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March, 1915, for the Salaries and Ex-
penses of the Department of Agriculture
and other Industries and Technigal In-
struction for Ireland, and of the services
administered by that Department, in-
cluding sundry Grants-in-Aid.” [Note.—
£80,000 has been voted on account.]

Committee report Progress; tosit again
to-morrow (Tuesday).

WAR IN EUROPE.

GERMANY AND BELGIUM,

Motion made, and Question proposed,
“That this House do now adjourn.”’—
‘The Prime Minister.)

Sir EDWARD GREY: I want to give
the House some information which T have
received, and which was not in my posses-
sion when I made my statement this after-
noon. It is information 1 have received
from the Belgian Legation in London, and
is to the followi.g effect :—

‘““Germany sent yesterday evening at
seven o'clock ¢ Note proposing to Bel-
gium friendly neutraiity, covering free
passage on Belgian territory, and pro-
mising maintenance of independence of
the kingdom and possession at the con-
clusion of peace, and threateni in
case of refusal, to treat Belgium as an
enemy. A time limit of twelve hours
was fixed for the reply. The Belgians
have answered that an attack on
their neutrality would be a flagrant
violation of the rights of nations,
and that to accept the German
proposal would be to sacrifice the
honour of a nation. Conscious of its
duty, Belgium is firmly resclved to repel
aggression by all possible mean..”

) course, I can only say that the Govern-
nent are prepared to take into grave con-
ideration the icformation whick it has
‘eceived. I make no further comment
tpon it.

Mr. MORRELL: I assure the House I
eel very strongly and keenly the responsi-
ility of my position. I hope the House
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will give me a short hearing while I en-
deavour to put before it, as clearly ae I
caa, the rezsons why many of us—and I
belicve 1 speak for a good many on this
side of the House—feel unable to agree
with the Government in the policy they
are now pursuing. [ am quite ready to
admit that the Foreign Secretary made, as
he told us he did, every possible offort to
secure peace in Europe. The only ques-
tion we ask ourselves is whether, since
the failure of his efforts, he has really
made a sufficient attempt to make fair
terms with Germany, and to secure the
neutrality of this country in the war which
has unhappily broken out. First of all,
let me deal with what he said. The
right hon. Gentleman has twold us he
admits there are no formal obligations
binding this country to intervene in this
war. None whatever. No formal obli-
gation with regard to France, at any rate
up till yesterday. As regards the letter
of 22nd November, 1912, which he read
out to this Houre, I rubmit that it is con-
clusive from that point. That letter per-
fectly and clearly intimated to France
that we could not undertake to support
her in a European war, and, as he fairly
put it, it was entirely open to this House,
and it is so even now, to decide whether we
are going to intervene in this war at all.

We may consider our own interests, or

Germany and Beigium.

. rather we may consider and are bound to

cousider the views of those who send us
hereto this House when we are dealing with
a question of this sort. What are the two
formal reasons which are given us why
it is essential for ue, at the present time,
to undertake warlike operations against
Germany and Austria! There are only
two reasons. They are, in the first place,
that we are bound to protect the Northera
coast of France, and, in the second p
that we are bound to intervene to prevens
any passage of German troops |
Belgian soil. In spite of the cheers

have greeted this statement, I ven-
ture to think that the right hon.
Gentleman in the speech he made
went some way to supply the answer
to those two reasons that he

With regard to the coast of France,
he made it perfectly clear that the
German Government had offered to this
country, that if we would pledge ourselves
to neutrality, Germany would undertake
not to attack the northern coast of France.
That was an undertaking which was
cheered from this side of the House and
which found a good dedd of sympathy.
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which refuses all negotiations.
Germany has never put herself in that
position. Shs has not said, ‘“ We refuse to
negotiate; we claim the right to march
our troops across Belgium, and we claim
e right to attack the coast of France.”
That is not what Germany says. I quote the
of the right hon. Gentleman as I

“ They would guarantee
Belgian integrity "—{An Hox. Mzuszz:
*““ At the end of the war!”}—and to that
the reply was, “ We cannot bargain away
our inte:r.sts in Belgian peutrality.” In
we are asked now to involve
in all the perils of this

| adventure, becsuse, fcrsooth,
: is going to insist on her
vight to march some troops—{Interrup-
tion.}—because Germany insisjs on her
point of view. I am quite prepared to ad-
mit that if Germany threatened to annex
Belgium, or to occupy Belgium, or if she
ed the rights of nationality, we

might be bound under our Treaty Obliga-
tion to go to war to protect Belgium. But
what, after all, iz the actual fact?! What
is it we arc asked to do! We are asked
to go to war because there may be a few
German regiments in & corner of Belgian
territory. I am not prepared to support
a Qovernment which to war under
those circumstances. We are not merely
proposing to go to war for inadequate
reasons, but we are doing ever more than
the Belgian Government are asking us to
do. As I understood the right hon. Gentle.
man, the Belgian Government asked him
if he would give diplomatic m, and
the reply was that he did not think diplo-
0 whether-it is worth the while of
e 4k .
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I believe that is the real reason why hon.
Gentlemen opposite are asking this
country to go to war, and 1 do not think
there would be any war fever in the
country except for the demands made by
the Party opposite and their supporters
in the Press. At any rate, I believe I
am justiied in saying it is abundantly
clear that it is this fear of Germany
whi.a is to-day driving us to war. I ask
mvself whether we have not in times past
suffered cnough, paid enough treasure,
and paid enough of the blood of the sub-
jects of this ecountry in order to preserve
what Joan Jright once called that “ foul
fetish—the balance of power in Europe.””
I ask myself, too, whether ve now can he
sure we shall preserve that balance of
power.

The right hon. Gentleman said very
little about Russia. Let us remember
that in going to war in this way we are
going to war just as much to preserve the

ism of Russia as to interfere with
German ambition. For my part, although
I have no particular love for the German
Empire, or for German methods, I have
still less love for Russia or Russian
methods. Without engaging in a war to
support despotism, in my opinion it is
perfectly possible for the right hon.
Qentleman and the Government to arrange
an honourable neutrality with Germany, a
neutrality which would be perfectly honour-
able to this country. I regret very much
the policy we are pursuing. I regret it still
more because I think the country is being
rashed into war without its kmowledge.

we must admit the strength of
and its sincerity, I say I do not believe he
i sufficient rezson for our under-

feeli
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say of the policy which has been pursued
—of the Triple Entente—is that it should
have landed us into such a war as this.

Mr. WEDGWOOD: I represent, in this
House, some 70,000 pecple in the Potteries,
and I think it is about time we here con-
sidered what those people are going to
endure during the coming months. The
right hon. Gentleman on the Front Bench
told us in his wonderful Jingo speech—can
anybody deny that it was a Jingo speech!
—that the Army and Navy were ready,
to the last trouser button, to do their duty.
But he did not tell us that the Local Govern-
ment Board of England was ready to do
its duty. He indicated that this country
would suffer as much if it went to war as
if it did not go to war; that the destitu-
tion, the collapse of our trade and credit
would be equally bad whether we went
to war or not, therefore, why not go to
war! He did not indicate that in this
country we should spend hundreds of
‘millions of pounds, which otherwise might
have gone to tide our people over the
awful time to come. Perhaps hon. Mem-
bers have not conceived what is going to
happen during the next fortnight—
orders cancelled, no remittances cou:n
in, men sacked by the hundred thousan
or the million from their employment,
people getting payment with paper and
unable to buy provisions at an already
rising price. What arrangements have
the Government made for storing pro-
visions in this country?! They have made
arrangemenrts for looking after the arma-
ment firme, but what about the people
who are stopping at home, the pecple
who are going to suffer starvation, who,
in the f&nal resort, are going to raid the
country and take food if they cannot get
it otherwise! They are not being
considered. Those are the pcople we
are here to consider. I think hon.
Members must l'u.lul:f é&:t this is
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a matter of battles, but a matter of sus-
taining a civilisation which it has taken
us centuries to build up. You know how
that civilisation will topple down. We
have felt it already here, in the increased
price we have paid for our food. We can
get credit and people will let us buy goods
for they know that a Member of Parlia-
ment is still good enough for a *‘fiver.”
But we kuow that other people have not
got that credit and cannot buy anything,
because people will not give away provi-
sions for a piece of paper.

Mr. CROFT made an observation which
was inaudible in the Reporters’ Gallery.

Mr. WEDGWOOD : Will thy Empire,
will Canada, send us food supplies?

Mr. CROFT: Yes.

Mr. WEDGWOOD : If they will feed
my Constituents, I will sit down at
once, but I know they will not.
Starvation is coming in this country,
and the people are not the docile
serfs they were s hundred yesrs ago.
They are not going to put up with starva-
tion in this country. en it comes, you
will see something far more important than
a European War—you will see a revolu-
tion.

