
PUBLIC RELATIONS PRESENTATION 

SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

Q.1.How can you say Canada is a “maritime” nation when it doesn’t have any merchant 

marine to speak of? 

A.1. That’s right, we Canadians rely on the merchant ships registered in other nations to 

carry goods both to and from Canadian ports.  But his doesn’t detract from how we are 

crucially dependent on the freedom of the seas and the rule of international marine law 

for our longer-term security and prosperity.  Not only that, but Canada has the longest 

coastline in the world [243,000 km] and a huge swath of the adjacent oceans to look 

after. 

Q.2. Why this emphasis on ocean trade protection?  The threat seems limited to a few 

pirates. 

A.2. And let’s keep it that way.  But the freedom of the seas is not free.  Coastal nations 

around the world understand that their defence starts at their maritime borders, and if 

the world isn’t looking they will try to extend their control as far from their shores as 

possible, limiting access to others.  And as well some barefoot fishermen can hold the 

prosperity of nations to ransom. Navies are the ones to challenge such moves, and 

Canada should pull its weight. 

Q.3. Why don’t we just leave the US Navy to do its thing in the maintenance of the 

freedom of the seas, and focus our Navy on our own coastal waters? 

A.3. As a sovereign G7 nation we cannot expect the US to always do our bidding in 

areas of Canadian national interest. Our strategic interests are similar to those of the 

US, but there will be occasions when our interests will differ.  While we continue to work 

closely with our American allies, we have to do our bit and if we wish our claims as a 

sovereign nation to be recognized we have to be seen to being doing 

something meaningful to our international status as a nation.   Given the maritime 

nature of our prosperity and security, we Canadians and our children are heavily 

dependent on what happens in the far corners of the world.  It is only right that in 

cooperation with our friends like the United States we contribute our fair share to the 

burden of keeping the global supply network operating, enforcing international law, 

busting drug shipments, or going after the bad guys.  The Canadian Navy goes to great 

lengths to be able to operate effectively with our US Navy friends, and the USN 

welcomes our participation and leadership. 

Q.4. What can the RCN do in the Arctic to protect our sovereignty? 



A.4. Canada is in the process of developing and building some Arctic Offshore Patrol 

Ships.  These vessels will be able to operate in the Arctic but in less than full winter ice 

conditions.  The construction contract with Irving Shipyard of Halifax is expected in 

2015.  But beyond AOPS, other Navy ships regularly patrol and exercise in Arctic 

waters when the ice conditions allow, in collaboration with local communities, the 

Canadian Army, Royal Canadian Air Force and Canadian Coast Guard.  Canadian 

submarines at present have limited under-ice capability, but that may change in the 

future with new technology.  Another technique is to deploy underwater and under-ice 

listening devices.  While crucial to Canadian sovereignty and control of both resources 

and potential pollution, defending and protecting the Arctic is not easy.  Arctic waters 

are about as far from the Navy bases of Halifax and Victoria as are European and Asian 

waters. 

Q.5. Why didn’t the RCN contribute to the aid of the Philippine people after their 

Typhoon? 

A.5. In the Pacific, the RCN was spread out between the home port in Victoria and the 

North Arabian Sea.  Given the way that a number of ships have been taken temporarily 

out of service in order to modernize their systems, so as to continue to be world-class, 

no ship was available to send to the Philippines, unlike the case for the Haiti earthquake 

and Hurricane Katrina on the US Gulf Coast.  Some ships are more suited than others 

for humanitarian assistance and disaster response. For future events where the Navy 

can assist, it will be the availability of these better suited ships that will determine who 

goes. 

Q.6. Why has the acquisition of the Victoria-Class submarines been such a disaster?  

Were we sold a bill of goods by the British? 

A.6. Actually, in the most recent assessments, the submarine acquisition has been 

called both the “deal of the century” and a “great Canadian success story”.  The Navy 

has now made all the adjustments in the submarines to bring them in line with Canadian 

standards and requirements, including the ability to fire the Canadian main heavyweight 

torpedo. Lots of lessons have been learned about the difficulties of buying off-the-shelf 

overseas, but Canadian perseverance and technology has pulled the Navy through.  

The bottom line is that Canada saved itself quite a bit of money and has now 

maintained the capability for submarine service, a hard-won skill set developed over 

many years. 

Q.7. Whenever we hear of the Canadian Navy operating in the Mediterranean, the 

North Arabian Sea or elsewhere, there’s never mention of submarines.  Are they of any 

use? 



