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(September 2, 1933)

The Bfitish Commonwealth and
the League of Nations'

By Lorp Roserr CrcrL.

PreswENT Baxter, or TuE Emrire Crus:— We
welcome today the members of the Canadian Club to this
luncheon. We are honored today, deeply honored, with
the presence of three great products of England. England
has a happy faculty of breeding great men and great
women. We have the unexpected honor today of having
with us Captain and Mrs. James Mollison. On behalf of
Capt. and Mrs. Mollison I express regrets to other organ-
izations and individuals who have extended invitations to
them during their brief stay in Toronto.. Their visit with
us today is due to the presence of Viscount Cecil.

Our guest speaker is Viscount Cecil. Lord Cecil is
in Canada as head of the United Kingdom group in the
British Commonwealth Relations Conference which today
comcludes its session at Hart House, a conference held
to promote closer cooperation and better understanding
amongst the nations of the Empire. The subject of His
Lordship today is the British Commonwealth and the
League of Nations. It is a subject of momentous interest
to the entire world, and of particalar import to this audi-
ence and the larger audience hooked up by radio from
Halifax to Vaucouver.

We welcome you, Lord Cecil. Your career is well
known to us all. The part you have played in world
affairs has portrayed a man of high faith and courageous
heart. In the traditions of Britain the legends of Arthur

and the Knights of the Round Table in their quest of the

Grail are glorious. Today there is a grail which beckons
*A joint meeting with the Empire Club.
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not to one nation but to the entire civilized world. T refer
to world peace, the cause in which you, sir, have so greatly
distinguished yourself. The League of Nations is today
a potent moral force in world affairs due in large measure
to your patience and crusading fervor. You have labored
long and earnestly in quest of the grail. Your zeal has not
weakened. Your faith has not fallen. Your advocacy
and championship of peace have brought you world-wide
distinction, On behalf of the Canadian and Fmpire Clubs
I welcame you as a friend of humanity.

Lorp Crcin:—Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I
should like to preface my observations by expressing my
thanks to Captain and Mrs. Mollison for their presence
here this afternoon. Tt shows, T am convinced, their inter-
est in the great cause of peace, and of such advocates of
peace it cannot be said that their advocacy is due to any
want of personal courage. ]

I have undertaken to speak to you about the Common-
wealth and the League. They are, in their present form,
recent developments. No doubt in one sense the Com-
monwealth has existed for many years but in its present
form, which I will describe in a moment, it is quite
modern, And the League of Nations, although it also
has a very long history behind it, yet, in the realizatiin of
the aspirations of many generations of thinkers and well-
wishers, that realization has only -taken place in the last
fifteen years. The Commonwealth and the League have
many differences, but they are great institutions whose
existence is dependent upon the fact that they are both
striving for the betterment and improvement of mankind.
I will not admit that in this respect the objects and pur-
poses of the Commonwealth are one whit inferior to the
objects and purposes of the League of Nations,

We speak of these institutions. They can be called
institutions. What exactly do we mean by it? The
Commonwealth is in its present form a group of nations,
independent, autonomous nations, bound together by a
common’ allegiance to the Crown, by common traditions
and still more, as T think, by common aspirations. The
Commonwealth stands, as I see it, for the great cause of




44 THE CANADIAN CLUB [Sept. 2

ordered progress throughout the world and particularly
throughout the Commonwealth, and is based on the great
principles of liberty and justice. The nations of the Com-
monwealth form part of the League of Nations on exactly
the same footing, with exactly the same rights, as all the
other nations which are members of that institution. You
will all remember that when peace was made at Paris,
after some little discussion, it was agreed by all those who
became members of the League of Nations that the self-
governing Dominions and India should be admitted as
members of the League of Nations with full rights and
privileges in that respect, They have their full rights and
privileges and conversely, of course, they are bound by alt
the traditions of the Covenant of the Teague of Nations,
of which they form a part. They are bound in honor by
their signhature to the Covenant to carry out its purposes,
and to fight—I don’t mean physically but morally and
spititually—for peace, international co-operation and pro-
gress. And as for the League, that too is a free asso-

ciation of independent and civilized nations, all brought .

together from all quarters of the world, including every
type of humanity, every race, every religion, every culture.
There are some Afty-five of them now, practically all the
important nations of the world, with one or two excep-
tions, and they are brought together to carry out great
objectives for the advancement of mankind,

