| THE B
CANADIAN CLUB
OF TORONTO
ADDRESSES 1913-74
(June 2, 1913.)

Canada’s Best Service for British
' Ideals.

By Mz, Norman ANGRLL¥

AT a special meeting of the Canadian Club, held on the 2nd
June, Mr. Angell said:

You know of course, that we in the Old Country are
-coming to take a very lively interest in Canadian politics, for
a very good reason: you are beginning to dictate ours. 1t
‘has become a matter of quite tremendous importance in Eng-
land what Canada thinks, and if as in favor of any given
measure it can be shown that Canada approves it, then the
opponents of that measure might just as well quit, right there.
(Laughter.) No one in his senses in England will oppose
anything that the colonies approve. I suppose it is because
we realize that the future, if not the present, is in your hands;
“that the potentialities are under your control; that finally the
pivot will shift from the parent to the children,

So we are naturally interested to know what vou are
going to do with us—(laughter)—what sort of empire you
are going to give our children. I -dont suppose we are
wortying very much about the actual constitutional forms, ex-

_ * Mr. Norman Angell was born in England and educaled in France.
He has lived and travelled in many parts of the world, Asa journalist
and author he is widely known, his book, * The Great Illusion,” being
-one of the biggest sensations in recent years in the literary world.
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cept in so far as they express an attitude and a state of mind,

because we have learned that it is not form which matters. -

Venezuela has, I believe, the same constitution as CarIxada, 11:51
as I happen to have spent some time there 1 think 1ca.nAng
that you have a better society he_re than in Venezue actl. i
you have so infinitely better a soclety because your unae i (gi‘
convictions are so different, and it is that which ctmngs.dc enis
I think the most pregnant question for our common_du ufr s
this: Is your influence going to be thrown on the si 1?1 0 ot
extension of those underlying ideas in the world, or is the ¥ Sut
of your influence going to be the extension of what (inﬁ 131 %he
almost call the Venezuelan idea? 1 wot}ld. like, if 1-a b7
time, to develop at some length all that is 1mphedhm \‘?Vle it
ference between the two great civilizations of t ?d fs e
Hemisphere: the English and the Spanish. I_sgop bas %1 sh
you perhaps if I were to say that the Spamsd_ is %{set o
force, and the British on consent :_md understan 1r.1g.d tql bﬁt
happens to be true. I have not time to argue it n ed:al " >
just look at the result; Spanish America split into an o 1 scose
of rival communities, that have at bottom no more rea canizn
for quarrel than Ontario -and Manitoba; each 1;)05;_;9.:131 ngl
quite imposing navies and armies; nearly everyone o " (?ne
having universal military training, conscnptlot}ﬂ-—eac on
afraid of the other (and perhaps rightly so},. each one p no%
up armaments against the other, and, where they are !

T3 :
fighting one another as states, busy cutting one anotht_ar_s .

as political parties. o B
throSattlscj:h-axi the regults of a belief in military force as the

i if
fact in society and government. 1 wonder 1
f':rlé,l (}-22}?2; a'1!1ow different ig the British conception, how ;ilgg
the British impetial development of the last _ﬁftyhyezgs as
got from it. You know there are some _peoplt? who see(:ible
that permanent peace between :che natlpnsfm- I?Pci)m sé
because there must be an interttl}latlﬁilo g%lrm;n ;lt(;fatihatpw?rill
the will of the majority upon the 1 , ¢ that wil
mean war. 1 wonder if it has struck the%f: peop o o
sider that the five nations- of }he British mplre——h would
' e correct to call it fifteen or twenty—nave g
tr)l?) g:)aililcjéri:.r; ?so impose the will of the majotity on the min-

ority, However much the British. Covernment may disagree -

line of action that Canada or Australia may care

an i
gorétke, yyou are perfectly aware, of course, that it would

i iew by force. It is an
attempt to support its own VIEW ce.
ggzggted prigciple of practice between Great Britain ;.;nd her
daughter States that she shall not use force against them.

R
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You may say this is all very well in the domestic field of
British politics or as between British States like Canada and
Great Britain, but it won’t do when you come to foreigners.
Well that depends to what extent the foreigners in question
are roughly guided by the same principle, I imagine that some
of you are apt to deem your neighbors the United States none
too nice at times in their foreign relations, and not of an
especially altruistic or self-sacrificing disposition, {Laughter.)
Yet you are eventually prepared to base your relations with
them upon the same order of principles—upon the assumption
that whatever your relations are to be they are to be settled
by mutual consent, since you have left the long frontier which
marches with theirs for thousands of miles quite undefended.

