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I recali that occasion to empliasize the
neoessity for dloser contacts of the different
parts of the British Empire with the outside
world and the mutual beneficial resuits wliich
are bound to arise from sucli contacts. It
als9o discloses another strong reason why we
should have on the spot a representative of
Canada who will ha constantly putting for-
ward the advantagas of Canada, its patential-
ities, as weIl as its aspirations, and its willing-
nass to perform its shara of the duties which
the different nations of the world owe one
another.

My right honourable friend (Riglit Hon. Sir
George E. Foster), in dealing with tha confliet
which. ha considers inevitable between the
component parts of the Empire and Great
Britain, through the appointment of these
reprasantatives, forgot that action lias been
taken in this mattar with the fuiU consent and
co-oparation of the Government of Great Brit-
ain. The power which we have exarcisad for
Bnme years past in attanding international
conferences and in making our own treaties
has been axercisad with the approval, and, as
suggastedi by xny honourable leader (Hon.
Mr. Dandurand), the liearty co-operation of
the Imparial Govarnment.

My right honourable friand muet remember
this also, that the planipotentiaries appointed
to attend these international conferencas, as
well as the plenipotantiaries whom wa have
sent or propose toi send to foreign countries,
deriva thair power from the King himself.
They are accradited to foreign countries by
the King. It is true that the Ring does not
grant authority on the advice -of his imperial
advisers; it is on the racommendation' of his
Canadian advisars that lie does it; still nobody
has found any fauît with that sort of thing,
and there is no likelihaod of confliet of any
kind arising out of the exercise of that power.

The ides, lias been axpressed that the Im-
parîal Conferance of 1926 aitered our Con-
stitution. 0f course it did flot aiter it. Tech-
nically and legaly the Constitution to-day is
just what it was on the let of July, 1867. The
King still hae the power toi disallow our legis-
lation from beginning to end, whethar it ap-
plies to internaI or external affaire. The
Colonial Va'lidity Act is stili in force. The-
oretically our Constitution is not changed in
the élightest partiùeular; and thare was no ne-
cessity for it ta lie changad in ordar that we
miglit axercise the powars which. we have
axercisad. We could have appointad plenipo-
tentiaries in the year 1867, and wa could have
done it at any other tima, and without in any
way interfering with the Constitution. The
Imperial Conferance had no power ta alter
anything. It was merely a meeting of leaders

of the diffarent Dominions and of Great Brit-
ain wjio conferred togather and. came ta an
understanding as ta what was the real relation-
ship between the Government of Great Britain
and the Dominions. They sought a formula,
and found and declared a formula, applicable
ta the e3isting status. They teried to crystal-
lize in words the situation as it was in fact.
That is aIl they did. The Conferance did niot
dlaim ta have power to do anything more.
It certainly procaeded on tha assumption that
it had no power ta do anything in, the way of
amending aur Constitution.

Thare has been a great deal of talk lately
on this subi ect, and some of it lias bean very
loasa indead; baose in many ways; baose ini
ideas and baose in ternis. For instance, the
words " nation " and " natianhood " have been
takan as synonymous with " state " and
' statahood. ". Anyone wha thinks for a mo-
ment wilI see that there is a tremendous
difference. Autonomy and savereigncy do
not mean the sanie týhing at all, yet these
tarms ara usad abtarnatively without any dis
tinction. Canada is an autonomous nation,
but it is not a sovaraign state, and wibl not
ha until it choosesl some day-if it ever does
-ta declare its independence. It cannat bie
a soveraign state otherwise. So it seeme to,
me that a great deal of unnecassary discus-
sion of a purely academic nature lias been
indulged in. Not onby are we not a sovareign
state, but we are probably not exarcising the
bargast measure of autonomnous rights that can
ha exercised by a country which is not a
sovereign state. A state may be -composed
of savaral nations. The diffarenee batween
"nation"- and "state" and the true maaning
of thase terms may ha illustrated hy the ex-
ample of Switzerband. In Switzerband there
are thraa different nationalitias, the Frenchi,
the Italian and the German, but there is only
ana sovereign state. In discussing matters
of this nature it is of the utmost importance
that wa shoubd always ha pracise and par-
ticular in the ternis we use; atherwisa the
rasubt mnay ha andlass confusion.
. The situation miglit be put, again, in this
way. De jure aur Constitution is not that
of a sovaraign state, but de facto we are
axarcising some of the autonomous fune-
tions of a savaraign state. However, it seems
ta me thýat there is no use in continuing the
discussion of this matter, and 1 refar to i-t
mareby in the hope that by domng 80 1 May be
able ta correct false impressions whieh have
been ereated throughout the community by
boosanass in the use of termes with separate
and distinct meanings. Otherwise I would not
hava considared it necessary ta engage ini a
long discussion on the eubject.