1 am not going to make many quotations but T should
like just to read to vou once-again the preamble of the
Covenant which set forth the purpose for which the
Leagne exists. Tt exists “to Promote international
co-operation, to achieve international peace and security by
acceptance of obligations not to resort to war, by the pre-
scription of open, just and honorable relations between
nations, by the firm establishment of understanding of
international law as the actual rule of conduct between
governments, by the maintenance of justice, and of scrupu-
lous respeci for all treaty obligations in the dealings of
organized peoples with one another.” That is the great
purpose for which the League exists. I venture to say to
you and to any, with great confidence, that those great
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purposes are absolutely identical with the tradition and
aspirations of the Commonwealth and the Dominions
which make part of the Commonwealth in gl external
affairs.

I am not going to weary you, this afterncon with a -
discussion, which is probably well known to all of you,
of the machinery of the League or even of its achieve.
ments, great and striking and outstanding as those achieve-
ments have been. But T am going to discuss two or three
aspects of it in relation to the Commonwealih. I find in
my own couniry and echoed to some extent in Canada
a curious illusion that there is some kind of opposition
between the League and the Commonwealth, 1 hear dis-
tinguished persons and some who are not so distinguished
say that they prefer the Commonwealth to the League and
others, who as I think are equally foolish, say they prefer
the League to the Commonwealth, There is mo opposition
of that kind, T can assure you, between the two institutions.
You might almost as well say you prefer lunch to dinner
or dinner to lunch, Tt ig pure nonsense. There is no such
opposition. The League, in my view, is a great guarantee
for the existence of the Commonwealth, for the Common-
wealth, T will not say depends on peace, but can only
flourish and progress in time of ‘peace and the League
stands for peace. And the Commonwealil; is a great bui-
tress of the League of Nations, one of those elements on
which humanity has a right to rely, and believe me, really
is one of the great forces which are upholding the League
in its great struggle for peace and progress. There can be
1o opposition between them. They are working for the
same causes. The Commonwealth is part of the League. -
The League is the guarantee of the Commonwealth and
the only conceivable opposition, the only possible oppo-
sition would be if the Commonwealth were in a fit of
msanity to try and CaITy on some aggressive war in breach
of its obligations under the Covenant. I am sure every
single soul in this room agrees that would be absolutely
madness. '

I know that there is a kind of conception—you find it
in foreign countries quite often, and I find curious traces
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of it even in Canada— that the United Kingdom, that
country simply penetrated with the idea and the love of
peace, is capable of plotting for the most sordid and com-
mercial reasons some great attack on its meighbors, .of
carrying on what in the cant phrase are called 1m_per1a1-—
istic wars. You will see it carried to its exireme in cer-
tain areas in Germany, where many before the war were
fond of describing Britain as the robber state which was

flourishing on the ill-gotten gains of a disreputable military

policy and a still more disceputable diplomacy. While, if
there were ever amy truth in that statement (and in my
judgment, there never was) it certainly cannot, by any
stretch of imagination, be regarded as true of the British
Commonwealth or the United Kingdom at the present day.
For them to indulge in wars of aggression would be the
height of folly as well as of wickedness. It would be
worse than a crime. It would be a blunder. 'Wg certainly
have no intention or desire of attacking our neighbors or
interfering with the existing order of things. I that .bﬂ
so, and I.believe everybody in this room will agree with
me that it is so, what is it the people mean who suggest
that there is this opposition between the Commqnwealth
and the League? T think it is rather different in most
men’s minds to what 1 have been trying to describe. I
think they conceive the League as a kind of rival to the
Commonwealth, as taking the place in men’s minds of the
Commonwealth, as setting up a new object of loyalty or
affection or whatever it may be, and they fear that those
who adhere to the League will be neglectful of the safety
and interests of the Commonwealth. I believe that to be a
profound mistake. People say, “How can you expect the
people of the United Kingdem to go on supporting arma-
ments for her defence and protection so long as she is a
member of the League. There will be a tendency, they_say,
for her to put aside all such armaments and rely entirely
on the protection of the League. Well, ladies and genile-
men, some day that may be so. Some day we may see the
League in such a position of estal?lished safety and estab-
lished authority that not only British armament but arma-
ments throughout the world will become unnecessary. We
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would all rejoice if it were so. But for myself T must
say quite frankly that T do not think it is practical at
the present moment for any country that has to carry on
relations with foreign countries to abandon armaments
altogether. I think, that as long as other nations  have
armaments, as long as they are armed, and as long as in
some cases we only too regretfully notice statesmen and
people indulging in nationalistic speeches and actions, |
think it is impossible to rule out as a conceivahble event an
attack by some nation on the British Empire or the British