Mr. EDMUND HARVE

i
4

last fortnight on behalf of peace.
knows that the strain must have been
almost intolerable, yet I feel that it ought to
be possible, even at this late hour, to make
further efforts, and not to sbandon
the case, as he seems to have done, as
hopeless. We have had offers made from

!
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{Mr. E. Harvey.]

hon. Friend has referred to the sentence
of the Foreign Becretary, in which he
spoke of the loss to this country being
almost as great if we did rot go to war as
if we did. I do not think merely of the
loss of property, terrible as that may be,
or of the suffering which it will involve to
the poor, terrible as that will be. Surely
we may ask the Government to think
of the terrible sacrifice of human life, of
the thousands of homes that will be nade
wrotched in this country and in other
countries, if this country participates in the
war. If we can save that loss of liie, not
in our own country alone, but in othor
countries as well, it would be worth while
that we should make the utmost efforts,
even at this last moment, on behalf of
peace. I am convinced that this war, for
the great masses of the countries of
Europe, and not for our own country alone,
is no people’s war. Ii is a war that has
been made—I am not referring {o our
Leaders here—by men in high places, by
diplomatists working in secret, by bureau-
crats who are out of touch with the peoples
of the world, who are the remnant of an
older evi! eivilisation which is disappear-
ing by gradual and peaceful methods. 1
want to make an appeal on behalf of the
people, who are voiceless except in this
House, that ihere should be a supreme
effort made to save this terrible wreckage
of human life, that we may not make this
farther sacrifice upon the altar of the
terribie, bloodstained idol of the balance
of power, but should be willing to make
great sacrifices of patience in the sacred
cause of peace.

Mr. KEIR HARDIE : I desire for a very
few minutes to intervene in this Debate.
Both Houses of Parliament have passed,
with absolute unanimity, a Bill for the
relief of the Stock Exchange. We Mem-
bers, from these Benches, offered no
objection, but we now demand to be in-
formed what is going to be done for the
rclief of the inevitable destitution which
is bound to prevail among the poor! As
the Foreign BSecretar informed us,
whether we take part 1a the conflict or
not, there is bound to be much suffering.
That involves starving children. Will
the Government pass with the same
promptitude as we ..avc done the Bill for
" the relief of the S8tock Exchange and the
business interests, the Bill to compel
eoducation authoritiee to feed hungry
school-children? We ask for an answer.

We are far more interested in the suffer- |

iTW

ings of the poor than we are in the in-
convenience to mewibers of the Btock
Exchange. Most of the Members of this
House have a more direct interest in the
Stock Exchange than they have in the
sufferings of the poor. [Hox. MEMBERs:
““No, no!"” ‘“Shame!”’ and ‘“Name'" |
The proof of that will be found if the
same promptitude be shown in redressing
and alleviating the poverty of the poor
as we have cshown in the other case.
What action is to be taken, not merely to
ensure a sufficient food supply, but to safe-
guard the public against being robbed by
food speculators! BSurely that issue 1s
urgent and important! Not only will
workers be thrown out ¢’ work by the
million—it will not simply be by the thou-
sand, but by the million—but the unsecru-
pulous gang who form the food ring will
take advantage of the war crisis to rch
the poor more than the market justifies.
They have already commenced, without
justification of any kind. We are entitled
to demand from the Government—nc!
merely to request, but to demand—to be
informed what action is to be taken to
safeguard the interests of the working
classes in the crisis we are now
approaching.

One word more. The decision of the
Government has been come to without con-
sulting the country. It remains to be seen
whether the Government and the House
of Commons represent the country on this
question. BSo far as some of us are con-
cerned—here I do not spcak for the party
with which I am connected for the present
moment, but for myself personally—we
shall endeavour tc ascertain what is the
real feeling of the country and especially
of the working classes of thie country, in
regard to the decision of the Government.
We belong to a Party which is inter-
national. In Germany, in France, in
Belgium and in Austria, the party corre
sponding to our own is taking all mapner
of nsks to promote and preserve peace.
(An Hon. MBER: “‘ Why do they not
control the German Emperor?’] I am
asked, why they do not control the German
Emperor? For the same reason that we
do not control the Liberal Cabinet—we
are not enough. But we are grow-
ing. My point is that in all these countries
the party cetresponding to our own is
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consider the offers made on behalf of the
German Government to keep this country
out of the dispute. If the neutrality of
Belgium can be secured after the
war, if the Germans offer not to bombard
the coast of France—if (hese can be made
the basis for further negotiaticn, then
every form of justification of the Cabinet
for going into the war will have been taken
away. 1 say respectfully to the House
that some of us will do all we can to rouse
the working classes of the country in
opposition to this proposal of the Govern-
ment, but especially we have the right to
ask what action is now going to be taken
to alleviate, as far as possible, the suffer-
ings of those who are bound to be hard
hit by war, whether we take part in it
or not. Our hononr is said to be involved
in entering into the war. That is always
the excuse. I cuppose our honour was
involved in the Crimean War, and who
to-day justifies it?! Our honour was
involved in the Boer War. How many
to-day will justify it? A few years hence,
and if we are led into this war, we shall
look back in wonder and amazement at the
flimsy reasons which induced the Govern-
ment to take part in it.

Mr. PONSONBY: I feel that I cannot
remain seated at what I feel to be the
most tragic moment I have yet seen. We
are on the eve of a great var, and I hate
to see people embarking on it with a light
heart. The war fever has already begun.
I saw it last night when I walked
through the streets. I saw bands of half-
drunken youths waving flags, and I saw a
group outside a great club in St. James’s
Street being encouraged by members of
the club from the balcony. The war fever
has begun, and that is what is called
patriotism ! I think we have plunged too
quickly, and I think the Foreign Secre-
tary’s speech shows that what has been
rankling all these years is a deep ani-
mosity against German ambitions. The
balance o! power is responsible for this—
this mad desire tp keep up an impossi-
bility in Europe, to try and divide the two
sections of Eurcpe into an armed camp,
glaring at one another with suspicion and
hostility and hatred, and arming ail the
time, and bleeding the people to pay for
the armaments. Since I have been in this
House I have every year protaested against
the growth in the expenditure upon arma-
ments. Every year it has mounted up and
up, and old women of both sexes have told
us that the best way to prepare to-main-
tain peace is to prepare for war.
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This is what they have led us to—those
who were foolish enough to believe it. 1t
was inevitable that if Europe continued
to arm, if every nation bled the peéople
in order to furnish new ships and new
guns, to grind sll the people who devote
their energy, their labour, and their enter-
prise to one sole object, the preparation
for war, war will take place. Still I do
not even at this moment wish to see the
horizon entirely black. I believe there is
still a ray of hope. 1 regret the tone of
the Foreign BSecretary’s speech. I felt
that it was in keeping with the scenes I
had seen last night. But still he declared
that not yet ha- the fatal step been taken.
The House of Cémmons has treated those
of us who are protesting to-day with the
greatest -patience, but it is right that
those of us who hold these views shouid
express them. It is by this House of Com-
mons that the decision must be taken, and
however small a minority we may be
who consider that we have abandoned
our attitude of neutrality too soon
and that every effort should still bhe
made to do what we can to main-
tain our attitude of peace towards
the other Powers of Europe, I think in
the country we have a very large body of
opimion with us. War is a very different
thing to-day from what it has been before.
We look forward to it with horror, and
men who have not got money, and must
have food, and cannot buy it, will take it.
We have scenes of that sort to look for-
ward to. In the future, which is so black,
I trust that my feliow countrymen will not
embark on this light-heartedly and in a
spirit of aggression. I trust that, even
though it may be late, the Foreign Secre-
tary will use every endeavour to the very
last moment, disregarding the tone of
messages, and the manner of Ambassa-
dors, but looking to the great central in-
terets of humamity and civilisation, to
keep this country in a state of peace.

Sir A. MARKHAM: 1 think the House
must feel that the speech we have just
listened to, and those remarks in par-
ticular relating to the Foreign Secre-
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ourselves in a time like this in a very
grave position. No one has striven more
to impress upon the Government the
necessity of maintaining peace than [
have, as only a humble Member on the
back Bench, but at the same time there
can, I think, only be one issue arising out
of this question which the House of Com-
mons has to decide, whether we in this
country are going to respect the rights
of small States, or whether we are going
to allow a large dominant Power in
Europe to sweep out all these small inde-
pendent States. At the time of the
Boer War, the hon. Member (Mr. Keir
Hardie) was fighting for maintaining
the individuality of small States. No
self-respecting country can admit the right
oi a great power in Europe to over-ride
and beat down a small'nationality. We in
this country have stood for the rights of
small States, and we cannot become a
to allowing Belgium to be over-run
y Germany in reliance on a promise from
Germany, whick I for one do not for a
moment believe, that at the end of the war
Germany will hand back to Belgium what
she has already underiaken by solemn
treaty not to violate. I think the House
in this great crisis must remember this.
This great Empire to which we belong has
not been built up on the foundation of
allowing close to our shores a great Power
to be erected which might be a menace to
the interests of the British pe~n! .

