
but M I have tried to ^^J^J^TIJ^^
thiiik that men cotaaa^ ^^rt^°P^^
for thew dedaons. .T^«. "3^^*^-^
cireumstaace*. the «u««>««

.^ SS«.^d
poUtical aroediency. what «»^<*SSt^y1^ could not be done, in a y«»~»J™ryi
^l^^indicated the Prmdpte wta^h^
hS enunciated by Burke with matcUess

SSi^TthSe which for thM generation

SS?Se^ptes which should beapphed.

TVnowvcrv wSthat there are people whoL^^^ th«r mi«d» aboutt^.

They are people for whom I have the™^t
adSLitioL They are devoted to Bntwh

S^tions; but they «^ ««i*i^*
™

their minds that if we are free to seP"*^J^
^sSSTte, though no formula could k«p

^to^ tf we wanted to separate OJ^.
hear): That is the kernel at the heart of the

Srffi question. These people say, "Kit

ilTMrtnership by consent what wiU happen

S5iS?^«t?«2es..': Of course tf^con.

aent ceases no constitution could keep us

J^tS^ey think that the condition
^^^nce. which is our «»d»tio^ sh^

b?^Sd; they are qmte «nabte to i«hse

SatSie true altiJnative to this »tatus is not

Sdewmdence but interdependence
(applause).

f22^Sw»e to k)ok at some pawsmw
ii?SSa5^ quiet these aPFra«j»^
cSadiT solved the constitutional P«>*^
Sdfoight the battle.of «««-8°v«?Sf»*^
S thTSritish dominions, «yl themort

m£d with the instructions which were

SuS bTttie Colonial Office to I^ El^
SS^ he came to Canada as gov««ior-g«-

ST ^institutional documents cov«-

SS^ those ten years throw a stron|[ and en-Z^mton this problem whTch we are

"*Th?SffiSfatthattin«w«j^thedW^

:£^%rS«s.^ho"^si:
Ssnt," T«comm«Ktod responsible govern-