Commonwealth on some occasion. But that does not alter

the fact in my judgment that, though it is impossible for us
here and now-—I am speaking of the United Kingdom and
the British Commonwealth—to abandon all armarments and
to trust to the good feeling of other countries, I am quite
convinced that it is our duty to do our utmost to induce
other nations to agree to a reduction and limitation of
armaments by inirenational agreement. I say that that
is desirable, I believe you may go further and say it is
absolutely essential. Tt is essential for the continued exist-
ence and prosperity of the Commonwealth and essential
for the continued existence of the civilized world.

We do need a reduction of armaments. As I have said
I do not think we can safely do it by ourselves but we do
need it profoundly. We need it in the first place for the
not inconsiderable motive at the present time in order to
save money, to save expenditure on an object which is
altogether economically unremunerative. We, in England,
spend something like one hundred and ten million pounds
a year, that is about $550,000,000 a year on armarnents.
Other nations spend more. The world at large spends
annually not less than one thousand tillion pounds —
$5,000,000,000 on arrmaments. Conceive that, erlarmous
drain on the resources of the world. Conceive the mad-
ness of allowing that drain to go on when we know the
whole world is suffering deeply from an economic crisis
unparalleled in living history. Therefore, merely for the
purpose of saving money. a reduction of armaments by
international agreement is of the utmost importance.

Buat that is not the only thing. Tt is said that even if
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countries were unarmed they could fight. So they could.
You can see the boys fighting in the streets and nations,
I suppose, could fight with their fists even if they got
rid of armaments altogether. And you won’t get rid of
armaments altogether. Why then is it important from
the point of view of peace, apart from economics, to reduce
armaments? [t is important for this reason, that as long
as these great armaments exist there must be carried on
in every country—not in Canada T know, but in most
countries they have armaments, particularly in Europe—in
order to justify the expenditure on armaments, in order to
induce their people to agree to the expenditure, there has to
be carried on more or less openly, more or less secreily,
a great campaign in favor of military forces, and in the
last resort in favor of war.

Those of us who remember the condition of the world
before 1914 will know exactly what T am referring to and
will be able to give instance after instance of the kind of
campaign: that was carried on, in certain European coun-
tries particularly, justifying war, regarding it as the great
expression of national virility and strength, and glorifying
every aspect of it and every instrument by which it was
carried on. If you can once get the nations to turn their
minds from that conception and to say while we cannot
get rid of armaments altogether at the moment, we do
recognize that the great objective should be to diminish
them immediately and, in the long distant future it may
be, to get rid of them altogether. If you can once get
them into that mind you change the whole conception, you
put war as it ought to be, as only justifiable, if it is justi-
fiable at all, as a desperate and final necessity which ought
to be avoided at all costs and by every means possible. And

" although it may not be practical for the moment you set the

mentality of the people in a new direction, and above all
you diminish that tremendous burden that lies upon them
at this moment and consequently diminish the necessity
for justifying war and armaments, which goes on in so
many countries at the present time.

There is a third reason which to honorable men is
not less strong. ‘When the powers were assembled at the
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Conference in Paris they determined to place upon their
defeated foes very stringent obligations to reduce their
armaments and those stringent obligations were accepted.
But they were not accepted without negotiations, As is
well known the Germans addressed z formal question to
the victorious powers. They said in stihstance, “If we
disar_m, if we cut down our armaments to the extent—
and it was a tremendous extent—which you demand, are
you goig to remain armed?” And the reply given to them
by Monsieur Clemenceau speaking on behalf of the victor-
ious powers, Canada, the United Kingdom, everyone of
them, was, “Not at all.”"

We require the Germans to disarm, first because in our
view they were responsible, rightly or wrongly, that was
the view held at the time, for the outhreak of the war, but
when they have disarmed then, indeed, the other countries
will follow suit. That was the substance of Clemenceau’s
letter which has heen so often quoted. And they were not
content with that. They put a definite provision into the
provisions of the disarmament clause which were required
by Germany, saying this was the necessary prelude to
general disarmament, and since that time we, the United
Kingdom and all the other powers of the League of
Nations, have affirmed over and over again their desire
and purpose to bring about a system of general reduction
and limitation of armaments similar to though not neces-
sarily absolutely identical with, that which was imposed on
the defeated powers at the Paris Conference.