If we lalter this time, we falter, in my
opinion, for the end of the British Empire,
for the reason that no self-respecting
people on the Continent will ever believe
that we, who have stood for liberty in the
past, will stand for it again. Therefore,
when we are told that this war will be
unpopular, as we know it is unpopular, in
the country, it is for uc to take a coura-
geous stand and say that it is for us, as
& House of Commons, to decide what is
right and what is wrong. For the reason
that the country does not know the truth
of the matter the issue is unpopular, but
are we to be guided by what is popular
or unpopular! We have to do what is our
duty. If we do our duty to the State to
which we belong, and in the material
interest of the Btate, great though the
sacrifice be, we ought not to shrink, what-
aver the cost in blood or treasure may be,
from doing what is our duty towards the
country, which has boen handed down to
us by our forefathers. The hon. Member
(Mr. Keir Hardie) said it was the duty of
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the Government first to protect the
interests of the workers, who will un-
doubtedly suffer most in this war. I have
no doubt in my own mind for the moment
that the Prime Minister and his Cabinet
will give that their first consideration. It
is no use the hon. Member saying they
have never done it before. They have
never had the opportunity of doing it
before. During the time this Government
has been in office we have, mercifully, been
free from the horrors of war. But I have
no doubt myself that the Cabinet and the
Prime Minister will see to it, with the
great industrial communities in this
country, that every step the Government
can take to alleviate these people’s suffer-
ings will be taken. The hon. Member also
said that this would be an opportunity to
raise prices on the community. I can only
tell him, speaking for one of the largest
groups of mines in this country, that I gave
instructions yesterday, on no considera-
tion, to allow the price of coal to be raised
one farthing above what it is at present.
That will also be the wish and the desire
of all who wish well to their country. We
do not wish to use this opportunity for the
purpose that the hon. Member thinks.
Therefore, having listened to the speech
of the Foreign Secretary, all doubt in my
mind vanished, and I shall, to the best of
my ability, give him every support in the
policy he has enunciated.

Sir ALBERT SPICER: It is with no
pleasure that T intervene in this Debate.
I desire, in the first place, to dissociate
myself from anything which has been said
with regard to the light or harsh way in
which the Foreign Secretary spoke this
afternoon. I believe he has made every
effort up to the present to keep this coun-
try out of the great conflict which is
threatened, and it is because I believe that
that day has not yet passed that I inter-
vene now. I represent an in-
dustrial constituency, and I
know only too well from the
experience of the past how the masses
suffer in these crises and in these states of
war. They are the first to sufier. They
suffer all the way through, and they are
the last to recover. Many of us have re-
serves that enable us to maintain an easy
position, and' I only intervene ai this
moment because I have the feeling that
the Government may still, with increased
effort, keep this country in a neutral posi-
tion. It is perfectly .true that Germany
has not said all we want her to say, but I
listened to their first propositions with

8.0 P. M.
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some hnpe if the negotiations were still | Foreign Secretary and the Prime Minister,

continued. After all, there is the balance
of power, and I believe in the balance of
power, but 1 do not want to put one nation
in such a superior position over athers,
and, therefore, I do feel that one would
only be Dbetraying one’s respousi-
bility if one did not say this word
in urging the Gevernment to proceed with
their negotiations, because I quite admit
that if these negotiations cannot be
brought further, we shall be justified in
taking up a certain attitude. I am pre-
pared to back the Government in any
measures for defence, but I do plead with
them to do what they can to prevent our
adopting the offensive, and I am encour-
aged by the speech of the Foreign Secre-
tary to hope that they will proceed with
further negotiations to enable this result
to be arrived at.

Mr. ROWNTREE : I quite agree with
what was said by my hor. Friend the
Member for West Leeds (Mr. Harvey) that
in common with all the House we are in-
debted to the Foreign Secretary and the
Government for their untiring efforts in
the cause of peace, and I want to join
with my hon. Friends who have already
spoken in urging them not to give up the
effort. As T listened to the Foreign Secre-
tary I felt that his speech was really the
most striking condemnation of the
policy of the balance of power that one
could think of, and I did regret—it was
not unnatural, I admit—the tone that he
adopted towards Germany twice or thrice
in his speech. One of the points that will
come out clearly when we look back on
these negotiations is that no Power has
done everything that was right, and just
because ve naturally complain of the tone
and the attitude that Germany has
adopted so we cannot, and we must not,
I think, refuse to look fairly at any offers
that they make. I cannot believe that it
is impoesible yet to obtain from Germany
the two assurances that the Foreign
Secretary speciadly dosired—the assur-
ance with to the Northemn
and Western coasts ol France, and
the assurance with respect to the in-
tegrity of Belgium. I know it is a difficult
thing to get an assurance. I know it is a
difficult thing to maintain the integrity
of a country. 1 remember not long
ago that we guaranteed the integrity of
Persia, and yet we have seen that integrity
done away with by Russia, and we have
been able to do very little to support the
promise that we made. I do appeal to the

who, after all, stand higher in the public
estimation of Europe and the world than
almost any other statesmen, not to give
way yet in their efforts for peace. For
whom are we going to fight! We are going
o fight for Russia. We shall argue that
it is chiefly because of France, and yet we
know that it is for Russia that we are
going to fight. I agree with my hon.
Friend the Member for Burnley (Mr.
Morrell) that that is not the civilisation
that England wishes to fight for at the
present time. I cannot help thinking that

| if this Covernment is going to increase the

power of Russia at the expense of
Germany, she will find in the near future
that her difficulties are largely increased.
I think of the frontier of India, I think of
Afghanistan, and I think of Persia. We
are going to increase enormously the
power of Russia, and I think we shall have
these difficulties to face at a very early day.
Ay! and do not let us forget that when we
go to war against Germany, we go to war
against a people who, after all, hold
largely the ideals which we hold. T do
not mean the beaurocracy, I do not mean
the military element, but the German
civilisation is in many ways near the
British civilisation. We think of their
literature, we think of what they have
done for progressive religious thought, we
think of what they have done for philo-
sophy, and we say that these are not the
men we want to fight.

I still think that if the Government will
exercise patience—I do not say that they
hava not exercised it already, I only ask
them to exercise further patience—and if
they will try to come to an arrangement
with Germany on the two points I have

mentioned—points, I admit, it is neces-

sary to come to an accommodation upon—
I believe that there is the greatest work
still to be done in the future. How is this
war to end? If you possibly can arrange

England wants to keep free from
this war, so that those engaged will

have the inestimable benefit of

the Prime Minister and the Foreign
Becretary to act as great mediators. You
msylsughatthst.mdmlnkm
honestly to consider who is going to
settle this war, unless it is these two right
hon. Gentlemen who should be in a posi-
tion to act in the settlement that must
come, because you have in the last resort
to appeal to reason and not to force. The
more patience they exercise, the longer
their exuﬁomtobrmgﬂmht
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proper frame of mind at the present time,
the greater will be their influence when
the real time for settlement comes. I
do appeal to them not to give up hope
yet. I wa i to take this opportunity of
raising my voice against England going
into this war. The Foreign Becretary
said that this House would have an
opportunity of saying Ye. or Nay to
any proposition made, but I regret
to tlhink. that alrerdy he has very
largely pledged the House by the
answer he gave to the French Ambas-
sador on Bunday, and I, as a very humble
Member want, at any rate, to take this
opportunity of saying that I for one will
having nothing to do with this war.

Mr. LESLIE SCOTT: I wish to raise 2
question, really on a point of Order, and
for the convenience of the House. There
are some important questions on the Paper
in name and in the name of the hon.
Member for the Wilton Division of Wilt-
shire (Mr. Charles Bathurst) relating to
the Government proposals as to the
National Insurance of ships and cargoes
in the evenit of this country being a
belligerent. These questions were post-
poned at the suggestion of the Chancellor
of the Exchequer who intimeted that he
would make a statement on the whole sub-
ject in the course of the Debate. It wounld
be for the convenience ! the House that
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s state-
ment should be made soon.

all-important guestion of food supply in
the event of war. The question that was
by the hon. and learned Gentleman
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him that is not a measure to protect a
small section of the business com-
munity. It ic essentially s measure
for the protection of the whole of
our credit system, and unless you take
steps of that kind a collapse might ensue,

which might throw hundrells of
thousands, and even millions of
workpecple out of employment. I
think it would be very unfor-

tunate for the workmen of the kingdom
if they were to have that imapression on
their minds to-morrow morning, and the
Stock Exchange only comes in because of
the difficulty of realising securities in
order to support the market. Therefore,
it is very important that I shou!d take this
first opportunity of correcting a most
serious misapprehension.

