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Probably he (meaning the Prime Minis-
er) knows more than I do, and I am not
asking him disclose anything to this
House which ought not to be disclosed
but would it not be wise to omit that para-
graph altogether? I tell him that I and
every man on this side of the House stand
firmly for the principal that the rights of
self-government which we now hold shall not
(iin any way be detracted from in the slightest
egree.

He thought then that a policy of contribu-
tion would be detracting from our right of
self-government, that it would be interfer-
ing with our autonomy, but hon. gentle-
men oppeosite now argue that because we
vote this money, because we have parlia-
mentary authority to that extent, there-
fore our autonomy is not affected at all.
But the leader of the Opposition, when
speaking on this question, did not take that
view. On the contrary, he suggests by
his remarks there, that it would be inter-
fering with our autonomy. Then he goes
on to say:

But is there any need of inserting this
somewhat negative proposition in a resolu-
tion which sught to go forth as a message
not only to the people of the Empire but to
the people of the world. -

Then he refers to the further amendment
in paragraph 4. He says, at page 3521:

Just one word as to a further amendment
which I would like to suggest to my right
hon. friend. In paragraph 4, he proceeds:—

The House will certainly approve of any
necessary expenditure designed to promote
the organization of a Canadian naval ser-
vice in co-operation with and in close rela-
tion to the Imperial navy along the lines
suggested by the Admiralty at the last Im-
perial conference, and in close sympathy with
a view that the naval supremacy of Great
Britain is essential to the security of com-
merce, the safety of the Empire and the peace
of the world.

I would be glad if my right hon. friend
could accept the suggestion of inserting in
that paragraph some word which would in-
dicate an intention to act promptly. If my
right hon. friend would insert before the
word organization some such word as €im-
mediate’ or even ‘early,” I think it would
greatly improve the paragraph; it would meet
with my approval, and I do not think it
would be disapproved of by any hon. mem-

- ber of this House.

How does he propose to bring about a
speed_y organization? How does he propose
te bring qbouj; any immediate organization?
By delaying it two years? By delaying it
indefinitely, for according to him it is going
to take fifty years before we can have a
navy, and according to the views of hon.
gentlemen opposite and of the Prime Min-
ister himself, would appear that they
have no intention of building a Canadian
navy. He proposes to embark on this policy
of contribution. I say that if there is rea-
son for giving a contribution of $35,000,000
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this year, there will be equal reason next
year. If it is necessary as a premium of
insurance, for the protection of our: trade
and commerce, as the hon. member for Cal-

|gary said, we will have to pay our premium

yearly, or our insurance will likely run out.
If the test of our loyalty and devotion to the
Crown is the payment of a cash contribu-
tion this year, will the same test not be ap-
plicable next year? As we grow older, and
our revenues increase, it is reasonable to
suppose, it is logical to conclude, that these
contributions will become greater and greater
year after year, and that in a very short
time Downing street, or the Lords of the
Admiralty will begin to think they have a
right to tax us, will accept it as a matter of
right, and not as a matter of favour, and
will recognize it as our duty to the Empire.
When the subject was under discussion at
that time, there was no suggestion on the
parf of the Opposition that the policy of
contribution was an acceptable one. On
the contrary, the arguments put forth were
diametrically opposed to any suggestion of
contribution. The then leader of the Oppo-
sition and his first lieutenant, the hon.
member for North Toronto put themselves
unequivocally on record as against contri-
bution, and they put themselves straight
and clearly on record in favour of a Cana-
dian naval policy. The resolution, with the
addition of the words suggested by the
present Prime Minister, was adopted unani-
mously, the suggestion of the then leader
of the Opposition was accepted and the
resolution that was adopted was in these
words:

This House fully recognizes the duty of the
people of Canada, as they increase in num-
bers and wealth, to assume in larger measure
the responsibilities of national defence. .

The House is of opinhion that under the
present constitutional relations between the
Mother Country and the self-governing
dominions, the payment of regular and per-
iodical contributions to the Imperial trea-
sury for naval and military purposes would
not, so far as Canada is concerned, be the
most satisfactory solution of the question of
defence.

The House will cordially approve of any
necessary expenditure designed to promote
the speedy organization of a Canadian naval
service in co-operation with and in close re-
lation to the Imperial navy, along the lines
suggested by the Admiralty at the last Im-
perial conference, and in full sympathy with
the view that the naval supremacy of Britain
is essential to the security of commerce, the
safety of the Empire and the peace of the
world.

The House expresses its firm conviction that
whenever the need arises the Canadian peo-
ple will be found ready and willing to make
any sacrifice that is required to give to the
Imperial authorities the most loyal and hearty
co-operation in every movement for the main-
tenance of the integrity and honour of the
Empire.