Well, it seems to me, and has long seemed to me, that
that was an obligation of honor if ever there was one.
We do not wish to say in our country at any rate that we
treat obligations of that kind as scraps of paper.

Can we reduce armaments with safety? 1 think we
can. I think you can at any rate make a great beginning,
This Disarmament Conference is to meet again in three
weeks and it will depend upon the attitude of the British
Commonwealth and some other pOWers, but mainly the
British Commonwealth, what is going to be the resuft and
position of that conference, 1 say they ought at any rate
to express their willingness to apply those portions of the
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treaty -of Versailles which forbids to Germany and other
powers the possession of certain great classes of arma-
ments on the ground that those armaments are essential if
you want to make an attack upon your neighbor. Arma-
ments of aggression they have come to be called. I do not
defend the scientific accuracy of that expression but it is
quite near enough for all practical purposes. Armaments
of aggression! Air craft of a military and naval char-
acter; tanks; great land guns; submarines; and even
the gigantic battleships. All these things were forbidden
to Germany because they are regarded as armaments of
aggression. If we are clear, as I hope we are clear, that
we do not intend to commit aggression, what justification
have we for maintaining those armaments which have been
defined by the agreement of all of us as armaments of
aggression in the hands of Germany? And if you could
arrive at some step of that kind by agreement then you
have got to do two things, or one other thing at any rate,
you have to take precautions that after the treaty has
been accepted there is no re-armament by those who have
accepted the new level of armaments under the treaty.
For that purpose you require, I think, two main classes
of provisions. You will require the establishment for the
first time of an international authority whose business it
shall be to watch over the execution of the treaty. That
is a new conception but one of enormous value. It would
be there. It would be constituted with headquarters, I
suppose, at Geneva. It would take whatever steps it
thought right and above all it would follow the expenditure
and the actions of all the different countries and would
very soon be able to ascertain that one country or another
was making a very strange addition to its expenditure if
it was to keep within the terms of the treaty. And then
you have got to have, I think one other thing—if you find
a mnation that is rearming in breach of its agreetnent
you are to say, as you must say, the only reason that that
rearmament is taking place is because such a nation con-

templates and is prepared for an aggressive policy. You

treat them as threatening aggression on the other nations
of the world, and you say to them, as you must say, that
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unless you abandon’that policy we must have nothing
further to do with yon. We must cut off all commercial
and other relations with you wmntil you conform to the
agreement. These are not mere theories. They have been
discussed at the Conference and very largely approved. If
you have got something of that kind you would have no
weakening as I see it of the defence of atty country. The
weakening would be in the power of attack but it would
really strengthen their powers of defence because if you
weakened the power of attack all round it is evident the
powers of defence become relatively stronger and you
would help to destroy war.-

Let me say one or two words about that before I pass
on to my final observation. One of the great dangers of
the present sitvation which would be eliminated if you
could get a voluntary agreement of that kind by all the
great powers of the world, is the possibility of competition.
in armaments. I need not develop that. It is quite plain
if you compete in armaments you have immediately in
evely parliament, in every discussion where there is not a
parliament, a suggestion that you have got to increase your
armaments because such and such a country is arming, or
is dangerous to you unless you do so. That is common
form. You cannot read a debate in England, and I do not
think we are particularly warlike, you cannot read a debate
on army Or navy or air estimates without continual argu-
ment, particularly on the navy and air estimates, to the
effect that such and such a country is much superior to
us in that particular arm; such and such g country has a
position which is dangerous to us from a certain point of
view; and therefore the Minister says: “We must make
this increase.” Obviously discussions of that kind, points
of view of that kind, are the very antithesis of peaceful
relations throughout the world. If you are always regard-
ing your neighbor as a possible burglar, you are not going
to carry on completely amicable relations with him.

