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this implies. With the United States on the 
south, with the great Soviet republic on our 
west, and with Great Britain on our east, Can
ada is strategically placed. In such a midway 
position no one can speak for Canada but Can
ada herself, and no one can act for Canada 
except with Canada’s consent. I think this is 
thoroughly realized, though so far unexpressed, 
by the Prime Minister who will lead this 
delegation. I should like to read you a word 
from his speech :

It is the view of the government that the 
constitutional position within the organization 
of important secondary countries should be 
clarified-—

That is, our position should be clarified, 
—and that the delegation from Canada should 
exert the utmost effort to secure due recognition 
of their relative standing among the nations 
of the world.

No doubt the Prime Minister had Canada 
in mind when he spoke these words. I hope 
that the members of this delegation will go to 
San Francisco bearing vividly in their minds 
the fact that they are there to further the cause 
of peace and security, to protect the interests 
and the future of the dominion which they 
represent, and -to promote the future of 
mankind.

The Prime Minister, in the remarkable and 
capable speech with which he opened this 
debate, has said that our contribution to the 
fashioning of victory is far beyond what we 
could have expected six years ago, and that 
our contribution to the maintenance of peace 
and security may be even greater. That is 
true. The Prime Minister also said, as reported 
on page 30 of Hansard,'.

It is important that our representatives should 
speak with a clear, strong and united voice.

With that statement I heartily agree. I 
wish that I could imbue every member of this 
delegation with the militant and aggressive 
Canadianism which I myself possess. I would 
add to that excellent statement : speak not only 
with a strong voice but with a bold and 
confident voice, fully realizing and maintaining 
the dignity and importance of the brave 
country which it is their privilege to represent. 
The ancient leader Joshua, speaking in Israel, 
used these words, “Be thou strong and very 
courageous”, and I repeat his words to the 
members of this momentous delegation, “Be 
thou strong and very courageous”, and let them 
bear in mind throughout their most important 
deliberations that any human institution which 
they may set up for the exercise of military 
and economic power which they hope will 
endure must be based upon a foundation of 
democracy, of equality, and of respect for 
every member represented. If the security

At all events, we are not fighting among our
selves as are the people of China—due, I grant 
you, to the statesmanship of the Prime Mini
ster that we are not fighting among ourselves !

It may be answered that it is not present 
power that counts but rather potential power. 
If that be so, Mr. Speaker, who, I ask you, 
will look into the future and will limit the 
potential power of this great Dominion of 
Canada?

Perhaps the real answer to this question why 
Canada is not placed in the upper class lies in 
the fact that Canada is a part of the British 
empire, and it has been assumed by those who 
know less of our constitution than do we that 
Great Britain speaks for the rest of the self- 
governing dominions, including this country of 
Canada. If Great Britain is to speak for Can
ada, let me point out that it involves both 
advantages and dangers. If the British delega
tion speaks on behalf of Canada, the question 
at once arises as to how the British delegation 
is to be selected. Does Canada have a voice 
in the selection and instruction of that delega
tion? If not, is Canada to revert in foreign- 
affairs to the colonial status from which we 
have so slowly and painfully emerged during 
the century that has passed? And what, Mr. 
Speaker, becomes of the imperial conference 
resolution of 1926 in which it was declared 
that Great Britain and -the self-governing 
dominions are equal in status, and not inferior 
one to the other in any aspect of their 
domestic or foreign affairs?

The old-time view of Canada’s position 
within the empire as expressed- by Kipling has 
long passed—“Daughter am I in my mother’s 
house, but mistress in my own.” That was a 
broadminded statement when Kipling penned 
those famous words, because it conceded to 
Canada autonomy in local affairs, but im
pliedly it asserted, as the facts then were, that 
Canada did not have control of her foreign 
affairs. Kipling would not write those words 
to-day did he know the changes that have 
taken place. Canada now is daughter in no 
man’s house though still mistress in her own. 
She is the equal of any member of the British 
commonwealth and occupies no different rela
tion to any other member from that which 
that member occupies to her.

It is important, in my view that these 
fundamentals of Canada’s status be borne in 
mind by the delegates who attend the San 
Francisco conference. Let it not be forgotten 
by those delegates that Canada is a north 
American nation and -that she has interests 
and problems which are essentially different 
from those of the nations of Europe and Asia. 
She is a north American nation and all that


