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lined. Would it be asking too mucli to
request that the Prime Minister give us sanie
idea, of what further might be required?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I would ijot
rare to attempt in any way to interpret the
views of Lord Halifax, but ini order to make
the position quite clear I think I should uay
,that Lord Halifax was spesking en'tirely for
himself. I have been informed that lie was
nct making any pronouncement on behlf of
the Bri.tish governrnent. R1e was speaking as
an individual who camne 'to Canada to add-ress
a large organization in Toronta, and lie gave
his views on a subject which. lias been very
close to hisheart ail tlirough bis lifetirne. I
believe a close readîng of the address by Lord
Halifax will show that ini many particulars
it hias not been understood as lie would wish
to have it understood. Lord Halifax is a
political philosopher as well as a very eminent
statesman. H1e was reviewing the past century
and the developments which liave taken place
during that time. and allowing bis mind ta
travel into the next hundred years as to the
possible changes tliat miglit be niecessary in
commonwealth organization. 1 do not think
hoe meant ta do more than put before the
particular audience lie wus addressing, and
through it before the public, certain thouglits
which -lie believed it would lie well ta be con-
sidered by ail of us who have tlie future in
mi. But I think iL was unfortunste, se it
lias certainly proved. that the speech ehould
have been delivcred at this particular tume,
hecause it hias raised certain. issues; and I arn
speaking liere this efternoan very muoli against
my awn will in de'veloping 'this theme id ail.
1 arn doing so only because the lion. gentlemen
whom I arn immediately facing, the leader of
the Cooperative Commonwealth Frederation
(Mr. Coldwell) and the hon. gentleman wha
jugt interrupted nie, the leader of -the Social
Credit party. have given their views on the
subjeet which was brouglit up, and on -that
account I feel it necesQary ta give mine.

M.r. BLACKMORE: I arn just wondering
if perliapa the hion, gentlemen fromn Britain was
net expressîng the very idea that hias been
outl-ined by tlie Prime Minister. The riglit
hion, gentleman will remember that my com-
ment was ta the effort that the ideas expressed
were good but that it was unfortun-ate hie did
not tell us how .they miglit ho put into effect.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: One concrete
issue in external policy *las been raised not
oftly by Lord Halifax but alo by Field Ma.rshal
Smuts on which, I feel t>hat I shoiuld "tte my
position. In chis I am stating the position of
the government an what was said in recent
speeches by these two eminent public men. I
shisîl read whst I have ta say on this matte',
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because I feel -the great importance. of any
utteranees on matters of 4ihis kind at this
time, but I think it well tlist the position of
the government should be stated. I should
like ta have hion. gentlemen immedistely
opposite make an equally clear stateinent,
some Lime during this session, as ta their
position.

Mr. GRAYDON: May I ask -the Prime
Minister if 'he prepared, the speech 'lie is about
to deliver?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Yes, I prepared
this. These are my own views and tIe views
of this government.

A oonerete issue in external policy lias been
raised in recent speeches delivered by Lord
Halifaix and Field Maralial Smuts. IL relates
ta thc domination of certain great powers.
Bath speeches expressed the view that the
future peace of the wlorld depended on the
attainment of an equal partnerglhip in strength
and influence between the great powere among
the united nations. Bath taak the position
that the resources and man-pawer of LIe
Britishi isles were too sinaîl ta enable the
United Kingdom ta compete witli the United
States and the Soviet Union in. power and
authority after the war. Both, tlierefore,
argued thsL iL was necessary that thie United
Kingdom sîould have the constant support of
aLler countries, in order ta preserve a proper
balance. Field Marshal Smuts tlought thst
hIls might lie achieved by a close association

between the United Kingdom and "tIe simaller
democracies in, western Europe"; hoe ha d litLle
ta say of the place of the British common-
wealth as such. Lord Halifax on Llie aLler
hand declared:

'Net Great Britain only, but the Britishi
commonwealth and empire, oust be the fourth
power in that group upon whidli, under Provi-
dence, the peace ai the world will lienceforth
depend.

With what is implied in the argument eni-
ployed by bath these eminent public men I
arn unable ta agree.

IL îe indeed, true beyond question that the
peace of the world depende on preserving an
the side of peace a large superiority of power,
so that -those who wish -te disturli the peace
can have no chance of success. But I must
ask ehlether -the best way of attaining tIis is
to seek a balance of strength between three
or four'greaL pawers. Sbould we not, indeed
must we not, aim at aLLain.ing the neceuary
superiority of power by oreating an effective
international systein inside which the coopera-
Lion of ail peace-loving countries is freely
sought and given?
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