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empire affairs wiIl progressively increase. It
is net beyond possibility that in the near
future we shail find ourselves with a popula-
tion and an industrial outpul approximately
fifty per cent of that of the United Kingdom.
With that population together with our great
agricultural resources we can no longer escape
our destiny as an international force.

The day of littie Canadianismn is over for
ail time. 'Let us review what the isolationism
of the past bas meant to Canada. In the
empire canference held priar ta the war
criticism, was levelled at us hecause we would
have no commitments whatsaever with regard
ta a unified imperial policy. Unfortunately,
apparently, that still is the policy of the
Prime Minister. H1e bas said that we will
not commit ourselves ta a forward palicy
for joint defence, tliat he will nat cammit us
ta a joint agreement with the empire on
security. He still adheres ta the palicy he
annaunced on January 26, 1937, when he
said:

I ought ta inake it quite clear that we -will
flot necessarily becamne involved in any war
inta which other parts of the British empire
may enter simply because we are a part of the
British empire.

H1e stated that his goverfiment adhered ta
the moderate central point of view, neither
imperialist nor isalationist, and that tihey
would take accaunt of the interests of ail
those with wbam they migbt be associated,
but that the interests would prirnarily be
based on the interests of Canada in every
situation as it presented itself.

That, fram what was said this marning, is
still the fundamental position to-day. In
other words, we are stili fooling ourselves that
in a world of extreme practical reality, and
because we have the ýst.atute of Westminster.
which satisfles our own national pride, we
believe that a predatory nation will take
cognizance of this statute and because of it
will flot consider us as a belligerent.

I believe this is living in a faols' paradise.
History again and again bas shown that this
is sa. It arnounts ta this: we will make no
carnmit.ments; we wiIl flot have a foreign
policy with regard to the empire, we will par-
ticipate in no permanent imperial council,
we will have nothing to say until war actually
breaks out, and then we will say it an the
battlefiedd. It is an this point that I disagree
with thbe Prime. Minister's policy. It is
unre al; it is impractical; it may be of poli-
tical advantage, but it will certainly lead ta
another war whicb we as Canadians will have
had na power ta prevent. Because of aur
unique positian-

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I interrupt
my ban. friend just a marnent? I bape be
will not feel that because I arn not interrup1t-
ing bim I arn agreeing that bis representation
of my position is wbhat my position is. I
want ta make it quite clear that I stand by
anything I myself bave said, but I da not
accept my han. friend's interpretation of my
wards as at ail representing my position.

Mr. ADAMSON: This, Mr. Chairmnan, was
my interpretatian. I listened very carefully
this marning, and I bave taken a lot of trouble
ta read what the Prime Minister bas said
regarding external and, foreign palicy.

The point I want to bring out, and 1 shaîl
try ta do so as I continue, is that the policy
which he has in the past, followed has nat
prevented us from being dragged inta two'
major world wars. I arn suggesting that the
palicy which be stili follows will not prevent
a third major world war if it should tinfor-
tunately develop. 1 arn trying ta present my
argument along those lines, and I believe
that the Prime Minister, if he will follaw me,
will see what I arn trymng ta develop.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Well, as long
as it is understaod between us that the palicy
is as I have stated it in my own werds and
nat as rny han. f riend interprets it, he is
free to say anything he likes, and further, if
it is understood that I arn listening ta him
and my anly reason for flot interrupting is
not that I agree, but simply that I do flot
wisb ta interrupt my hon. friend.

Mr. ADAMSON: I thank the Prime Minis-
ter for flot wishing ta interrupt me and I arn
glad ta have him listen ta what 1 have ta
say. To continue, I repeat that the Prime
Minister's palicy amounts ta this: we will
have no comrnitments; we will have no joint
foreign policy with the empire, we will par-
ticipate in no permanent imperial cauncil,
and we will -have nothing ta say until war
actually breaks out; then we will say it on
the battlefield. That bas happened. It is
at this point that I disagree with the Prime
Minister's policy, or rather lack of policy.
It is unreal and impractical. It may he of
palitical advantage, but it wilI certainly lead
ta another war, which we as Canadians wilI
have had no apportunity ta prevent, Because
of aur unique positian, we must insîst that
aur point of view be considered by the United
Kingdam gaverninent, and furthermore tbis
must be a continuous opeïration. The imper-
sonal cipher telegram and the long distance
telephane are no substitute for continuous
consultation. While the fonction af the bigh
commissioner is useful, it must be remernbered