It being a Quarter-past Eight of the
clock, and there being Private Business
set down by direction of the Chairman of
Ways and Means under Standing Order
No. 8, further proceeding was portponed
without Question put.

PRIVATE BUSINESS.
Loxpox Couxty Counecm. (GExerar Powers)
Bur.—(By Order.)
Grascow Corropation (Cerruvromn) Brir.—
(By Order.)

Consideration, as amended, deferred till
to-morrow.

WAR IN EUROPE.

Postponed Proceeding resumed on Ques-
tion, “ That this House do now adjourn.”

Mr. MOLTENO : As a supporter of the
Government that came into power as a
Government of peace, and with a sense of
my responsibility to my Constituents, I do
not feel that I can keep quite silent on
this stupendous occasion, when we are
asked practically to assent to a course
which may involve us in this terrible war.
No part of this country has been invaded
at present; no vi interest in this
country has attacked. Yet we are
asked to assent to war with all its terrible
consequences, m Govoernment me no

ge country into this war
ing short of our own vital in-

in his presentation of the case to-day, said
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that he would be very frank with the
House. I can only say that I regret that
in the statements which have been made
by him and by the Government in regard
to this matter on various occasions we
have not been treated with equal
frankness, because I feel that we have
been placed in a false position by these
statements. The right hon. Gentleman
began by saying that we were under no
obligation, and that the House was per-
fectly free to come to a decision on this
matter. Yet, before he had got very far,
be told us that we were under such obliga-
tions that, in his opinion, we could not
get rid of them. I may remind the House
of the attempts that have been made to
ascertain what was the real position of
the country .n the event of a European
war. I will first recall what the Prime
Minister said last year in the Debate on
the Address. Lord Hugh Cecil, in the
course of the Debate, said :—

“There s a very general belief that this country is
under an obligation, not treaty obligation, but an
obligation arising out of an assurance given by the
Ministry in the course of diplomatic negotiations to
send a very large armed force out of this country to
operate in Zum]n That is the general belief.”

The Prime Minister rose and said :-—
“1 cught to say that it is not true.”

That was entirely satisfactory to us. I
come now to a later period of the same
vear, the 24th March, 1913. The question
was then put to the Prime Minister—

“ Whether the foreign policy of thia conntry is at the
present time nnham by any treaties, agreements,
or obligations, un w British military forces
would, in certain eventualities, be called npon to be
landed on the Continent, and join there in mili
operations, and whether in 1906, 1968 or 1911,
country spontaneously off-red to France the assistance
of a British Army to be laaded on the Continent to
support France in the event of European hostilities.”

That touches on the very position which
was outlined to-day. The Prime Minister,
replying to that interrogatory, said :—

“ As has been repeatedly stated, this comntry is, not

under any not public and known to
;xrliamnt which compels it to take in any war.
n other words, if war arises between European ;
there are no a'ﬂsmuu which will restrict
or hamper the of Government or of Parlia-
ment to decide whether or not Great Britain shonld
participats in & war. The use that would be made of the
naval or forces if the Government and Parlia-
ment decided to take part in & war is for obvious reasons
not & matter abont which public statements can be
made beforeband.”

Those were the assurances given Iiast
year on this subject with regard to the
obligations of this country and of Pa:lia-
ment. In the House of Commons, on the
28th April this year, the hon. Member for
the Frome Division of SBomerset asked the
Secretary for Foreign Affairs:—

“Whether be is aware that demands have been
recently put forward for a further military uuder-
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standing between the Powers to the Triple Entente,
vith a view to concerted action on the Coutinent in case
of certain eventualitics, and whether the policy of this
country still resirined one of freedom f obliga-
tion to engage in military operations on the Cou-
tinent ? "

The reply of the Foreign Secretary was
as follows:— '

*“The answer to the first part of the question is in the
negative ; and ux regards the latter part, the position
now remain« the same as was stated by the Prime
Minister in answer to a question in this House on 24th
March, 1915 :
That, again, was entirely satisfactory. I
come.now to the 11th June this year,
hardly more than a month ago. The
Foreign Secretary was asked :—

“ Whether any naval agreement has been recently

entered into between Russia and Great Britain, and
whether a;g negotiu;iom ke:itll:e: view to a naval
agreement have recently taken pl or are now pending
between Russia and Griat Britain ¥ "
And the Foreign Becretary went out sf
his way to give a very ‘full and a very
complete reply to ' that question. He
said :—

“The Prime Minister replied last year to the question
of the hon. Member that if a war arose ween

u Power. there were no unpublished a

Eu ts
gm::mg::id ormt to d:::iatwm‘gt :l;:
Great Britain shonid cipate in a war. That answer
i g by b g
since hunyeonclud«l -‘{5? mugoi’on-er m'mh

that sm.gzm less trnﬁ.kdl!ozombzh na':‘tfnlom m’i:-
as E can iud::.mB.m if a{:y ngr:ment m:: be
concluded that made it necessary to withdraw or modify
the Prime Minister's atatement of last year which I have
quoted, it ought in my opinion to be,and I suppose that
it would be, la:d before iament."

There we have the most recent under-

taking on the part of the Government that

no agreement of any kind, published or un-

published, was in existence, yet we are told

by the Foreign Secretary to-day that there
are obligations which have been incurred
since 1906. He told us that negotiations
had gone on with France to the extent of
her naval and military commanders con-
sulting with ours in regard to the eventu-

ality of war. What did that meant?
Surely a hope and an expectation were

held out. For a period negotiations were

set on foot of which the Foreign Secretary
told us, and the course of those negotia-

tions have been such that in his opinion

we are now bound to France to such an

extent that we are obliged to go to war.

I tuink there must be some very curious
feeling on the pari of the Foreign Secre-

tary if he thinks we can regard that state-
ment which he made to-day as a satisfac-
tory one. We had understood from him
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many of us in this House if we had known
what was to happen, would not have
rested in such a position us that in which
we now stand, and we would have been
clamouring for that freedom which the
Foreign Secretary assured us on occasion
after occasion we did possess. Yet we
are now told that our obligations, though
not obligations of Treaty or of agreement,
‘are =0 strong and so binding that we shall
be compelled to take up arms in defence
of France. I complain that we, who are
supporters of His Majesty’'s Government,
should have been led into this state of
false security on this most vital and im-

rtant question. I ask the Prime
%nhter, and I ask the Foreign Secretary,
1 ask the right hon. Gentlemen on
that Bench, who informed the people of
this country that they were a Government
of peace, and they would seek to maintain
peace, whether they are not compelled,
by their highesi duties, to consider their
obligations to the people of this country.

For what interests are they asking us
to enter upon this tremendous struggle?
Have they stated any interest? They do
not pretend to tell us. They speak to us
.of some vague fear, some sort of obliga-
tion of honour that impels us to this
course. Burely in a case so serious, so
tremendous as that of war and peace, we
ought to be absolutely clear, and there
should be no doubt in any one’s mind as
to what is the real position and what the
real obligations of thiz country are. We
are not in that position to-ov. It is ex-
tremely difficult for us to discuss this sub-
ject to-night, and I do not want to say a
word that might do harm, in the position
in which we now stand. We ought to
have more information, in order that we
be immediately put in a position to
make up our minds as to what our duty
is on this question. J wish to ask
whether we are to have a fair and straight
oprortunity of considering, diseussing,
and deciding on this guestion.. But they
have brought ue to the brink of disaster
withont our knowing, and without our
being warned. I say that, at the last
moment, they should give the people of
this country a chance to decide. This is
£ mtmﬁu of that old and disastrous
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question. And nobody can tell the
country what are the important considera
tions that ought to weigh with us ir
taking part in this tremendous struggle.

