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point of view?-which means that once for
aIl we must eease ta look at or think of the
empire or the rnatherland in framing aur
policies. The latter is my viewpoint. We
must regulata aur business as an indepandent
nation, free ta help or nat ta halp a country
which may be at war, and free ta arm or ta
disarma as wa see fit. I understand that it is
difficaît for sorne Canadians ta break the last
Iink which unites Canada ta England and
ta view aur situation regardless of wbat Vheir
feelings rnay be as ta the old country. I,
however, venture the assertion that of the
245 members or thereabouts of this bouse
there is not anc who has not given the rnost
serious thaught ta the question of national
defenca. I arn sure every hon. member will
ha sincara when ha votes on the question of
armainent. One niay discuss diffierent points
of view; ana may disagrea with anothar, but
ana must give others the same credit for
sincerity and honesty and patriotism as ha
axpeets for himacîf. The duty of a rapre-
sentative of the people is, after all, ta try ta
find the right path, and ta express such views
and act in such a way as may be in con-
forrnity with bis conscience.

If there were only two courses ta follow; if
1 had ta vote aither for the gavernment ar
for the G-onservative party, I admit 1 would
nat hesitata for one moment, for I amn certain
that the Conservative party, according ta
past declarations and the past policy of that
party, would consider $15,000,000 for rearm-
ing aur nation ta be only smaîl change. In
regard ta this mast important question of
armaments 1 must place wlhat I sincerely ha-
haeve is the interest of rny constituents before
any party interest. To make my position
cleaýr and ta ha consistent wit~h myseif I shahl
read what I said in this bouse on February
4 last:

I consider that considerations of prudence
and foresight demand that Canada, as ana
of the nations of the world, Bhould have somne
kind of an army, in the same way tijat every
city needs a police force. We therefore need
an army whose size and cost should ha rneasuired
by the danger that threatens us and aur ability
t;a pay. My opinion is tshat we are nat exposed
ta great danger, and it is a f art that the state
of aur finances doas not permit us ta undertake
any expenditure that ia not absolutely neces-
sary. I therefore abject ta the provision of
armaments ta an extent not justified by any
immediate danger and by the financial resources
of the couîntry. Aboya all, Mr. Speaker, I
objeet ta any participation by Canada in the
armanient race.

Believing that the war danger in Canada ia
flot pronounced, beliaving that aur means
are not abundant enaugh, and behieving that
an adequate Canadian defensive or offensive
arrny would ha almoat an impossibility, I
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regret 1 must corne to the conclusion that the
increase in our rniltary estirnates is too large.
I arn of opinion that we mnust have sorne pro-
tection, but the difference between the previ-
nus year's military estirnates and those of
this year is too great. The answer to the
question whether or flot we should spend
more for armarnents this year is flot self-
evident. It is flot, as the expression goas,
lying under ane's very nase. There are sorne
people who believe we ought to arrn ta the
extent that we are preparing ta arrn, and
thera are other people who do not sa believe.
After ail, we are preparing for future events,
and we do not kn.aw with any certainty what
those future events will be. Sa there is fia
certainty upon which one can base his atti-
tude with regard ta armaments. The only
certain thing is that this year wa contemplate
spending a great deal more than we spent
last year.

It is sornetimes hard ta doa one's duty as
ana sees it, Mr. Speaker. I find ià painful ta
disagree with the leaders of my party and so
many of my Liberal friends. I respect the
opinions of thase who have different views,
and I hope that my opinions will be respected
also. I have considered this question just as
seriausly as a persan could consider any
question; I have listened ta the speeches that
have been made in this house; I have listened
ta the staitisties that have been presented
and the arguments that have been advanced
bath for and against the increase in the esti-
mates. As I have already said, I have bean
forced ta make up my mind ta vote against
the increase in the estimates for aur Depart-
ment of National Defence.

I like people who speak their minds freely.
I like people who look a situation in the face
and say what they think. It seams ta me
qucer that aur han. friends who form Bis
Majesty's most loyal opposition should be
s0 quiet on this subjeet. It appears ta me
that the right han, leader of the opposition
(Mr. Bennett), who thought it expedient ta
speak for about two hours with regard ta the
appointment of Mr. John Vallýance in con-
nection with rehabilitation work in western
Canada, should not have five minutes in which
ta address us and ta demonstrate that an
expenditure of $15,000.000 is flot very rnuch,
tha.t perhaps he would be prepared ta go ta
the extent of $75,000,000 or $100,000,000.
Probably if that were done, it might help us
ta forrn a better judgment on this issue. I
would have expected aur very eloquent friend
the hon. member for Greenwood (Mr. Massey)
ta give us an illuminating address an this
important question. I should like ta have
heard the hon. member for Dufferin-Simcoe


