
major issues at the Ottawa Conference between Hr. Bennett and the
representatives of Great Britain, was Great Britain's trade with 
Russia,

-Iith this background, let us turn finally to the Canadian atti
tude toward the Far East; and may I surest that we consider it in 
the 113ht of the four major factors I mentioned above, 
natural desire to do nothin- about it; the attitude an 
Ofreat Britain; the attitude and action of the United 3 
finally our commitments under the collective system.

On the - 'hole, I think I can safely say that the first 
nas counted most with the Canadian government, and as this happens to 
oe the policy of the British Foreign office 
a two-fold excuse for saying little and doin- less,
PnrfP!!r,!oCt0^L°fT19!- 11 r‘ 3ennett in his wire to the Fourth Biennia 
Con erence of the Institute of Pacific Relations then meet in- at
onan-hai, saia as follows: "I trust your deliberations mav result in

It TS%°f Pe^°e aUd °f mutual understanding among the 
Aeve1nnTrf ^acillG* Canada's interests in tlie Pacific are rcuidl
deveiopmg and her earnest desire is to maintain most cordial relatif
Should be panada firmly believes that international disputes
k ïlît iî w1 peaceable means, and she has evidenced this fait
eltColliÎÎ t°Ï in f £"PPOrt of the League of Nations, the Ferman
te ? International Justice, the Kello—Briand Peace Pact and

f0r Peaceable inter-

ansT/P^!^, Canadif House of Commons on November 21st, last, in
C ove rnnpnt ^ JpeStl0?: ilat* if arw , is the policy of Eis Majesty »to!TU Canada in regard to the situation in the Far East and
conee?tyî n !?° X, ^ replied: "Perhaps I can best serve what I
deri r°ble f °! + 16 1 ° ^nteresI; by indicating that it is not thorw
natter t ° • t11!-*-’ ^ in.-.° a . d * s c n s s i on at this time with respect to a 
- t ,, . 111 * ^ n° * only cannot serve the public interest
t , ' , 6oan icipa 111 ’ acI i°n that might be taken and is therefore
tl p f E, * ur x’e lations . to this matter arise primarily from

. . ,, ,a ve are a ‘ae moe r of the League of Nations, and we must
, a *e P0 r antI determine what action shall be taken to give 

h -, 1 °J.ierv/1 °e . 0 0 recommendations therein contained—but ti c
a nattp/thw that a natte r that is sub judice, that is to sr

T r ia oeiag considered by a body charged with authority a e 
, a e^-gue 0^ Nations - the Assembly - with quasi - judicial powers,

U no 06 *ae subject of expressions of opinion publicly-----",

of these

our government has had
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The British policy of Sir John Simon and the government he repre 
sen „ seems to oe that of a benevolent onlooker, whose chief concern 
is *0 do nothing himself and 
doing anything.
Peace and Trade",

refuse to co-operate with anyone else in 
This policy he summed up in the words : "(British) 

an<I gave in more detail in his announcement of 
^unuurjr 9th, 1932, that the British Government had decided not to 

o of the example of the United States Government in addressing 
o China and Japan regarding i.anchuria; and in the 

e Foreign Office that: "His Majesty's Government s and by the poli 
o the open door for international trade in Manchuria,..since the 
recent events the Japanese representatives at the Council of the Lear 
at Geneva stated on October 13th that Japan was the champion in Ean- 
ohuria for the principle of equal opportunity and the open door for t
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