Now some of us in Europe are trying to see whether this
essentially British principle cannot be pushed a little further.
We believe that the British Empire is destined to teach man-
kind what the relation of civilized gronps must he; that the
principle which governs the relationship of British States
should govern the relationship of all States, that what is pos-
sible with five is possible with ten, and that if one can make
that plain we shall have done a service not merely to man-
kind but above all to our Enipire, and shall have achieved its
final security in the only way it can be achieved. (Applause.)

Well, what role is Canada going to play in that matter?
Is she going to help or hinder a movement of that kind?

‘When I said just this minufe that you would largely determ-
ine the kind of Empire we should have, I was quite serious.
Your influence is bound to increase, you will be taking your
share in the Empire’s foreign policy, your weight will often
decide the balance befween one line and another. Indeed, I
think it may be doing that already.

In order to make plain what I am driving at, T want to
give you an idea of the sort of conflict which is confronting
us in Europe. The picture is this: Iere are two men, both
very angry, both talking at once, neither knowing what it is
all about, and both flourishing revolvers. What are they to
do. We say—1 speak of those concerned in the particular
propaganda in which I am concerned—they should find out
what it is all about. We don’t believe there is any real cause
of disagreement at all, and that if they do fight—which pos-
sibly they may-—it will be from sheer misunderstanding, and
the only way to clear up a misunderstanding is to understand
it. But the other people say: Don’t worry about under-
standing it—give both another revolver! (Laughter.) Fight-
ing is inevitable anyhow; men are natural enemies and these
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two have an insoluble cause of quarrel! Now I want you to
note this: supposing for the sake of argument that this 1.;,
a misunderstanding, that these men have no real cause ©
guarrel at all—nevertheless, they will fight if they refuse to
examine the matter. 1f each says “Oh, hang all argf’gmetr:t,
just_see that you are stronger than the other fellow,” w yi
there will be a scrap, not necessarily because there is any rea
case of quarrel, but because each thinks there is, _‘and becauie
each refuses to see whether there is or mnot. Lo refuse ?
examine the grounds of a quarrel is to make the qt}arrf
inevitable, unless the other party is a poltroon who can mmpgg
be frightened, and Ihdon’t think that any sensible man assume
he case here. . ) ]

thatl\}:gvxlr) eCtanada’s action so far in this quarrel—in helpmgl' tg
provide pistols and in doing so far nothing else——has t]iin
the effect of supporting those who deprecate the f;xamlfna on
of the causes of quarrel, and who favor the policy of pu
for?iﬂase don’t misunderstand me. 1 am sure that thatbwas
ot the intention of your policy, but it may possibly h:»wet flfin'
part of its result. To furnish aid to the B1jlt1sh NaﬁyIal,{ ws
junctire, is in any case a splendid act, and may, {)mi.a ) ngelf,
be a wise and necessary one. Personally, I believe 1fn At
defence. Those ships may be needed; Germany ﬁn]z;y,b oruse
1 know, one day attack us. But if she does, it will be eca}
like others of s, she is laboring under a II}QTIS_’CI‘OLI% erro »

By joining the party of force I mean joining those }:leer-
believe that these international conflicts are not r.nlsunhi -
standings to be cleared %xp, but real collisions of interest whic

Iy he settled by force. . .

Canl\cT)g\g certain indiZations seem to point. to the fact th?ﬁ
Canadian opinion, as a whole, inclines to that view, z;ndf thl
re-enforce that part which supports 1t in the Counse <:1_,£ )i) 1e
Empire, Of eourse, if it is a sound view and war is me(;ri able
in any case, it will not matter, but if it is not a soun fwrﬁ:w
and war is, in the fine phrase of Mr. Bonar Law-—one ot ?:
finest phrases ever pronounced by a B::xtlsh ﬁtatesmzind ni
inevitable, only the failure of human wisdom -——(alzlp_‘ z;lus%%
Canada’s action will in that case have helped to lea ‘the ham-
pire into a disastrous policy which greater wisdom might have
avofag;itting for a moment that Mr. Bonar Law 1s ghghté
and that war is the failure of human wisdom, it is evi mr
that our policy should be of a two-fold nature; to reltam otu‘
relative armament and insist that we also do our share to
wards a better understanding. (Applause.)
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You may say that that is very vague. Well, this thing
that we call public opinion is vague. Yet a thousand years
of warfare—the warfare between rival religions—was brought
to an end by just this vague thing—by the fact that the people
who counted got rid of a few mistaken ideas. It is one
instance the more of the ultimate fact which distinguishes
Canada from Venezuela—the force of a few prevailing ideas.

