and .New
Zealanil couM see thi-ir way to come to an agreement
as to the d,.fence of Hiiii^h inteiests in the I'aeific. 'Our
policy is known and ha.s the ap|>roval of the -Vdiniralty.

It can Ih- adjusted to meet .-iny developniettt i;i Canadian
i.nd .Vew Zealand naval |)olieie8. We are hoFM'ful the
thr,.e counfies m.iy yet fall into line for the purpose of
promotitig this tjnity of action.'

Comment on that dispatch, Mr. .Speaker,
woulil be superHuotis.

Now, to return again for a few minutes to
my hon. friend the member for Calgary. In
one of his most dramatir outbursts he iiskeil the
t|Uestion 'where will the battle with (ireat
Britain be fought'? I do not know; nobody on
this side of the Hou.se knows. I thought when
he asked that <|U<>stiiiii he was going to an.swer
it, but he did not. I suljiiiit that if that in-

formation is within Ills knowledge he should
tell the .Ailniiraltv; it is something they would
like to know, tie proceeded to assert that
the supremacy of (Ireut Britain was threatened.
Well, a.s against the ipse iii\it of my hon. friend
friend from Calgary, we have the assurance
of the Prime .Minister of (ireat Britain, Mr.
Asquith, of the Kirst Lord of the .\dmiralty,
Mr. Churcliill, and of the Secretary of State
for 1 oreign .-\lTairs, Sir Kdward (ircy, that the
supremacy of (ireat Britain is not thri'atened;

and much as I holtl my i. ii. friend from Calgary
in esteem, I am botmii to tik- the opinions of

.Mr. Asquith, Mr. Churchill, and Sir Edward
(jrey, on the question of British supremacy
as against any opinion held by my hon. friend
from Calgary.
The hon. gentleman professed great regard for

(Jermany; but, while professing that regard, he
insistcil that that was the nation that was likely

to challenge England's supremacy, lie used the
familiar word "menace"; he could not be aware
that the language used by himself and his friends
on other occasions both in this Hou.se and out of
it, had produced a ( iernian peril, nt)t in ( iermany,
or as between (jermany and England, but in the
ranis of the Tory |)arty in Cunadti. .\nd with
the view of allaying that menace, the (jovem-
menl found it convenient to appoint to the Privy
Council at the beginning of this year an hon. gen-
tleman for whom we all have the highest respect,

the hon. member for South W.aterloo (Mr. Clare).

Tlie papers also announced that in order to fur-

ther allay this peril, the gentleman to be appoint-
ed to succeed Senator Sullivan of Kingston in the
Senate, was another estimable gentleman of

(jerman birth, whom Providence unfortunately
has removed from the scene of action since that
announcement was made. My hon. friend from
Calgary cannot have been aware of that when he
made that statement ye'terday, but he used the
arguments with which we are all familiar. Now,
Mr. Speaker, as I cannot take his opinion on the