Then. there is another great source I think of danger
in the present state of things unless you can get some
control and limitation of armaments, and that is in the
fact that great interests exist whose prosperity depends
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upon the continued demand for weapons of war. 1 do not
want to say anything derogatory of those gentlemen, but
such great financial interests must desire to see the con-
tinuance at any rate from a business point of view, of
bad relations between countries, of political unrest, because
that makes 2 demand for the particular kind of goods they
have got to sell. Surely that is not a state of things which
conduces to the peace of the world. It seems to me- we
ought to control the manufacture of armaments sufficiently
to eliminate the element of pecuniary gain from their
manufacture. We ought to treat them as we treat—at
any rate, T suppose in Canada too, as we treat the manu-
facture of noxious drugs—and I see no real distinction
between the man who manufactures heroin for the purpose
of corrupting his fellow men and the man who manufac-
tures weapons that can only be used for the slaughter of
other human beings. Heroin and rifles are both things
which in certain circumstances have their legitimate use,
but they ought to be controlled as we do control one set of
commaodities — both sets of commodities ought to be con-
trolled so they will only be used, and only be made and
sold for legitimate and proper purposes.

It is said further that all this is a wrong way of pro-
ceeding, that what you ought to aim at is such a degree of
preparation that victory is certain, and if you have got that
it is real protection against war and the best guarantee of
peace. Well, obviously if every country sets about that
ideal you will have in the first place great competition, and
in the second place it is quite clear it cannot be true of
every country that they should be superior to every other
country. The old doctrine, the old hoary falsehood, that
if you want peace you should prepare for war, is one of the
doctrines which has done the most harm in my judgement
in the whole history of the human race. The truth is,
(and that it is the truth we at any rate in this generation
ought to recognize) that in war there is no victory. It
does not exist. There are different degrees of defeat, and
every one, whether they call themselves victors or the
reverse, every one of them suffers, as in the case of this

- war they suffered, very severely indeed. Tt is true—1I
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lgfflogriltti 115 t.rtie, alisohfltely true — that peace is the greatest

: sh interests, far greater tha '

%nt.erests of which we hea%, or used fI::) ;lﬁézrogl;ei‘llsillthosg
it is not.only the greatest of British interes,ts but it i’ El'ctll
gre;};(}alst 11%ter§151;t of every nation in the world e

. en 1 will come back to my theme—this igres-
sion—and explain to you why I do not belie‘:: Stlfefégxlf_\fass
any .nv.ah'y between the League and the Commonwealth
But it is put sometimes in rather a different wav b ver.
well—meamng people. [ have often heard it said htheyConly
monwealth is a small league of Nations. T see what the_r
mean and there is a sense in which that jg true B)t
unfortunately they are distinet conceptions The-Co .
gonwealth as 1 have said more than once is a part of tlll]]f;
heague.. In exactly the same way as the United Kingdom
the nations of Scotland, Wales and England, a unit of
itself, is a part of the Commonwealth. Tt is ju,lst the same
thing, The Comlmonwealth is a part of the Teague just
as the United Kingdom is a part of the Con‘lmc%nwe':lltl
and the Commonwealth st be regarded in that wa Iz
cannot be_ regarded as aiming at bringing peace tg . th
world by' itself. It cannot be the policeman of the wo-rldE

%n;;dqtgietimp(;ssge even if it were to join with the

ates o nerica, as some '
that great combination, immensely pg;(v)all)'leISL;%g?ts t‘wtca)‘gl:g
be, would never be able by force, which is the conception

.I stuppose that the people have in mind, to establish geace

in the world. And T think it more than doubtful whether

you would persuade the United States of America to enter
u%cm an advgntt1rel of that kind. But the truth is that
zlvv ether the group is small or great you cannot in modern

ays—I d‘o.not tlnpk you ever could—hope to establish a
group which can give laws to the world, and that is what
people mean. ?t cannot be done. Nor is it possible as