One other point, that is the question o
the neutrality of Belgium. The Foreig:
Secretary informed us that it depends o1
an old Treaty, the Treaty of 1839. Thal

. Treaty does not compel us in any sense t¢

go to war. That is admitted ; in view ol
the fact that a fresh agreement for thaf
very purpose was made in the year 1870
which agreement was to continue for the
period of the war, and one year after
There was no question then of going bacl
to the existing Treaty of 1839, and thaf
fact conclusively proves that we, as one ol
the signatories to that Treaty, are nof
compelled to take up arms. In regard tc
Belgium, I ask for full information on the
point. T support the appeal made on this
side of the House to the Government nol
to abandon even the last shred of hope
before we are committed to this frightful
struggle. The Foreign Becretary has him
self informed us that there have beer
attempts on the part of Germany to try
and meet our view. We all feel and know
that these nations are struggling for their
very existence, and - we must place our
selves in their position if we are to judge
the character of their position. Germany
has made, according to the Secretary for
Foreign Affairs, some advances to us with

a view to avoiding the necessity
of our going into “the field |
do ask that the most should be
made of those advances, and not

the least, and that an endeavour should
be made to enlarge them in such a way as
to avoid this terrible struggle and make
some settlement possible. I regret the tone
of the Foreign Secretary’s reference to
those advances. He had the appearance—
I may be wrong, and I hope my impression
may be dispelled—in the course of this
Debate that nothing would satisfy him
short of war. That was the impression
given to us by the language of the Foreign
Becretary. I feel very strongly on this sub-
ject. I feel that I am engaged to my Con-
stituents on this matter, and I must give
them some account of what I am doing,
and how I supported the Government
which has led us up to this position. 1
ask the Government to be prepared to
make every effort and every endeavour to
maintain peace with the rest of the world,
and, as to this horrid * balance of power,”
which one would have thought had been



disposed of by the eloguence of (Cobden
and Bright, it would be absurd for me to
say anything more where their voices have
not succeeded.

ALOTION FOT AGjJOoUurnment.

— -

Lord EDMUKNw TALBOT : May I ask the
Government what business will be taken
to-morrow !

The PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY
to the TREASURY (Mr. Hilingworth): The
Motion will be made to put forthwith all
outstanding questions in Supply and Ways
and Means Then thereafter -

Anglo-Persian Oil Company (Acquisition

of Capital) Bill;

Expiring Laws Continuance Bill ;

Education (Provision of Meals) Bill ;

and othe: icasures.

Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON: In re-
'erence to the announcement just made by
the Parliamentary Secretary. may [ ask
im where the Home Office Vote comes in1
['here was a definite and distinct arrange-
nent made through the usual channels that
nas been broken, and, without the Labour
rarty being in any way informed of the
‘hange, a new arrangement has been
ntered into.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I am very sorry
f there has been a misunderstanding. I
hought that what I now propose was
greeable to my hon. Friends, and, in sug-
testing this course, I absolutely deferred
0 them.

Mr. A. HENDERSON: I have been
peaking with Members of the Labour
)arty, and they made no such unaderstand-
ng with the Patronage Secretary, and we
l\ave been very anxicas to get this date
n order to discuss the question of acci-
lents, and other very important points
n connection with the Factories Depart-
nent. We have been held up for some
veeks until the Annual Report of the
“hief Taspector of Factories appeared. It
a8 now been published and circulated,
nd, as I have stated, I think this is the
hird time this Vote 'ias been put down,
nd now, so far as T am aware, without
ny agreement with the Labour party the
liscussion of the Factory Report is once
ore abandcned. It seems to me if it is
bandoned this time it is abandoned for
he whole of the Session, and I want to
nter & very strong protest against the
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course that Fas been outlined by the Par-
liameutary Secretary to the Treasury on
behalf of the Government.

Mr. !LLINGWORTH: II, as the hon.
Member says, there has been a misander-
standing and if the hon. Member desires
to take the Vote to-morrow, I, of course,
will fall in with his wishes, but that means
thai we could not take the outstanding
Votes until half-past ten o’clock at night,
accordiag to the Standing Ovders. If the
hon. Member wishes to press it, I, of
course, will try to comply.

R

Mr. FRANCE: May I say to the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer that I hope imme-
diately after he makes his statement to-
morrow with regard to the supply of food
in this country that he will be able to
touch on that other subject, namely, the
alleviation of distress, whether there be a
war in which this country is involved or
from the economic effects ~f war in this
country. In asking that question 1 desire
to dissociate myself entirely from the
meaning and tone of the remarks of the
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil (Mr. Keir
Hardie) on this subject. I sincerely be-
lieve that the Governinent have had this
matter under serious consideration, and I
only ask that they will make some state-
ment upon it to-morrow so as to dispel the
impression which some hon. Members are
tryiag to spread throughout the country,
that the Government arc conducting a
campaign in the interests of certain classes
only and not for the welfare of the whole
community. 1 was very sorry to hear also
the remarks of tic hon. Member for
Newcastle-under-Lyme (Mr. Wedgwood),
delivered in his usually exaggerated tone,
of which, I think, robody now takes very
much notice, and in which he tried to sug-
gest that the people should rise¢ and take
food if there is mot food possible in the
tr-:'«limgy eoun:nl, No one will feel more
sympathy, not in his private capacity
but also in a business capacity, than I do,
and as one connected with the food supply,
a~d no one will feel more anxious to deo
everything possible to make it easy for
those who are short of wages and money,
tu obtain goods at reasonable prices, and
I do dissociate myself from the remarks
to which I have referred, and I wish that
such remarks had not been made, as they
will do something to make the situation
more difficult than it is. May I say ome
word in regard to the suggestion as to the
regulation of prices. It has been sam

War sn Europe.



-

1500 MMONoON For AQjOUrnment.

[Mr. Franpece.]

are a gang of thieves, anxious only to
make money out of the situation. I think
that is a calumny and a slander which
ought not to be uttered at this stage.

"Mr. W. THORNE: What did the con-
tractors do during the Boer War? They
robbed everybody.

Mr. FRANCE: There sre certain in-
creases owing to a limited supply, owing
to the obligations to supply the Govern-
ment with food for war purposes, and
owing to the increased cost in consequence
of financial difficulties, and in financing
business. As far as I have had any ex-
perience during the last few days, it has
heen the anxious thought of every firm I
bave been associated with or have talked
with, and everyone desired, and desired
only that they may not make one single
~xtra penny of profit out of is
sad situation, but as far as vhey are able,
and (i they are supported by the Govern-
ment, in the financial operations, to dis-
tribute the food fairly and evenly through-
out the country.

Mr. LLOYD GEORGE : I can only speak
again by leave of the Housc, but I think
the question put to me by my hon. Friend
is & very important one, and I am sure that
the House would like to be assured that
the Government have taken steps. In
fact, as soon as there was any apprehen-
sion in the mind of the Government, not
that this country shouid be engaged in
war, but that there would be a European
war, one of the first questions they took
into coneideration was the question of the
food supply for the people of this country,
and we have been considering it, and been
considering it carefully and annouﬂy
For we have been in consaltation
who are specially irformed
upon | the subject, because we realise that,
m.wur, there
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An HON. MEMBER: Does the right
hon. Gentléman, as well as food aupplws
mean raw material?

Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: Yes, raw
material, whic® we regard as equali)
essential. We mean all cargoes broughi
to the United Kingdom, and not only al
cargoes brought to the United Kingdom
but by British ships anywhere in all parts
as we consider theyareengaged in thi
essential trade of Great Britain whereve
they apply. We propose to take every ste]
foi the protection of Britash shipping, anc
to enable the trade and commerce of thi
country to go on whatever happens. Tha
was the first consideration which we hav
been giving our minds to, and to-morrov
we hope to be able to make a statemen
with regard to some parts of the problem
1 am not quite sure whether we shall b«
able to make an exhaustive statement witl
regard to the whole problem, and I an
sure my hon. Friend and the Hous«
generally would infinitely prefer tha
we should take time to have a carefull)
thought out scheme rather than pre
maturely launch a scheme which might b
foond to be unworkable and productiv(
perhaps of more mischief than good. Fo
that reason, it is quite possible that to
morrow | may have to confine my state
ment with regard to the guestion of wa
risks, but if the Government have com:
to a definite conclusion with regard t(
something which is more than that, w
shall announce it at once to the country
because we realise the importance o
allaying the very natural anxiety whicl
prevails, not merely in quarter of th
House, but in every of the House
that this terrible ecalamity which ha
befallen civilisation should be productiv
of as little misery and snffering to th
people of this country as possible.

Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS: T sup
pose every one of us who sit on thes
Benches must have been very much exer
cised in mind as to whether he ough
to speak his mind here to-night or not.
have always been, since I have been !
Member of this House, some eight and |
half years now, I hope a perfectly loya
Member of the Liberal Party, and a loya
follower of the Government of the day
I have among the Gentlemen who sit o
the Front Bench men whom I am prow
to hold, not only as leaders but as per
sonal friends. and men in whom I hav
mry eunldcnm Therefore it is witl

nd profound feeling that I rise to
mwmmﬂlmthepoﬁq
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which Las been enunciated to-day. I
listened very carefully to what the Foreign
Secretary said, and 1 hope the House will
believe me when I say that I listened with
every anxiety to feel exactly as the
Foreign Secretary felt, and to agree with
him. The first question 1 asked myself
was this: What British interest is there
involved in this war which entitles the
Government to intervene in it? No trade
route is endangered as far as I was able
to understand. At all events as long as this

Motion for Adjournment.

country remained neutral with its over-

whelming Navy, you could keep clear any
trade route fer its own supply both of
food and raw materials. I asked myself
whether there had been any hint or sug-
gestion that either Egypt or India or any
British possessien in any part of the world
was menaced either by Germany or by
Austria; and, as far as I could under-
stand from the speech of the Foreign
Secretary, not a single one of our posses-
sions is endangered in any way by Ger-
many or by Austria, or indeed by any of
the belligerents. 1 asked myself, if that
he the case, has there been an ultimatum
or anything in the nature of an ultimatum
addressed to this country as was addressed
to France i—and I could hear no hint or
suggestion of any such menacing message
having becn sent to this country.

What British interest then is it-that is
at stake, so vital and so important that
this country must be hurled into this
terrrible cataclysm of a universal Euro-
pearn war?! The orly two suggestions
that seemed to me to be wade by the
Foreign Secretary were these. In the
first place—and this he put in the fore-
front of his argument—a very powerful
argument, the argument of a great and
powerful advocate—I could not help think-
ing that he disguised the motives and feel-
ings of an advocate under a very judicial
manner—the first question that the
Foreign Secretary raised was this.
said: “It is true that we are under no
treaty obligations to come to the rescue
of France in case of war. It is true that
even though the French Navy is in the

editerraneau, and the Northern coast
of France is therefore exposed to the
attacks of any fleet from Germany, be-
cause France has hitherto trusted in our
friendship.”” The Foreign Secretary very
fairly and frankly said in one part of his
speech that the distribution of the French
fleet did not imply any undertaking on
our part that we would go to the rescue
of France in case there should be war,
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even a war of aggression against France.
I thought that that was a very fair admis-
sion on the part of the Foreign Secretary.
Thercfore, as far as treaty obligations
are concerned, there is no reason why this
country, as far as I was able to gather
from the speech of the Foreign Secretary,
should go to war in order to prevent—
[An Hon. MemBEr: *“ No treaty obligations
with France!”] 1 mean with France.
There are no treaty obligations with
France which compel this country to go
to war in order to protect French territory
from an aggressive war.

Then, in order to arouse the passion of
hon. Members of this House, and, I sup-
pose, of people outside, the Foreign Sec-
retary asked this question: What would
this country do or say if they found that
the German Fleet had broken through the
North Sea, entered the English Channel, '
and was bombarding some of the towns
on the Northern coast of France? 7T felt,
as I think every hon. Member felt, that
we could not stand idly by with folded
hands while our friends were being
attacked in that way, even though there
were no treaty obligations on our
Therefore, if that were the real réason
why this country had intervemed, I, for
one, would not have disagreed with the
Government. But then the Foreign Secre-
tary, after having aroused our passion by
asking that question, went on to allay it,
as far as I could see, because he said that
Germany had offered that, if we remained
neutral, she would not use her fleet in
order to bombard the Northern coast of
France. If that be so, the great reason,
the passionate argument addressed to this
House by the Foreign Secretary, had gone
by the board, and was irrelevant to this
consideration. I sav that the one vital
matter which the Foreign Secretary put to
this House as a matter which impelled, or
ounght to impel, this country to go to war
to protect France from the aggression of
the German Navy must go by the board,
if it be true, as he said it was, that Ger-
many had made that offer.

The other argument of thefright hon.
Gentleman was the neutrality of Belgium.
I agree that if we were under any treaty
obligations to safeguard the integrity and
independence of Belgium, the Govern-
ment might conceivably be called upon to
intervene. But what has happened? As
for as I was able to gather, up to yester-
day there was no question of Germany’s

Wur in Europe.

attarking the integrity or independence
of Belgium at all. It is to-day that that
I x
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has come to pass, and after yesterday,
after the assurance given to the French

Ambassador in the terms stated by the

right hon. Gentleman, is it to be wondered

st that, when Cermaay got to know that,she

{elt that this country had practically de-
bivered an nitimatum to her, and was going

to take part in this war by the side of |

France! Therefore, with all respect, I
earnestly suggest that the Government
should, even at the eleventh hour, or after
the eleventh hour, make one more effort
to ensure peace, if possible. Why 1= it
not ible now-—-I am not going back to
ask why it was not done last Baturday—
why is it not possible to-day, to-night,
for the Goverumpent to ask Germany the

i “4d we remain neutra!, are

yoa willj-ng not to bombard the towns of |

Fraoce with your fleet, and to respect
the neutrality of Belgium!’”’ If that be
done, and Germany refuses, you have a
united country and a united party behind
you. Until that be done, I azk the Govern-
ment to stay their hand, and zive peace
one more chance.

I am pot under any (llusions about chis
matter. I remember well, and the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer rememberz better,
the war fever that swept over this country
during the Boer War. Every war is
popular iv this country. To-day thie war
may be uopopular. Certainly last week,
if you asked any man in this country,
whatever his politics might be, whether he
would calmly contemplate 'ie entrance of
this couptry into this quariel, he would
have esaid, “No.” He would have begged
and impiored the Government to stay their
hand. Evean to-day this country doee not

with w
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not there would be very little difierence it
the price we had to pay. I know that in
evitably the people of this country mus
suffer whether we go to war or not. Thy
very Bill which was introduced and car
ried into law to-day, the very discussior
we have had to-day about providing foot
for the people, the very fact that the Stocl
Exchange has been closed, the very fa¢
that hundreds of our workiien are .aem
ployed even at this time shows what
terrible calamity even a whisper of wa
must be, without sur taking any part in it
But we shall have to pa, a far greate
price if we do go to war. Has anvone eve
thought of the terrible misery, wretched
ness, and desolation which will ensue i1
this country if we go to war! Hundred:
and thousands of homes will be bereft o
their bread-winnerz, snd there will be
thousands and hundreds of thousands o
people who will be bewailing this sacrifice
of blood. It is going to be a popular wa
in another fortnight, but T would ask the
Government to take a longer view than :
fortnight or a month. What is going t

; become of our social reform if we embar}

on this hideous carnage? It is not going
to be a matter of a month or two months
It is not only going to be a matier ol
£50,000,000 or £100,000,000 -thrown intc
the sea! It is a matter which will bring

‘bankruptey possible to Lae Insurance Act

which I have always looked upon as the
grand triumph of my righi bon. Friend’s
achievemnents, and it may very well be that
the Oid Age Pensions we have given tc
our poor people cver seventy wil' ha en
dangered in a very vhort time., Tf we g«
into this war the whole fabric of our social
reform--of which we have been so proud—
the whole achievements of this Govern
ment during the last eight years, are in
peril. T urge the Government, therefore,
in the name of common sense as well as
humanity to stay their hand, and o aver!
this terrible danger from our copntry.

Mr. OUTHWAITE : It is a painful thing

~at all times for one to oppose a war once

it has been inaugurated, but 1 think that
men ',"'h" fe?l as I do in this matter would

their voices against it. At any rate, I am
to!rnﬁyhand;!mtbanhﬂﬁ
by saying what I have to say.
a!l regard this matter as serious, bu!
8 greater seriousness in the matte
1 & constitusncy as mine than in the
the constituencies of hon. Memben

s
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opposite. They will go back to their con-
stituencies, which are iargely agricultural,
and there they will find the price of the
things which their constituencics sell
rising ; war will mean an immediate profit
to them. 1 go to my constituency to-

Motion for Adjournment.

morrow ; there the factories are already

closing down—for they do not make war
with earthenware. I have not heard to-
aight any justification from the Minister
for Foreign Affairs for the bringing of
such a terror upon this land. All through
his speech he seemed to be actuated by a
veiled hostility to Germany. Germany
was the enemy. What we had to fear as
the outcome of war, if we do not enter into
it, was a predominant Germany terrorising
the world and eating up smaller states in
military aggrandisement.
injustice of that speech, the sinister in-
justice of it, makes the position more diffi-
cult for hon. Members who think like my-
self, for the right hon. Gentleman sup-
pressed one great main factor, I do not
think that during the whoi= of
9.0 pM. that speech the right hon.
Gentleman rmentioned the
name of Russia. We might have supposed
from that speech that it was powerful Ger-
many
France ! He did not tell us that the origin
of this war, so far as France is now in-
volved in it, was the mobilisation of the
Russian forces, which prevented the
localisation of the war between Austria
and Servia. I have a picture in my mind
as the outcome of this war. I think this
war may end with the inevitable ag-
grandisement of Russia and the increase
of her power in Kurope and Asia. I do
not see an all-conquering Germany as a
result of this. I see a Germany crushed,
and an all-conquering Russia. Power in
the end in such a war as this rests
with that nation which can bring its
last hundreds of thousands to the
slaughter, and it is Russia which can
bring her peasantry last into the field. A
powerful appeal was made by the rmght
wn. Gentleman, an appeal that he knew
would carry weight in this country, and
the only one that would carry weight in
this eountry--an appeal on behalf of Bel-
pium. He spoke of a small nation in
langer of oppression. He talked of the neu-
wality of Belgium. While I can un-
loubtedly see a technical violation of the
wutrality of Belgium in the marching of
roops through Belgium, that is very dif-
erent to the conquest of Bolgium by force
wnd the holding of Belgium by force.

