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that final court of decision, something must
take its place, and the only logical substituto
is an international court of justice. I can sound
a note of optimism in that connection. We
bave o ad an international court of justice since
1920. There is a member on that court from
the United States. although the United States
itself nex er bocame a mombor of the League.
Professor Manley Hudson of Harvard Uni-
vecrsity is a inember of the court and lie bas
published at least two books gix îng much
information on the development of that court
and what it lias accomplishied. But its accom-
plislbments just touch the fringe of what can
and ought te be achievod.

1 sometimnes think. honourable scnators, that
in these days of grim realitios thero is a
danger that we ini this country mnax luse siglît
of what thc justice cf our courts means to our
people in their relations one to another. N_ýoth-
iug rankiles like a sonse of injustice. Nothing
creates discord and hatrcd quickor than a
sensc of injustice. My fricnd is gctting thrce
pieces of butter, and I arn getting ouly one:
the resultant sense of unfairness will cause
more troublc than some really serions matter.
Ani so it is that in this country, in the
devclopment cf our dcmocracy which we
boast of, the courts aud the Nvhole organiza-
tion of B3ritis.h justice as we undcrstand it
m ax well be reg'urded as the bulxwark of
ireedom. 1 say that with the greatest defer-
ece to mx friends who live under the civil
law. for atter ail that is the samne justice with
modifications. I believe that out of the
jurisprudence cf these two systems, working
'-ide by side, we shall develop a greater and
a1 higherý conception cf justice than perhaps
was exer knowu beforo.

Whiat has happcned in coonection with ccir
couirts at home should cifer great possibilities
for the futurc in internation.al relationships.
There i-i this to be said. The law'yers of
Caniada and the lawx crs. of the United States
under thieir rcespectix o organizations, the Cana-
dian Ba:r Association and the Amierican Bar
Association, hav e in evcry city in Canada and
the LUited States a highlx' developed group
cf special committeet intonsivoly workiog on
this question, and the studios these Jawyers
are making are beiug gradually co-ordinatcd
and will ho available to the confcrence at
San Francisco. I regard as of the highest
impDortance thc flOw interest that the legal
profession in Canada and the United States

;taking in this question cf a world court
of justic. For the firsi time in our lives we
as lawycrs are hccming conscious of inter-
national justice. The prob.lems are many and
intricate. I will merely, mention a few, but

Hon. Mr. FARRI&-

I shalH ot discuss them. Undoubtedly we
baveo a good precodent in the way the present
court has been solectod.

The great essential is that these mon wh'o are
selccted shall not bc representatives of any
particular nation or interest. As lawyors wo
knov and naany laymen kncw too, that the
great cur-.e of arbitration is that each sîcle
appoints an arhitrator, and both together select
an umpirc. The net result is that there is
onî' ene aehitrator, the other two appointeos
beiug advocates bebinel th(e seenes. I do not
w ant te sec that sxystem followed in or world
court. Professer Manle v Hudson is a member
cf the presenit court of international justice.
He is an American; bis country is not ex on a
memiber of the League. Ho represcnts no
country but a world court cf international
justice. There Ns much work te ho doue. not
idealistie w ork but practical world po lities
amcd at idoalism, in order te develcp this
court and givo it grcater poeors. But caro
mnust ho taken at ahl timos net te for-ce its
developmont. for if you go faster than world
opinion is rcady te follow, ycu onlv defeat
the purpose of the court.

Hionourable senators, thore is somothing
fitlier that I avant te sax' about Canada's
part antI thon I will conclude. It Ns this; that
in the rclationship betwecn the British Cern-
mnonxxcalth of Nations and the great country'
te the scuth. Canada bas a special part te
play. We understand the British people botter
than the Arnericans dIo, andi we undcrstand the
American people bettcr than the Englishiman
understands thern.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FARRIS: And cao have the cordial
good axill of hoth; we are the link betweou
tho two. Our part is a great eue.

One of the things that cughlt te ho taught to
publie mon of the Unitcd Statcs-and I think
il is our dutv te bo mis'-ionaries but te be
diplomatic about it-is that ber new rospousi-
bilities as a world power w iii be made mnucb
casier if thero is a British Commonwealth of
Nations to work with ber.

Sorne Hon. SENATOJIS: Hear, bear.
Hon. Mr. FARRIS: There is nothing that

the United States of Amorica should face witb
greator approhoension tban the downfall of the
Britisb Empire.

Hon. Mr. DUFF: Quite righit.
Hon. Mr. FARRIS: And not only is tbis se,

bult if these twe nations are te work t.ogetber
for peace and for tbe good of bumanity, the
Britisb Empire must, continue te be streng
and pewerful in ordor to do its share in tbe
future as it bas borne the burden in the- days
gone by.


