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which failed them when the time came, and
the Entente Powers, Russia, France and Great
Bnitain, on the other. What appeale t.) me,
Mn. Speaker, is that the lesson for bumanity
which we derive fnom seeing this war in its.
operation, seeing what led to it, and seeing
its consequences, is the utter futility for man-
kind to try to protect itself against violence
by mîlitany prepanation. Sunely that is a
lesson of the wan whicb bas been driven home
to all of us. What I would asic this House
to considen is, nlot men who have been our
enemies, nlot men wbo have been oun friends,
but suif ering humanity, the victims rathler
than .the authons of what bas happened to
them. That seems te me the framne of mind
in which we should appnoach this question.

I have littie more to say. I believe that the
great cause of the war was the conflicting
impenialisme of Europe, nations strivîng te
extend the ambit of their power, particularly
in parts of the world wbich wene only semi-
civilized or not civilized at ail. The conflicts
of imperialisms in Mnrica and other parts
oi the world were, 1 tbink, the cause of the war
which bas its moots fan in the pust.

I do not know wbat the moyen (Mr. Woods-
worth) proposes te do. I hope that he will
withdraw this resolution, flot because the
jesolution is wrong in essence, but because it
is liable to be mnisunderstood. Why should
we be willing to give up any part of oun
Treparations? Not because we think that
France ehould give up repanation, for I think
we are ail convinced that Germany which
devasted northenn France owes by every rule
of ethics, law and justice, the obligation of
restorîng those devasted portions of France,
and it is but fair t.o say that the German
trade unions have offered te restore northern
France. and that that offen bas not been
accepted.

I have little more to say on this occasion.
Wbat I do wisb to protest against in ail good
spirit is the attacks that have been mnade
against a man who bas tried to say wbat he
thougbt right and what he tbougbt ixi the
ititerests of peace. We may agree witb him or
we may- not agree with him, but let us be
charitable one to another. 1 tbink that in
the last ten yeans what ba@ happened in this
world bas shown the truth of wbat John Bright
said fifty years ago in connection with the
Irishi question, that force is no nemedy, and
this old world will not have peace and concord
until force e.s an ultimate solution is aband-
oned and men will rely upon good will and
justice to settle their disputes.

Mr. W. C. GOOD (Brant): I wish to
associate myself with the hon. memben for

Biome (Mr. McMaster) in requesting the,
mover of the resolution (Mr. Woodsworth)
to withdraw bis motion. Personally I find
niyself in very large agreement with bis point
of -view, but I would find it very difficuit
under the circumstanced to vote for bis reso-
lution, for various reasons which have already
been outlined, particularly by the Prime Min-
ister. I think that a vote taken under the
ciieumstances would nlot ho a vote on the
nenite of the- questioti whieh the mover has

in mmnd, and therefore I think it would be
unfortunate to eall for a vote.

-.1 wish also to protest, as did the hon. ineyn-
ber for Brome, against the spirit of hostility
displayed, and against the sneers and jeers
that have been uttered in this Bouse, in this
debate. I know that this is a question which
it is almost impossible to discuse without,
heat, animosity and prejudice, and sometimes
it is wise, although nlot always perhaps, notV
to risk arousing prejudices when you are
pretty sure that what may be said will only
resuit in mnflaming feeling

1 do nlot tbink 1 have anytbing further
ta say. I do believe that we ought to re-
member the old truth that they who take the
sword shall penish by the sword. That is
sometbing that we ought to take to beart
nationally, but 1 am nlot gomng to discuss that
question. 1 would once more request that
the moyen of the resolution do flot press for
a vote upon it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the moyen closes
the debate, the Chair muet give its ruling,
whîch I thought was awaited with considerable
anxiety. The point was raised laét night by
the hon. meinher for New Westminster (Mn.
McQuarrie> that thie resolution, under rule 78,
was out of order and could nlot be proceeded
with. The resolution is couched in vague
language. It neada as follows:

That, in the opinion of this House, it in ini the
intercst of world peace that Canada should withdraw
all claims on Gerimny for reparatk>na.

As I stated last might, Canada bene means
the Cnown and the Crown bas dlaims against
Germany. The righte of Canada are cleanly
stated in the Tneaty of Versailles. Canada
was nepnesented at the making of that tneaty,
Canada's representatives signed the treaty, and
the reparations which Germany was con-
demned to make are set forth in Articles 231
to 244. Annex I enumerates daims that could
arise out of those reparations. For instance:

Annex 1

Compensation may be elairned trom Germany tînder
Article 282 aboa in respect of the total damage tindet,
the following categories:

(1) Damage to injured persas and to, survivins
dependento by Persnal injnrY te or death of civiliUiU