What are some of the ideas which need clarification, if
we are to come out of this squabble without catastrophe?

I will try and indicate a few. :

A great fat book has just appeared in England to prove
that Germany is bound to fight the British Empire, because
Germans must get food for their ever-increasing millions.
This coming conflict, is, we are told, in the last resort the
struggle for bread—Germany will fight because Germans need
the wheat of Canada,

Well, now I put it to you—cannot Germans have the wheat
of Canada—bhy paying for it? And could they get your wheat
without paying for it, even if they did change places with
Great Britain as “owners” of Canada? We, the British, are
supposed to ‘‘own” Canada, in the meaningless phrases that
still obscure the discussion of international politics, Toes
that mean that we can get 4 single sack of Canadian wheat
without paying for it? Don't you see that the fact of con-
quest is not going to change the bread problem for Germany
cne way or the other.

But, you may object, although the economic position
would remain the same, Germany would like to turn Canada
into a German colony, a place where German law, German
speech and German Government prevail, _

Have you evér thought what the permanent conguest of
a virile modern civilized community really means? I imagine
that you deem a Canadian as good as a Boer. Well, in order
to reduce a population of about 100,000 adults, inhabiting a
territory which could not support them the year around, it
took 400,000 of the finest soldiers in the world three years and
cost two billioti of dollars. Just work it out by rule of three,
and see how much money and how many men it would take

. to conquer a population just as virile and twenty times as

numerous inhabiting a still larger territory, perfectly able to
support them the year around. (Laughter.) And will you
also note this: that even where conquest has taken place, it
has generally been impossible or inadvisable to stamp out the
language or laws of a civilized community,—that was the case
of Erench Canada when French Canada meant a few thousand
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 farmers. Iow impossible, how unthinkable, therefore, would

it be to stamp out the language, law, literature of a great self-
goveining community, possessing.a great press, habits of self-
government, a cheap literature, and so on! What is the truth
in this matter? If we could imagine a physical impossibility
—the German conquest of Canada—Germans would get pretty
much the same Canada that is open to them now. And for
this reason, Germans—the nation which certain of our more
timid friends are so fond of representing as quite wickedly
shrewd and self-seeking—will not attempt anything so foolish.
God has miade Canada one of those nations which cannot be
conquered and cannot Dbe destroyed, except by hfi'self.
{ Applause.) e " ""

What are some of the other ideas that need a little examin-
ation? One is the idea that most of the Empire’s wealth can
be obtained at the cost of a single naval victory. If that is
true, the fact is a standing temptation to foreign nations. And
our statesmen are busy proclaiming it to the nations.

A British Minister once declared that “the whole fortune
of our race, treasure accumulated during so many. centuries,
would be swept utterly away if our naval supremacy were
impaired,” And a Canadian one, that even without war the
mere possession of stronger power by a rival nation would
take from us “the sole guarantee of the Fmpire’s continual
existence.” A great British general has declared that we carry
on our trade merely on sufferance until another nation has
greater power unless we had preponderant power; and Mr.
I'rederick Harrison says a naval defeat would mean bank-
riptey, starvation, chaos. These phrases were terrifying and
portentous, but quite without meaning—fortunately for those
among others who have money invested in that Empire and

desire to attract more thereto, If Germany, as the result of

a naval victory reduced Britain to bankruptcy she would her-
self be bankrupt: if half of our population starved, masses
"of hers would starve also. If Germany prevented Canadians
sending us in England their wheat they could not buy German
goods, and could not be a German market, If Germany pre-
vented us selling our goods we could not buy the Canadian
wheat, which would come to the same thing. 1f Germany
wanted to profit by her victory she would have to allow us to
carry on our business as heretofore—and she need not con-
quer us in order to do that. If a nation could not carry on
its overseas trade unless it had preponderant naval fotce, how
comes it that Gerinany has for twenty years been gaining on
us in overseas market, although all that time she had been
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inferior in power to us? How could we have used our power
to prevent that competition? Trade depends on having things