I say that the .
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Does the Foreign Secretary ask us to
believe that Germany, witn such forces
against her after this war, is going to hold
such a country or a populous place like
Belgium in subjection, as well as Holland
wnd Denmark? That is a picture with
which he tried to frighten us. The
Forcign Secretary raises such an issue and
makes such an appeal! I ask for whom
he makes that appealt It is for Russia.
Did the right hon. Geatieman ask us to
make war to maintain the integrity of Fin-
!and, which was suppressed by this semi-
civilised. barbaric. and brutal race? Did
fe appeal to us to go to war to maintain
the integrity of Persia, when we actually
had a treaty of alliance with Russia for
its maintenance We have allowed
Northern Persia to be overrun by Russian
troops and to be secured by her. There
was a time, not very long age, when many
of my hon. Friends appealed to this coun-
try to study the rights of two small States
and the muzintenance of their integrity
against the aggrandisement of a great
nation. There was then a great Liberal
statesman leading a Liberal party. How
did the right hon. Gentleman the Minister
for Foreign Affairs. who was not then even
supporting his own party in the mainten-
ance of the right ol small States, act? He
was splitting his party on behalf of the
Government of that day.

I do not think when we realise that this
view of the outcome of this war will prob-
able be the aggrandisement of Russia,
that we have any right to appeal to this
country in support of this war as being
a war in the interests of a small State.
[(Hox. Meumsers: ‘‘Divide, divide!”’] I
am going to say what I have to say
because I shall not have an opportunity
of speaking again here, as my duty lies
amongst my starving Constituents, and
therefore I shall now say what 1 have to
say. There is one point to which I wish
tc draw the attention of the House. It
seems to me to be a very vital point.
The right bhon. Gen_tlemag spoke of _the

as the maintenance of the right of a small
State. He said that the Treaty for the
maintenance of the integrity of Belgium
was not made so much in the interests of
Belgium, but in the interests of the
antors of this treaty. If that is
sweeps by the board the whole a
that we are entering into this war for
maintenance of the rights of a small

I listened to the right hon. Centle
mmmdm&nrm’

i

i
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[{Mr. Outhwaite. ]

honestly hoping, I can honestly say, that
he would be able to justify this war, as
I thought it could not be justified. In
every sentence he uttered I hoped that
some justification would come from it. I
looked for some justification from him
for the shedding of blood, and from the
casting on one side of the moral obliga-
tions that I always thought greater than
any treaty obligations, but I did not get
it. 1 recall the words of John Bright :—

“I cannot believe that civilization in its journey
towards the sun will enter with endless night to gratify

the ambition of those men who reek to wade throug
m'w a throne and shut the gates of mercy on
¥

I regret to think that the Minister for
Foreign Affairs has precipitately, as 1
believe, involved this country in war, in-
stead of maintaining the position it once
held of splendid isolation,when this nation
could use its influence to stop the carnage
involved and to stay the slaughter and to
preserve some remnant of civilisation to
mankind.

Sir FREDERICK LOW: I do not rise

for the purpose of making a speech,but for
the purpose of asking a question, and that
question is this: Whether the Chancellor
of the Exchequer, when he comes to make
his statement to-morrow, will be able to
give us some information as to what steps
it is intended to take with regard to the
currency, and especially with regard to the
circulation of notes?

Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: I propose to
make a statement which will cover that
particular question to-morrow.

Mr. REMNANT : Will that include the
possibility of fixing the price of food
stuffs ?

Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: I am not sure
I shall be able to say anything about that
to-morrow. '

Mr. KING: This is a question which cer-
tainly deserves long and considerable dis-
cussion. [Honx. Mgewsers: “ Divide!
Divide!”] I do not see why those who
are disinclined either to listen or to speak
should stay at all. I feel very flattered
myself when they begin to shout ““ Divide !
Divide!” because then I know the re-
marks I am making are going home. There
are one or two aspects of this Debate
which st.uck me as rather remarkable.
One of these is this. That although we
have evidence of great numbers of sup-
porters of the Government still backing
them up—~lthoggh we have the whole of
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the official Opposition supporting the Gov-
ernment-—we have heard during the course
of this Debate, I think, only one whole-
hearted speech supporting the policy out-
lined by the Foreign Secretary this after-
noon. Why is it that supporters of this
policy have lost their voice?! Are they
afraid or are they ashamed, or why is it
that we heard practically no defence from
either side of the House, with the one ex-
ception to which I have referred, for the
policy of the right hon. Gentleman? This
is all the more remarkable in the casc of
the Opposition, because only a fortnight
or three weeks ago they described Gentle-
men sitting on the Government Bench as
the most incompetent, policyless people
yeu could find. It was said that their orlv
policy was that they were drifting to
disaster, and T remember that the Leader
of the Opposition, in the discussion on the
Foreign Office Vote, telling the Foreign
Secretary that if he could not use his influ-
ence to preserve peace in his own land, he
could do no good at all abroad Why is it
that the Leader of the Opposition is n
here now! [Hox. Memeers: ‘‘ Divide,
divide ! ”’ angd interruptions.]

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is
matter of the utmost gravity. The hon.
Member should not be interrupted.

Mr. KING: It is a subject of the deepest
interest, I venture to say, to the country

~and to the House, and if this policy is sup-

ported by the Opposition, why should we
only have a few perfunctory words from
the Leader of the Opposition? I feel the
more compelled to ask this, because the
whole of the policy which has brought us
to this pass is in direct opposition to the
traditional policy of the late Lord Salis-
bury. His policy was not the balance of
power, but the concert of Europe, not
making agreement on one side with one
Power and having understandings on
one side with another Power, but freedom
from all foreign complications. It is that
traditional policy of the Conservative
party by one of the greatest Foreign
Ministers that party has ever had up to
the present day, Lord Salisbury, which
was thrown overboard some ten years ago,
and which has brought Europe to certainly
the most lamentable condition which it has
ever been in since the days of Napoleon.

There is another question or two which

1 should like to address to the Govern-
ment Front Bench. 1 want tc know
whether the policy on which we are
embarking has the support of the united
Cabinet. We hear rumours, both inside
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the House and outside, that there are
divisions, and that even one Cabinet
Minister has resigned. I hope that is not
so. I admire the Cabinet, and I admire
some of its Members much more than
others, and if it is one of those I most
admire, I should find my confidence in
them much shaken. If, on the other
hand, they are all united, having as they
have a much better opportunity for judg-
ing this question than I have, if ] am told
to-night that there is a united Cabinet
upon this subject, I shall be very much
relieved, and much more inclined ?
support ‘the Government in this matter.

An HON. MEMBER : That is a wicked
suggestion !

Mr. KING: The hon. Gentleman has no
right to make that remark. The only
sugtestion I made was that we should have
some information from the Front Bench:
to say that is a wicked suggestion, I will
not stigmatise in the way I should like the
conduct of the hon. Member. The right
hon. Gentleman said there was one bright
spot in connection with this question, and
it was Ireland. Why have we not had
some assurances from the Cmunahve
Members from Ireland that they are going
to stand patriotically by the Nationalist
Members in this crisis?! 1 was glad to
hear the hon. and learned Member for
Waterford say that the difficulties of the
nation and the Empma were going to have
prior consideration in his policy, even
above the demands of Ireland. Why
have we not had some similiar statement
from the Ulster Tories!

Viscount CASTLEREAGH: There is no
doubt about our patrictism.

Nir. KING: A short time ago the hon.
Members with whom the Noble Lord
opposite works were declaring that they
would invite the Kaiser over—-

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER (Mr. Whit-
ley): We are discussing a matter of such
great gravity that I hope the hon. Member
will not enter into any irrelevant ques-
tions

Mr. KING: ] beg to withdraw my re-
mark. ([An Hos. Mewmser: “‘It is
scandalous!’’} I do not think what I am
going to say 1s irrelevant. If we are going
into & war aganst Geermany, and if that
war is going to be enthusiastically sup-
ported by the Ulster Tories, let them re-
member this—{Hox. Memrers: “ Order,
“Order!”] ,
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Mr. REMNANT: The matter is too
serious.

