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Robert Cecil replied that there is ik» )Mir]M.se oC trnDslVrrini,'
Ireland to another sovereifjiity.)

All I wish to press on my hon. lri<n<l iielow the (;;mf;w,".y and
those who are attracted by these j)hrases is that, after all. it

may be quite true, as I said just now. that it would not be :i

good ground to go to war to aceomplisli aet ^ of justice and
reparation such as I have described, yet. havinji attained thetii
by war, it is quite a different thing to ask iis to nsii;n and
abandon fruitswhicheveryone nnist recognize are in lieniselvcs
desirable achievements. That is the limitaiion wi.i. h I shonM
wish to put upon my assent, as far as it is assent, to the j)hrase,
' No annexation '.

The Question of Ituhnnulif

Then about no idemnity. I :im not quite sure that I

understand what is meant by that, but for us to talk about
not wishing for any indemnity seems to me perhai)s a little

more dimcult. What about Relgium ? I3oes the hon.
member say no indenmity for JJelgium ? [To this Mr. Snow-
den replied that Belgium nnist have not only restoration
of its independence, but the restoration of all the damage
that has been done.] TJien what about Serbia ? Docs tlic

hon. member's principle cover Serbia also ? And what about
the northern provinces of France ? Those are all covered,
I understand. Are we to rule out deflnit<>ly all reparation i'or

the destruction of peacefid merchant vessels b\ sidjmarincs ?

I am certainly not prepared to do that. Therefore I should
like to know exactly what these phrases mean before I give my
assent or the assent of the (iovemment to their adojition.
Then the hon. member said the Allied (iovernmenis should
rewrite and issue a Note in very different terms, and he
l)roceeded to give what apjjcarcd to me to be the description
of the Note which I have read in (ierman jjajiers. but which is

altogether at variance with the terms of the Note itself.

M. MHiiihnffs Xote

I have not got what M. Miliukoff said before me, and I should
like to .study it before I accei)t the interpretation of what he
said. The Note only deals with this part of the (juestion in a
very few lines. I .sjiould like to knf.w which of the statements


