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within their own territory, because the water
that goes into Lake Michigan runs ont into
our country, and any drainage from that lake
is being taken from us just as surely as if
Lake Superior itself were 'being tapped. The
American and the Canadian peoples must
neither directly for indirectly interfere with
the international waters to the detriment of
cither country.

Honi. Mr. DANDURAND: That principle
lias been recognized by the Supreme Court.

Hon. Mr. LYNýCH-ST-AUNTf-N: Yes. But
suppose some years from now ýChicago says
tbere is an emergency. Who could deny that
tijere ivas? There is nothing in this trcaty to
say that before an emergency is considered
to exist bothi countries must be in agreement
on the matter. Chicago need on]y allege that
there is an emergency, and then it is entitled
to a board of arbitration, which board is
bouind to give relief, because the treaty recog-
nizes that Chicago is entitled to more watcr
in the event of an emergency. In my opinion
tFat cancels anv beneficial cffects that would
otlîerwise flow from the clause. If sncb a
board is set up, the Americans will say to it:
'There is an emergenc 'v or you would not be
bore, and the emiergency is one that demands
more watcr, or you w'ould not be bore. Von
cin give us more water for as long as you like,
or for ever."

To my mind, that kind of question should
never be lof t to a board of arbitration, even
if it were tboughit advisable to leave it to a
body of some sort. If such a -board were set
up, we should appoint one member, the
Americans would appoint another, and the
third would possibly :be a foreigner. Well, I
think the foreigner would be influenced far
more by the contentions and prestige of a
country of one bundred and thirty millions
than by those of a country of only ten mil-
lions. It would be like going to law with
Satan before a court in Satan's domain.

I have been given this argument, that if
Chicago wants to take more wateýr we shahl
bc supported by aIl the states bordering on
that great international highway in our stand
against further diversion. But I do not want
to depend on American help. I prefer to
depend upon the strength of our contract.

1Some people say that even if we take every
possible care with the contract, the Americans
need not live up to it. My answer to that
is that the Americans are just as likely as
any other nation in the world to r~espect a
treaty, but if you give them an opportunity
to take advantage of any uncertaînty tbey will
act the same as any other nation and take
that advantage. And so 1 say that so, far as

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON.

is humanly possible the treaty should be made
Lomb-proof.

Hon. A. D. McRAE: Honourable members,
I did not intend to speak at this time, as the
subjects I propose to draw to your attention
mighit more properly come up when each of
the issues is before the House f or general dis-
cussion. Faced, as I understand we are, with
the prospect of an early and extended adjourn-
mont, due to lack of business before the
Honse, I offer my observations to-day in the
hope that this honourable House may see fit
to bake at least soime of them under immeýdiate
consideration and thus do its part in helping
to solve the serions issues wbich confront the
country.

May I say that I think the people of
Canada have but a very vague and quite
erroneous impression as to the responsibility
of this honourable bouse with respect to gov-
ernment. 1 make bold to suggest that some
honourable member with long experience both
ini this and in the other House, as well as
in the Governmcnt, should make a very clear
staternent on the responsibility of the Senate
and the scope of its authority. In this way,
1 am sure, we should bear much less criti-
cism of this honourable body by reason of the
long adjourniments which are necessary from
time to time for lack of business.

First, I wish to offer my congratulations to
the Government on the remarkable accom-
plishments it bhas effected so far. 1 am sure
I express not only the views of the party to
which 1 belong, but *of tbousinds of other
Csmadians in ýaIl -parts of Canada, when 1
say that we are indccd fortunate in these
tbimes to have at the head of our Gov-
ernment a man bold, courageous and efficient,
whose high principles exemplify what is best
in our Canadian citizenship. Undoubtedly,
Canada in its Prime Minister bas the right
man in the riglit place at the rigbt time.
This does not necessarily mean that we agree
with him in everything hie does, but by and
large his record is one of which be bas a rigbt
to feel proud.

We should be blind indeed if we were to
overlook the fact that the great issues con-
fronting the Canadian people have yet to be
solved. If any doubt remained as to this,
the speech the right honourable the leader
of this Huse made yesterday should have
removed it. With that speech I am entirely
in accord.

Mr. Roosevelt neyer made a truer statement
than when, addressing Congress a few days
ago, be said, "We cannot go back from. here,
we must go nhead." Witb that I agree. If
this course is to be pursued there must be


