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Somne han. Members: Time.
MNr. MacInnis: May I finish reading this?
Mr. Mackenzie King: Yes, let the han.

member finish.
Mr. MacInnis: I shall continue:
The dominions, as a niatter af fact, have

spent a great deal of mooey upan perfecting
or i mproving their town defenees, and that is
their contributi on ta the comimon fond, buit
there is no other form of contribution, of whieh
I ami aware, under discussion at the present
time.

And then the han. member said:
Sa, you see there is a communn fond ta wlîich

the dominions contribute.
Naw rbat did Mr. Chamberlain mean wben

Se spoka about a comînon fund? He meant
cammon security. At last the han.: member
bas discovered that aiter ail there is a com-
mon security, towards whiclî we may perhaps
be contributing something. I ask bon. mem-
bers wbethar they think it is inadvisable ta
cantrihute ta common security, ta a cammon
fund in the nature oi security against aggres-
sian, against invasion, by making some effort
ta, maintain peace and this in the present
instance by defending aur awn coasts, in aur
own country, and notbing mare.

But Mr. Chamberlain's statement. possibIy
because it raferred ta a common fund, was
apparently net regardad as sufficient on the part
ai British statesmen ta relieve the fears cf
some hon. members. because the next day an-
other minister spoke. tbis time Sir Thomas
Inskîp, minister for defence coordination. Sir
Thomas oniy yesterday made the following
statement in the House of Commions. wbich
is cqually empb-atic. I raad from the Asso-
ciated Press report in the avening papers ai
yesterday:

Sa far as the dominions have opinions on
aur foreigo policy let theni Se expressed by
thein, îlot by persoîls in thîis bouse. We shali
this year eîîjoy the full measure oi a con-
ference witli dominions' representatives. Let
us flot embroîl tiîem iii aur caîninitmients.

The defence coordinîation ininister also ce-
peated previous assertions tit the doininion5
wîll not be asked ta share the bill.

"We ask tiîis country ta pay for the colonies
and depeîîdeîîcics in tiîosa parts ef the empire
for w hich we ara responsible. on wliich we
depend for nîucli of aur raw nuaterials," Sir
Thonias Jnskip deelared.

"The dominions, of course, are cansciaus oi
the value of tiîeir associationîs w itl tiîis country
and they are iaking their own preparations at
their own expeilse for tbeir own defeîîce."

As if that w-are nat enough the Prime Minis-
ter af England also fait that he sbauld make
clear the position that in no way was Canada,
or any othar dominion, in connection witb
what it is doing for defence, nae.,sarily cam-
mitting itseif ta expenditures for same scbeme
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of imperial defence. The Canadian Press
report in last night's Ottawa papers contained
the foiiowing:

Geoffrey Mander. Liberal, asked for a state-
ment concerning proposais that the governmeot
lay before the imperial conference suggestions
that a greater share in the cost of imperiai
defence be borne by the dominions.

Mr. Baldwin: "While welcoming the oppor-
tunity afforded hy the imperiai conference for
discussion of defence and other probleins, 1
înay remnind the hon, gentleman that the defence
expenditure of the dominions is entirely a
inatter for Ris Majestyýs governinents in their
respective domiinion..

Could anytbing- be clearer than that? Tbat
statement by the Prime Minister of Great
Britain should remove ail possibility of doubt
as ta defence cammitments flot sanctioned
by aur own parliament.

In the course af this debate it bas been
necassary at different times from this side of
the bouse ta repeat that wbat we are doing
we are doing for Canada and for Canada
alone. That has been necessary for tbe
reason that an impression had been crcated
that what we were doing had relation ta some
expeditionary force wbicb would be sent over-
se;uz. \Vbei we saY that whiat wa are doing we
are doing for Canada alone, wc mean that what
w, Lire doing is for the defenre ni aur country
within the territorial waters of the coasts of
our country, and ivitbin Canada itself for tbe
defence of Canada. But I hope it will flot
be thaught that becauzre we bave laid em-
pliasis an the fact that what we are doing
wa are doing, for Canada, we are net therehy
niaking somec contribution towards the defere
of the British commanwealtb ai nations as
a w-hole. or that wve are not making some
contribution towards the defence af ail En--
lish-speaking communities. that we are nat
mnaking some contribution towards the de-
fence of ail demacracies. tbat we are net
mnalzing soe contribution towards the de-
fence of ail tbose couintries that may some
day' necessarilv a,ý.ociate themselves together
f or the puirpose of preserving their liberties
and freedom a.gainst an aggressar, coma frein
wherev er lie inay. 1 saàv that w hile we are
cloing wliat w e aro doing for Canada xve he-
liave that in tlis way w-e can make the most
effectiv e contribution towards the seruritv of
ill celintries that mav have like institutions.
like ialand principles cf freedem similar
te aur awn.

May I say this word in conclusion. We
have heard in this debate that xve augbt ta
look ta the United States. that we aught ta
become members ai some pan-American con-
ference. that we aughit ta take up with new
frientis. that wa ought ta seek aur security in


