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garded as the sole prerogative of Great Britaju.
W'ars are hatelied b% foreign policy.

And so on.
I speak unis for myself, of course-I arn sure you

m ill quite uuderstaud our desire to know the reasous
for s iii p,îlicy in Mesopotarnia lu Palestine, in
Russia, in Egypt, and your policy iu Greece and
Turkes. If I have singled these things out it is flot
because thev cuver the wbule field of foreigu policy,
but hi cause these matters are perlbaps the most
ob vion.

In spite of ail the information Mr. Lloyd
George had sent f0 the varjous prime min-
isters. here was a prime minister whio says
that hie wvas very anxious f0, know what had
been and what was to bc the policy with re-
gard to Meesopotamia, Palestine, Russia,
Greere and Turkey, and these hie had selected
merciy as samples. Then hie proceeds:

I corne tu one now.

Speaking of some objections he wanted to
ralse.

You youi self said yesterdaY, Sir, that direct comn-
miunication lîetween the Prime Minister of Great
Britain andI his colleagues overscas hiadt worked well.
Su it bais; thot is ta say, the principle hais worked
well; but I think I oughit ta tell yuu, Sir, that it
is rarelv that une dues flot read in the newspapers,
sornetirnes a day, sornetîrnes more than a day before
receiv;ng yuur telegrans, a very good irnitation of their
substance. This arises tbrough the great delay iu the
transmnission uf rnessages.

May I recall to the meniory nf the com-
mittee the answer given by the Prime Minister
of Canada to a question put by my colleague
(Mr Woodsworth), I think it was in Febrxary,
1923, as to the Lausanne treaty? The reply
which the Prime Minister gave was that he
had no information but that whieh hie received
from the daily press. So, that, I think. cani
dispose very well of the contention tbat by
consultation fhrough cables Canada eani be
kept in totîch with ail matters that require
displomatie action in the world of interna-
tional polities.

But let mne add to the opinions of the prime
ministers qutîod, the opinions of others. Mr.
Lloyd George. in his speech uf August 18,
1921, which is quoted in the London Times of
the daY fo]lowing, says:

Cornmun ira tions liv cable are flot a mieaus bv sshich
yo ati eau <se ceaI cosultation, because you m avse
a particular point of view asdl inaY alter it after
hearsag sîlat is to be said on the other aide.

Then Lord Mi]ner expressing bis view on
tbis matter, also published in the London
Times of Ju]y 21, 1921, says:

But experience bas siion that the consultation
which is uccessary lu order to keep the differeut in-
terests uf the Ernpire iu îîue. cannot be properlv
effucted liv telegranis and dispatches, betweeu haîf a
duzea iffereut governuseats.

That is the position. Tbe testimony of the
Right Hon. Dav id Lloyd George, Lord Milner,

IMr. Irvine.1

together with the confession of our Prime
Minister at the conference of 1921, substan-
tiated by the opinion of the Canadian press
and by our commo>n sense, ought, to be suffici.-
ont to prove that consultation by cable in
matters of international policy is folly. I
have ýmentioned the Canadian press. Let me
give the committee one quotation fromn tbe
Canadian press on this point. This is froma the
Ottawa Journal:

The deriiou of the British Foreign Office, a branch
uf the British guvernrnent. wbirb is respousîble to the
eleetorate alune, miust lie final. Let us suppose, for
example, that a diffieulty suddenls% arises between the
British guvernieut sud France. It la an eîuergency.
deisaniîg rapid decision. Ducs anv saue person
supose tlîat the Forigln Office. cornpelled tu art lu
haste, wîll ait idly svith bauds fulîled until it bas the
adsice uf aIl tbe domiinions, thousaurîs of tuiles away,
anîl wjthout tIse information uccessary tu focîn au
intelligent jiidgmeui? The proposition, of course, is
prepusteroiss. sIn sucli a case, ansI lu aIl sîrnilar cases,
55e ahnuld liasve nu soice, even tbougli tbe decision
taken sus ulved the Emspire iu tsar.

Hon. members will sec very, clearly that
matters that are more prolonged, interna-
tional matters that involve long trains of
events, diplomatie intercourse and publie opin-
ion and sentiment, are even more impossible
to be dealt wif b by means of cables than
matters that require sudden decision.

Let me ttsrn now to consultation in Imperial
conferences to show that consultation is
equally imîracticable there. The course which
seems ,advisable to-day on the part of any
nation or of any conference might prove
disastrous to-morrow anti have to be aban-
doned. Eternal vigilance is required on the
part of <any nation whieh would keep on the
top) of the shifting sand heap of Europeax
diplomaoY. Ouîr imperial conference îvhen
inaugurated xvas supposed to, meet once in
fotnr ye.trî. Now it meets when it likes. 1
dIo not think an 'vtime is d efinitely fixed wben
it shaîl nteet. But even supposing it met
annually, does any one think that the matters;
which it might seutle ut tIse confusetîce cao bu
settlecl finally, especially in view of the Swift
chttnging panorama of everts which may force
any intelligent man tît the Foreign Office to
t1ake a very different action froin xhat waa

;tet upon by the Imjîerial conference. This
<s not ain adeqitate method; and if is not
onl ' in.tdec1uae but dangerotîs, for wxhile it
wIIl be riresumed that otîr ministers have con-
sidered and sanctioned the policies adopted by
the Imperial governnîent, in reality thev will
Ver~Y lik-iy be entireir ignorant of the decisions
which may have been arrived at. Let us take
an example: What of the eventa in the Nejîs
East whicb very nearly broîîght about acother
war antI wýhieb we have heard so mîîeh about


