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would be better net te say that we would
take them back again. The reason my hon.
friend gives for wanting these shlips te at
once become the property of the Mother
Country je that we o'we se much. How
rnuch de we owe?-pessibly $350,0OO,000,
and we are te give them ships worth
$35,000,000 te pay the debt-ten cents on
the dollar. My hon. friend will have nine
more opportunities of voting for a contribu-
tion of this kind before the debt is paid
Yeu cannet pay debts and keep yeur re-
spectability with ten cents on the dollar.

Mr. STEVENS: Will you de it any bet-
ter by paying nothing?

Mr. McCRANEY: My hon. friend asks if
we are prepared te give nothing. He has
sat net anly silent but asheep. Dees he
net understand that we on this side of the
House, and we have been challenged for it,
are willing te spend many million dollars
more than this programme which he and
his friends have put ferward calîs for, and
we are net eniy 'willing te expend the
rneney but we are willing te maintain the
ships and te msan them with our own men.
We are wiliing te take that part in the
defence of the Empire which. necessity may
require.

What is the reason of this demand for
$35,00O,00O? It je this union with the
Nationaliste. There may be ce-operation
between the old pehitical parties in this
Heuse who may differ in their methods,
but who, I hope hold the sae true idea]s
of natienheod.

Mr. BURNHAM: I would like te ask
my hon. friend if he insiste that the Nation-
aliste wish te destroy Canadian autonornyP

Mr. McCRANEY: 1 did net hear the
question of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BURNHAM: My hon. friend insists
that this pehicy of eurs is due te the
Nationaliste and since, as he says, this
pelicy is se destructive of Canadian auton-
orny, dees he say that the desire of the
Nationaliste je te de3troy Canadian
autenomy.

Mr. McCIRANEY. I think myseîf that
that je thé conclusion te 'which it will leaà
if it gees through and that je 'why we are
fighting here te prevent it. I believe that
net only can the historic parties ce-eperate
in policy but there cen be continuity in
pehicy. We can, though differing in detail,
uphold the same ideals and stand by the
same principles. But I say that n,) self-
respecting party can meke a union with
the NationalistB of this country, in view
of- the deciarations which were made by
themn and the attitude they took towarls
Imperial matters before the hast election,
and preserve their respectability. The
thing that stands eut te hie credit is the

fidelitty of the Prime Minister who feels
that he is bound by his pledges and who
endeavours to carry them out. As far as
thi3 present scheme is concerned, it is the
result of that unfortunate union. We are
now aske.i to pay the price, we are asked
to deliver the goods, and hon, gentlemen
on the other side of the House are sur.
prised that we should make use of any con-
stitutional means that corne to our hand
to prevent this measure geing through. I
think that hon. members on the other side
wouid lose their respect for us, as they
must have lost some for themselves in their
union 'with the Nationalists, if they
thought that we would do anything else
than fight it to the bitter end.

Mr. J. E. MARCILE (Bagot): (Transla-
tien. Mr. Speaker, let me say at once that
I arn' happy to address you a few remarks
on Bill No. 21, now belore this cemmittee,
providn a contribution of thirty-five

-millions of dollars for the British Admir-
alty, with t.he bope that this tirne my re-
marks and those before aubsnitted te yeu
will have the effect to convince the Govea'n-
ment of its error and bring the abandon-
ment of the Bill.

It has been alleged, when this Bill was
flrst subrnitted, that there was urgency. A
hittie later, the urgency was changed-te a
need, and new there is nothing at ail, ne
more urgency, ne more need; there only
romiains the determination not te retvace
one's steps, although it is admitted the.t
the measuire is useless.

I had been led te believe, Mr. Speaker,
seeing the suspension of the Bill at the
beginning of April, that the -Gevernment
would net persist in its obstinacy te have
that measure adopted, knowing quite well
as we do that it is contrary te the interests
of the Canadian peeple and aise te the
general wishes of the citizens of this coun-
try.

Let mie hope, Mr. Speaker, that alter the
rernarks 1 have te submit and those already
submitted by the hon. members of the Op-
position, that the Gevernment wili take
them. inte serieus consideration, and that it
will iay ail pride aside and adjeura Bill
No. 21 for further censideration, with the
hope that At will neyer again make its
appearance.

The first censideration I have te submît
te yeu, Mr. Speaker, and ta this committeea
ie that in adepting the principle of this
alleged Naval Aid Bill, and specially clause
4-under consideratien, we are entering a
path which will lead us where ne one knows,
a path which takes us more and more afar
fromn the right one which the fathers of
Confederation had 'traced for us. In fa-et,
Mr. Speaker, do you believe that the pro-
vinces of Quebec, of New Brunswick, of
Nova Scotia, and of Prince Edward Island
would have consented te enter inte Confed-
eratien if promises had net been gi,ýen themn


