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were to be sent beyond the boundaries of
Canada. But it may also be interpreted in
another way, and I fear that it will be inter-
preted the other way by some of the Prime
Minister’s followers in the election campaign
this year. It can be interpreted to mean that
when trouble comes Canada will not have to
send any men beyond her boundaries unless
there is an agreement made at that time that
such shall be done. If every nation or only a
few nations take that position, there will be no
effective world organization. The tragedy of
his statement is that it gives the impression
that in entering a world organization Canada
has not very much to worry about, that there
is very little obligation.

May I suggest to the Prime Minister that
it would have been far wiser for him to adopt
the attitude taken by that great leader the
Right Hon. Winston Churchill when in 1940
he told the British people that he could offer
them nothing but blood, sweat and tears. He
received their whole-hearted support because
he took that attitude. It would have been
far wiser—and the Prime Minister can still
make his position clear—to tell the Canadian
people that there will probably be a price to
pay, that almost certainly sooner or later
Canadians will have to die abroad with the
young men of the other peace-loving nations
in order to suppress aggression; and it should
be pointed out that for such a cause the sac-
rifice would be worth while.

The Prime Minister showed the same atti-
tude with regard to Canada imposing sanc-
tions. His statement will be found at page 29
of Hansard of March 20, where he used these
words:

It would seem to be desirable to develop
some procedure whereby states not represented
on the security council—

Which, of course, under the present pro-

visions will be Canada’s position most of the
time.
—would not be called upon to undertake serious
enforcement action without the opportunity or
participating in the council’s proceedings, or
without agreeing separately to—

Here is the damaging part of the statement.
—or without agreeing separately to join in
executing the decisions of the council.

That would probably mean a delay. It might
defeat the whole purpose of sanctions being
imposed. It is too much like the attitude taken
by this same Canadian government back in
1935 concerning the imposing of sanctions on
Italy. I hold in my hand a press dispatch of
December 2, 1935, which reads as follows:

When Doctor Walter A. Riddell, Canada’s

permanent advisory officer at Geneva suggested
on November 2 to the league of nations com-

mittee of eighteen that sanctions against Italy
should be extended to include oil, coal by-
products, iron and steel, he was expressing “only
his own personal opinion, not the views of the
Canadian government,” according to a lengthy
statement issued by acting Prime Minister
Ernest Lapointe on Sunday.

The Prime Minister’s statement indicates
that this government is still tarred with the
no-commitment stick. Those of us who were
in the House of Commons before war broke
out will remember that right up to the out-
break of war the foreign policy of Canada,
under the present government, was that she
had no commitments to anybody, league of
nations, Great Britain or other dominions,
United States or anybody else. I am afraid
that that attitude is still in the back of the
minds of the ministry. The government is still
thinking along this line and is trying to leave
open an exit from some of the obligations that
Canada will be asked to assume at San Fran-
cisco. I hesitate to be suspicious, but it looks
to me like an attempt to appease the isola-
tionists of Canada. In any event it is a very
disturbing attitude. Our delegation must make
clear at San Francisco that Canada is pre-
pared to make commitments, to stand by them
pot only in word but in deed and with no
thought of evasion.

I now come to Canada’s position under the
Dumbarton Oaks security proposals. First of
all there is to be a general assembly. I need
say nothing about that other than that all of
the nations, including Canada, will be members
of the assembly and every nation will have the
same authority. Then there is to be an
economic and social council. That is a council
set up for the direct betterment of mankind.
I agree with the Prime Minister’s remarks of
a few days ago when he said that he hoped it
would not be very long before the work of that
council should become the most important
work of this new world organization, although
I doubt whether that will be so for many years.
I hope also that that council will always keep
in mind that portion of the Atlantic charter,
that great charter for humanity, which gave
us the vision of a peace which would offer the
assurance that all the men in all the lands
might live out their lives in freedom from fear
and want. There are to be eighteen members
on this council, chosen by the assembly for a
term of three years, and I have no doubt that
in her turn Canada will be a member of that
couneil.

Then there is to be a security council, which
is given the main task in the world organiza-
tion, the task of maintaining peace and sccur-
ity. Of course the primary purpose of this
world organization is to stop wars and to
defeat any aggressor who starts one. The