A.7. Well, the less you hear about submarine operations, the better our submariners like 

it.  One area we did hear about was the submarine operations in the Caribbean, where 

they provided surveillance on the drug-runners’ use of semi-submersible vessels to 

carry drugs to the North American market. Naval submarines are special vehicles with 

particular and very useful talents.  As vessels that can travel unseen but which carry a 

very big punch, they are an integral part of the Navy’s role in the defence of home 

waters.  Their presence has to be respected and taken seriously by other navies. 

Q.8. After the difficulties with the Victoria submarines, why is Canada buying a foreign 

design [the Berlin class] for its new supply ships? 

A.8. The Berlin class is a proven design, now operating successfully with the German 

Navy.  The class is considered to best combination of proven design and relative cost.  

After some review of the design package, the two ships will be built, operated and 

maintained right here in Canada.  Vancouver Shipyards will be the prime contractor.  

The two new Canadian ships will be providing services to the fleet in the way of fuel, 

ammunition, spare parts, food and water.  They will also provide helicopter support and 

a measure of sea lift, carrying supplies to deployed Canadian forces.  The ships will 

replace HMCS Protecteur and HMCS Preserver, both of which are 50 years old and 

don’t meet modern requirements.  The two new ships will be named after battles in the 

War of 1812, as HMCS Queenston and HMCS Châteauguay, and together they will be 

named the Queenston class. 

Q.9. Couldn’t we also save some money by buying offshore the new ships to replace 

the existing destroyers and frigates? 

A.9. Depending on how much we in Canada would have to modify the existing design to 

meet Canadian requirements, we could theoretically save some money by buying 

offshore.  But many other factors come into play.  As a maritime nation highly 

dependent on the seas for its security and prosperity, the right approach is to ensure 

that we have all the necessary capability to design, build operate and maintain our 

major combatant ships right here in Canada.  And Canada’s experience is that ships 

built in Canada serve Canadian interests very well and are easier to maintain and 

update over the number of decades of their service lives.  Moreover, the new surface 

combatant promises to be the most complex undertaking ever for Canadian industry, 

and many highly- skilled jobs will be put in place in shipyards, design houses and 

suppliers across the country.  So the combatant ships are not only an investment in the 

Navy, they are also an investment in high-tech industry, something that will benefit 

Canadians for generations to come. 



Q.10. We’ve heard a lot lately about the lack of support for Canadian soldiers and 

veterans, even a series of suicides.  Why doesn’t the RCN do more for its sailors, and 

look after them better? 

A.10. We the Canadian people only allocate a limited portion of our tax dollars to the 

military, but as much as 60% of DND’s budget goes towards personnel support.  I can 

tell you that for the Navy, the sailor is considered its most valuable asset.  But yes, more 

needs to be done, and in cooperation with Veterans Affairs Canada the Navy is working 

hard on it. 

Q.11. If submarines are so important to the Navy’s capability, why isn’t there a 

replacement project in the works? 

A.11.   Submarines remain an integral part of Canada’s balanced maritime forces that 
allow Canada sovereignty over, on and under our significant maritime geography.  But it 
is this massive area of responsibility that defines the challenge of designing a future 
submarine for Canada.  Assuming that Canada will not pursue nuclear propulsion in a 
future submarine capability, the simple fact is that the type and size of submarine 
Canada requires does not exist at this time.  The majority of manufacturers of 
conventional (non-nuclear propelled) submarines are European and their designs, while 
capable of some open ocean activity, are not designed for the prolonged operations at 
distances from support that Canada's geography demands.  Other nations with similar 
challenges, most notably the United States of America, have for this reason gone to an 
all nuclear submarine fleet, which leaves countries like Canada and Australia looking for 
a large conventional ocean-going submarine in a market dominated by smaller 
European models. The good news is that technological development in non-nuclear 
submarine propulsion is enjoying a renaissance, as a number of Asia-
Pacific nations faced with large ocean areas are equally interested in 
larger conventional submarines.  This technology will take some time to mature, but if 
Canada wishes to purchase a cost-effective submarine capability that will meet our 
unique requirements, it behooves us to wait and watch other like-minded nations and 
capitalize on their development activities.  Moreover, as Canada has recently invested a 
significant amount of resources into the Victoria-class submarines, we are not in the 
difficult position where we must pursue a replacement now - we have the time to wait 
and watch. 

 

 