" to sell and knowing how to sell them, not in having more

force than someone else.. Though we destroyed every ship
Germany possessed sixty-five million people would go on
working and competing with us in the markets of the world!
Where these high-sounding phrases of the statesmen are not
meaningless they are monstrous absurdities, old notions and
old political “axioms” which we have inherited from conditions
long since passed away. It is in the false principles laid down
by British statesmen that German aggressive policy found its
justification. So long as English public opinion condones
these ideas we cannot reasonably look for sounder opinion
upon the continent ; and as long as such represents the founda-
tion of political ideas in Europe it is impossible to arrive at
a better policy. o _

Well! again you may say “where does Canada come in,
what can she do to help in the better understanding of these
things ¥’ : :

Now the truth is this, that while you have done your part
towards giving everybody another revolver, have you done ~
your part towards helping to finding out “what it is all
about” You are a nation, you have come to man's estate
among the peoples of the world. You take your share jn the
Empire's policy by adding to its military force, are you also
fulfilling your share of this other part of the work, contribu-
ting to a hetter understanding of these problems, using your
influence to see that the Empire’s attitude shall be one that
makes understanding possible, that it shall be not only strong
but right? i

I will try to make clear what I mean by taking one instance
among many,

There is a. movement in Fngland at the present moment
among the more informed commercial classes, and among the
best legal authorities towards the abolition of the right of
capture at sea—towards putting private property by.interna-
tional agreement in time of war at sea on the same plane that
it has been placed on land., (Applause.) Now Canada has
a very special interest in that—it would in large part secure
from interruption in time of war those cargoes of food stuffs
destined for England which it is to your interest to sell and
England’s to buy. Your neighbor, the United States and most
of the great nations, are in favor of this world refofm, but

"England has mistakenly, as so many of her people are now

coming to think, so far, for special reasons—obsolete reasons
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“so many think—opposed it. Now, when the offer of naval
help was made to Great Britain, did Canada even express any
desire as to the attitude the Empire should take on this matter?
You may say that she properly could not do so, that it would
have been an fmpertinence. But as a matter of fact, your right
to express just such opinion is specifically recognized in the
very first resolution of the last Imperial Conference. By the
very fact of this offer of help, you are taking part in her mili-
tary policy, consequently you are giving support to her general
policy. Are you not concerned with what it is? Shall you
strengthen her progressive party—those who are trying to
create a civilized law among the nations, or are you going
to support the party which is indifferent to that and which
Bases everything upon sheer force? And let me say again,
that you can furnish help to the Empire in the shape of ships
or money, and still be in favor of the party of law as against
the party of force..

I have mentioned the immunity of private property at sea,
but that is only one of the many reforms that progressive
people at home are hammering at. There are all sorts of
plans of international co-operation, conventions to make loans
by neutral states illegal, to frame working arrangements with
reference to rendering judgments of the courts of one nation
operative in others—plans which are very hard to carty
through because European Governments, dominated by old
Aiplomatic conceptions, refuse to concern themselves with
“sese things, But the younger and more vigorous nations are
free from these preconceptions, Why not use your influence
to see that some of the more modern methods in international
relations be given at least a trial? If Canada can make a present

* of thirty-five millions for battleships, could not a fraction, say

two per cent. of that sum, have been set aside for aiding

the work of international co-operation, for helping these inter-
national cenventions designed to build up a body of real
international law, to subsidize such work of world organiza-
tion as the Interpational Agricultural Bureau? The moral
effect of setting aside even a fractional sum for such purposes,
or still more of expressing a favorable view of such efforts
as those to secure immunity of cargoes from capture would

_ be enormous—it would probably suffice to turn the balance

it the case of the British Government. .

. And more important perhaps even than this, is the ques-
tion of what your educational institutions are doing to contri-
bute to the understanding of these things. Does there exist
in Canada a University Chair of International Relations
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established for the purpose of enabling the whole problem of
the conflict of nations to be studied systematically, scientifi-
cally? These things are difficult questions—difficult, however,
mainly because they are overlaid with all sorts of false theories
which the past has bequeathed to us—and we shall not go
straight on them unless we take a little trouble. - T'he newer
nations have, of course, the greater chance of going straight
on thém, because they are less hypnotized by the past. But are
those newer nations taking the trouble? ’ ..
In any case our future is-in your hands. More and more
are we looking to you. I repeat the question with which I
started, “What are you Canadians going to do with us?”

- (Long applause.)
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