?ﬁpe people think for any group to retire within some

Othl;eszagilll ﬁihigy th}? hacxlre nothing to do with any

world and are goi ‘ i
clear of the lesser. breeds without thg wxlllﬁl.to I‘%T eial?ﬁf)ltr el?é
dqne.. The world is one for most purposes, in the cultural
scientific, spiritual, commercial, and .in many other wayS',
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the languages are one and must be one, interdependent as
hey must be. - ‘ )
t eyThe thing we have to do LS as membelf (Cl)cf St(l;lzce tcli)irx?g
i i - canno
unity of nations to see Whef[ er we
il; maﬂe it better before we die, and as part {)f t%i je&iﬁ
we can unquestionably dglatlxrery gigizgcgegf. e, Lo
. h :
monwealth—it may be with the ass : rica 1
i h inside the League in ord
not, without—can do very much 11 1 e
: g hich the League has s
carry on the great work to w ‘
ilc;nd_ YI know there are people who urge that. tll)ile IEOeagilﬁ
has become a complete failure, l1ihat 1? is 11(;{: e; if o di
i hown tha
rge its duty. Recent events have sbh ¢
zllllil 2c;Eu:)ss‘,ibly i:)IrlCOHdUSi-VE. Ar_ld they cite always ;rh;:leg%cigﬁ
case of the Manchurian question, .tlhefgrea’EL iz}llie ;fstonishing
i orge :
Fast. Well, they readily and easily 1 stonishing
i he League in the years up |
the amazing success of tl Jears up o
- nse advance i intern
the last year or two, the imme rnationa
idari international peace that has been ac
solidarity and internationa Deen achieved o
hem on Manchuria for a mom
Geneva. But let us take t nchu or A moment.
i i ; the combination of the
Is it true in that case that _ pation
has been wholly ineffectlve?_ T say not. I{El is ?12;[16 i;atg
there has heen very bad fighting bt}t technically, a ﬁniml
there has been no war, and that is Ilnorff t1:11att11 at t;i s
i i -e the slaughter tha )
considerationn, 1f you compare went on
i that have been occaslo :
the great war to the deaths that ) ‘
?ﬁe coftest between Japan and China you will sgeaggeiti e; nl;
i i - the advantage even of
something to be said for AR
i e than that, you ha
hnically a war. DBut more
f:;it is pgrhaps the greatest of advantages ﬁfy(()jllll iE:d 1}%
scramble of the other nations for some bit 1? o u.e o
this controversy had taken place before the 1‘e gnation
Nations every nation almost — at anyldra;[e Vzvedzmaﬁde(l
i — ha
ith interests in the far cast—wou " .
g;l benefit, some bit of China, as ':omlplem,at}llor;1 f(ne If(\;h?;
, And finally, and although the
Japan had taken. ! ough fhe sn i
i been effective yet, there
not yet and it has not : AT b
rmal demand by all the nations o : .
lf)(c))llimcing of Japan and it is sureéy Ia gé.ea,t tl:;gﬁr:?nghiﬁg
¥ iversal declaration st :
that great solemn, universal de |
ggitnciplesg of justice" and peace in the relations of one
nation with another.
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But I do not deny that there has been a failure, ‘There
has been fighting; there has heen conquest. The T.eague
has not succeeded in restraining Japan from a policy of
adventure and aggression. And why is that? Tt is the
point that comes home to you and to me. Why hasn't it
succeeded? It has nothing to do with the machinery of
the League for after all the League is essentially ma-
chinery; nothing to do with that. Whenever it has been
tried for any purpose, whether for making inquiries or
pronouncing judgment, the machine has worked quite well
and perfectly,. What has failed has been the will to use
that machinery to the utmost on the part of the nations
who desire to keep the peace. That is what has failed. Tf
the nations had combined to say to Japan, “Stop, or we
shall cut off all our relations with you,” T have no doubt
whatever Japan would have stopped. She could have done
no other.  And if we have to admit that there has been a
failure of the League, or rather a failure of the members
who make up the League, no doubt there are many reasons
for it; no doubt many excuses; but if there has been that
failure then we all of us—at any rate our nations—must
take part of the responsibility for that failure.

I do not deny that the absence of the United States of
America from the League —in this case it is a splendid
instance—has weakened the power of infernational control
which the T.eague ought to possess. At the same time the
true conclusion is surely that if the League has failed it
has failed because it is not strong enough. That is not a
reason for abandoning the League or decrying it. That
is a reason for saying to our Governments and peoples,
“You have got to he stronger. You have to use the
League to its full power. Tt is your business to use this
great instrument of peace in order to secure the mainten-
ance of the peace of the world.” T venture to impress that
upon you, for I am convinced that in this matter the
responsibility of the Commonwealth — and T will add to
the Commonwealth the United States of Armerica taken
together, for in a policy of this kind their aspirations and
objects are usually the same —- I say the responsibility is
Very great, very great indeed. T hear certain Canadians
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tell me you are in a position of great security in Canada.
You do not need to trouble about what occurs to any other
parts of the world. Whatever happens you are safe. 1
don’t know whether that is true or not. But surely that is
not an argument which is going to appeal to a great and
generous people like the people of Canada. They are not
going to say we are safe. We do not mind what happens
ta the rest of the world; so long as we can go on prosper-
ously and develop in our country, it matters nothing to us.
That is not what they are going to say. They are gomng
to say, “We have a duty to our fellow-men and just as the
individual has a duty to his fellow-tnen so the nations
have a duty to their fellow-nations.” Even if it be true,
and T doubt whether it is, that you are so secure you need
not mind about the troubles of the rest of the world, you
still are bound — boiund — to do your ufinost to preserve
the peace of the world,

