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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGIIEN: Very good.
That is a matter of faot.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND. The despatchi
was sent by Lloyd George and Winston
Church ill without the knowledge of the
Minister of Foreign Affairs.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Now we are
getting into the domestic affairs of the British
Goveroment. But it is flot a fact that it was
sent without the authority of the Govern-
ment. This is shown definitely by the corres-
pondence published by Winston Churchill,
which I have read. It was sent by the Gov-
ernmeot, whcther they should have sent it or
not. It was oothing in the nature of a com-
mand to Canada; it was a mere inquiry as to
our attitude in respect of a treaty in whjch
it was assumed we had an interest because we
had signed it.

Now, I say in respect of a treaty of that
kind. which we have executed as an autono-
mous nation of the Empire, it is the duty of
Canada to make a reply such as I have indi-
cated. But if the honourable gentleman is
afraid of those words, if those words carry
to him something so Imperial that his eye
cannot look upon thema, I will tell him who
originated them in my mind; who first used
them in my hearing; who used themn with my
full approval. That gentleman was Sir
Wilfrid Laurier. Sir Wilfrid Laurier used
those words with a vastly wider application
than I did when I used them in relation to
British support. I refer my honourable friend
to the speech Sir Wilfrid made in the House
of Commons, and which is reported in Hansard.
The honourable gentleman will find the words
used with a much widor import than I used
themn, but I have not heard hima cite them
in condemnation of Sir Wilfrid Laurier.

Thon the honourable gentleman comes to
anothor speech, one which 1 made at Hamilton
about three yoars lator. I have already sought
to expound to the people of this country the
reasons which actuated me thon, and what I
had in mi. The honourable gentleman has
read correctlv what I said. H1e lias read suf-
ficient. No more is necessary. He did not
suppress anything. What I had in mind was
the doing of something to prevent the disunity
of this country if the dread hour should strike
again.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, I agree
with my honourable friend.

Rîghit Hon. Mr. MEICHEN: Very good.
But wherein was there any inconsistency with
anything I had donc before or have done
since? It is tremeodously important that in
whatever struggle we may have to face in the

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

years to follow we do ot get ioto any racial
quarrel in Canada; that we seek to get the
utmost measure of unity from the very moment
we enter a confiict. That is something which
is worth considerable sacrifice to-day and was
worth the same then. It would have been
worth sacrificing something even in the last
coofliet. We are able to sec now that through
three years of the late confliet we played our
part without the expressed authority of the
people of Canada for what we wcrc doing.
We did so right up to 1917, when we got the
authority. If we had obtained it at first there
would have been a greater measure of unity
throughout than was actually witnessed.

An Hon. SENATOR: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Consequontly
it seoms to me I wvas cnunciating a course that
could be followod to gather together the
greatcst measure of unity-you nover cao get
it complte-to marshal the greatcst measure
of unity of which this country is capable. That
was ail 1 had in mmnd, and I thought I made
that cloar. Cortainly I did in a furthcr ex-
position about ton or twclve years later.

I said oothing in the nature of advocating
a referendum. That is not the British systcm.
It is ot the sound system. Democracy will
flot work undor refcrendums. I hope I shall
nt ho guilty of exaggeration if I express the

fear that if you submitted to the people a
referendum as to whether you should repudiate
the national debt it might carry. What is my
honourable frieod's guess?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would ot be
a party to submittiog any immoral policy.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Is that aoy
more a moral issue than the question of what
we should do in a matter of life and death?
No, I would ot submit to any referendum.
I said 1 would ask the Goveroment to go to
the couotry at once, aod if I wore the bond
I would support in the election evcry member
of the House. o matter what side he was on,
who supportod the Goveroment in the decision
they wcre taking to participate in the war.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: You would
divide the country in twain.

Right Hon. Mr. MEICHEN: But my hon-
ourable friend says thore can nover again ho a
conflict in which we cao take part. Doos ho?
Take caret

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: According to
my righit honourable friend, without submit-
ting it to the people.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is what
I said. Very good. But the honourablc
gentleman says that as soon as it is submitted
it will split the country in twain.