And do not doubt that you have immense power. The
position of the Commonwealth is one of unrivalled power
amongst the nations of the world. I assure you that, from
my personal knowledge, and it will not be contradicted
by any person of any kind of responmsibility, they have
immense power. The nations of the world look to the
Commonwealth, look to the United Kingdom perhaps in
the first instance, but to the Commonwealth as a whole, to
judge and decide what should be done by the international
authorities in great crises. We stand, we in the Common-
wealth, just because we stand apart, just because in vari-
ous degrees we are not mixed up with the controversies of
Europe or anywhere else, we have a position of impartiality
and authority which no other nation has, excepting per-
haps the United States. We can give our opinion and our

opinion will be listened to and if we decide to take no

action, war may again come upon the world and even if
we should escape immediate and direct contact with it, we
should be responsible for the nameless horrors and suffer-
ing which war creates. And remember, terrible as the last

war was, horrible beyond description as some of its inci--

dents were, the next war by all accounts will be far worse.

Not only have great advances, I think they are called, been .
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made in engineering science which will enable men more
casily and surely to destroy their fellow men, but the fact
that we are growing year by year, day by day, closer to
one another means that any disaster that affects Jone nation
spreads over the whole world. Tt is no exaggeration to
say if there is another war, it will not only be an orgy of
cruclty as every war is, but it will he a dangerousggrte
Eerhaps more than a dangerous step, towards the dﬂestrul(?,i
tion of civilization and the re-establishment of chaos in the
world. That is the issue that is before us. You cannot
escape. The decision of which way the world is to turn
tovtrt;%rds fprogress ccln' chaos, rests with you, Posterity is
walting for your decision. ¥
deci;ion mayybe v And T pray Heaven that the
resident Baxter (of the Empire Club)—Mr. Harr
: ent : - y
%;E;ir;, President of the Canadian Club, will express onr
PresipENT TIARRY SirtoN (of the Canadian Club)—
Membf':l',? of the Fmpire and Canadian Clubs, it has been
my privilege to be asked to express in some,man‘ner our
gratitude to Lord Robert Cecil for coming to us toda
Before trying to do that I want to thank the Empire Clui.
executive and president, on behalf of the members of thé
Canadian Club, for inviting us to join with them today in
luncheon and listen to the marvellons address of hope {md
confidence. The speaker of the day has a position of sig-
nificance which strikes the imagination and the ambiti(;qn
of anyone who knows anything about him. It is a rather
interesting fact that his family dates back as British nobles
to the days of Queen Elizabeth. Through the centuries
?he Cecils have had great positions in the public confidence
in Great Britain. What type of mind should be more
open to jche fascination of the idea of an Empire of force
an Empire buttressed by the strong right arm of Bri.tish’
armament, the idea that peace should he extended to the
whole world by the force of British arms? One would
imagine, if { may so refer to Lord Robert Cecil, that his
mind would be bound to be influenced by that typ;: of idea
But the fact that such an idea made no appeal to him at
all has proved again the capacity of the human mind to
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take the high level which separates us from the type of
animal that is not spiritually in the same class as man. At
the right time, by some strange fate, Great Britain pro-
duces the man ready to sacrifice everything dear to him in
the interests of some great ideal, practically expressed,
capable of achievement, for which the world for all time
is definitely in debt to him. Lord Cecil appreciated the
fact that the system, of the balance of power, the careful,
scientific acquisition of armametits on the one side or the
other, was bound inevitably to lead to a final war which
would destroy civilization, of which we are so proud, just

as surely as former civilization was destroyed by the same

methods. He appreciated the possibility of a world-wide
association for the preservation of peace which would call
upon the common people of the world to risk one tenth in
the interests of peace for the ten tenths they were accus-
tomed to risk in the interests of war. His message is a
message of relief and the only form of relief which the
world presents from the terrible scourge under which it
has suffered. And may I be permitted fo say that the
people of Canada and the world over thank Providence for
Robert Cecil and wish him God Speed in his great services
to humanity.

(Mrs. Capt. James Mollison then addressed the meet-
ing briefly.) ' :