Mr. KING: I ask hon. Members oppo-
site to remember this—-{Hox. MeusERs
“Order !’] What I am going to say is
perfectly in order. They are going to
fight against the most Protestant Power
on the Continent of Europe—

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: In this
matter I think I may act for the House,
and say that we are discussing a matter
of the deepest gravity, and it is most ua-
desirable to complicate it with matters
which have nothing to do with it. I hope
the hon. Member will observe that.

Mr. KING: T still maintain that I ha‘d
said nothing which is out of order.

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have not
attempted to deal with the hon. Member
on a matter of strict order. We are here
on a graver occasion than to deal with
matters of order.

Mr. KING: I pass from that, and I say
without any hesitation that the House
and the country has not sufficiently real-
ised that if we are going into this war, it
is & war against German civilisation, and
the German people who are our fnends,
and the German Government is not. The
bureaucracy and the military caste that
mismanaged, and I believe grossly mis-
managed, the affairs of Germany, are the
enemies of the peace of Europe, and it is
that caste and those men that we have to
stand out against. Old man as I am, if I
were asked to take up arms and fight
myself against those men, I would be glad
to do it. But the misery and tragedy of
the position is this: We cannot fight
against those masters of tyranny, and
agdinst those men who misgovern, with-
out fighting at the same {ime against the
German people. That is what puts many
of us in the gravest difficulty. That is
what makes this matter to me personally
a question of intense pain and trial. I
have many dear personal friends in
Germany whom I value and respeet and
love as much as any men on earth, and to
think that from this time forward, not
only for a few years but perhaps for the
rest of my life, I am to be estranged from
the influence of those men by a tragedy
of this sort is something which I cannot
contemplate in silence or light-heartediy
say that ii must come, and it is not some-
thinglcw’illowtocomtopuamth
out uttering one more warning, und if it
be not too late a plea !‘or a reconsidera-
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tion of this question. When we are going
into a war like this, we cannot say we are
fighting for the small independent State of
Belgium. I admit that is a aoble object
on which to shed blood and money. We
cannot even say that we are fighting for
the integrity and independence of a great
Power like France. We must look upon
this question as a whole, and remember
that we are fighting for Russia when we
are fighting against Germany, and that if
Germany stands for tyrannical Govern-
ment, Russia stands for atrocious tyran-
nical Government.

Sir J. D. REES: Is the hon. Member

in order in accusing a friendly Power of

atroci. s tyrannical government 1 I believe
it Las been ruled that an hon. Member is
not in order in using such language in re-
gard to this particular Power. '

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 do not think
the hon. Member was going quite so far as
the hon. Baronet has indicated. I may
perhaps again suggest that it does not add
to the strength of the hon, Member’s case
to use language of that kind.

Mr, KING: I shall be glad to withdraw
anything I have said which is inappropri-
ate or objectionable, but I cannot put
aside this plain fact, that in Russia at the
present moment you have 100,000 people in
prison withou: a trial. You have three
executions a day, or over 1,000 a year, of
men who are executed under martial law
without even a semblance of a trial at all.
You have, moreover, this fact, that a few
weeks ago, just before the time of mobili-
sation in Russia, you had uprisings, strikes,
and threats of civil war, such as have not
been known there for half a dozen years.
As one who has tried to understand the
affairs of Russia, I believe that this dia-
bolical mobilisation of the forces of Russia
was largely occasioned by her own internal
difficulties. In order to save the
position, the emocluments and the preroga-
tives of men in power in that Iand, they
bave mobilised their Army, and thrown
the whole of Europe into a conflagration
of war. They have done that not from
any patriotic motives, not because they
really want to preserve any great ideal, but

their own position, power, and
place are in danger. Remember—]
remewmber it, and I cannot forget it, and
as far as it is in my power I will make
others remember it—that if we are fight-

ingmﬂmmywmﬁghti for
Russia, and if we are fighting for ;‘ﬁuis
&t the present time we are ting for an
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amount of tyranny and injustice and
cruelty which it is quite impossible t¢
think of without the deepest indignation,
We must not look merely at the question
of the neutrality of Belgium, and the
freedom of attack of the Northern ports
of France—after all, these ports are oniy
small spots in the great field of war. Let
us at least carefully consider the whole
question, and let us realise something more
of the great issues involved.

War in Europe.

I shall only touch upon one more aspect
which seems to me not without deep
significance. Only five weeks ago we
heard of the assassination of the Crown
Prince of Austria-Hungary, and we all know
that it was that assassination that has led
by a strange, swift series of events to the
present terrible state of affairs. When,
on Tuesday the 30th of June, the Prime
Minister came down to the House and
proposed a Resolution which was accepted
in solemn silence, and with the deepest
feeling and approval, I helieve that by the
whole House, absolutely irrespective
of parties or personalities, he moved
an address of sympathy not only with
His Imperial and Royal Majesty the
Emperor of Austria and the King
of Hungary on the part of this House,
but their sympathy also with the
peoples of the Dual Monarchy. He spoke
in words which impressed the House
deeply at the time, and said we felt “a
tender respect for the great family of
nations of which the Austrian Emperor is
the head, and our hearts g0 out to them
i affectionate sympathy.” It is affec-
tionate

sympathy five weeks ago
for the men and the peop''s of
the nations that we are going

to wage war against perhaps to-morrow!
That scems to me a tragic, and 1 would g0
further and say a bitter and cynical fact.
Is our foreign policy so shifting and
chauging, so liable to sudden emotions and
rapid revolutions, that the people to whom
we express with absolute unanimity one
day our affectionate sympathy we declare
to be our foes the next! Whatever this
House decides to do, whatever may be the
line taken by the Government, I may add
perhaps, and add seriously, that whatever
mistakes of taste or language I have made
here to-night, I am not afraid and I am
not ashamed to have stood up here and
said that this is not a simple question of
the neutrality of Belgium, nor a simple
question of whether the Northern ports of
France shall be shelled and bombarded.
It is a question we must consider in all
its bearings, and I believe, from all I have
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heard and all I can think and-judge of
this question, that the policy of the
QGovernment has been too precipitate and
that they have not sufficiently realised that
though they may fight for the right,
honour and just cause in one part of
Europe, they on this occasion will be fight-
ing for tyranny, injustice, and reaction in
other parts of Europe.

Sir J. JARDINE (indistinetly heard): 1
feel the gravity of this occasion, and I
think that I may be pardoned for saying
plainly what I think about the speech
made by the Foreign Secretary to-day and
the policy he has outlined. As a Liberal
sent here two or three times by my Con-
stituents to carry out peace, retrench-
ment, and reform, I feel with the deepest
seriousness any approach of war, because
I ‘know that war contradicts all those
three topics. The one thing which gave
me most satisfaction in the right hon.
Gentleman’s speech was the statement
that up till now no ultimatum has been
presented to Germany, nor has any threat
been mode. It was said, too, that there
was no war proclaimed between Russia
and Austria, and that neither had Germany
declared war against France. There
seemed therefore to he some opportunities
for further negotiations. That appeared
to be clear from what was said about an
offer made by the German Government as
regarded Belgium, and as regarded the
French ports on the British Channel
The Foreign Secretary would greatly add
to the laurels he has already gained in
diplomacy if he could carry those negotia-
tions further. It may take up time, but if
by any chance the nation can avoid going
into hostilities with Germany the gain will
be immense. There are ways in diplomacy
of settling without war the tearing up of
a treaty, as we saw on the occasion of the
annexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and
when a great Yower sent her ships through
the Dardenelles.
matter of going through Belgium might
be accomplished without loss of honour
even to a great nation. After all, the one
great consideration is this: What are we
going to gainorlose?! Innearly every war
the warlike nation loses a great deal. Our
commerce and our manufacturing business
will be injured. The effect will be felt
throughout afl the British Colonies in the
world, in the ‘commercial centres, and
widespread ruin is likely {0 occur there.
Already it has begun. The working class
in Germany are dead against this war.
Many in France, too, are strongly against
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it, and I have not tihe least doubt when
the right hon. Baronet’s speech comes to
be read in the manufacturing towns in the
North there will be a strong feeling agaiuse
our entering into hostilities under the cir-
cumstances.

It may bave to be admitted that war may
result through no fault of ours, but we
have to remember those who suffer so
much when war begins, and we must also
recognise the fact that it is likely to create
feeling against the Minister who is respon-
«ible for the war. 1In many parts I believe
the nation is not yet informed of the cir-
cumstances. It is only a few days since I
returnel from Bcotland, and I can tell the
House that there was not the least suspi-
cion there that anything like this was
going to be debated. The mnfinds of the
pecple were éxercised more over the Irish
question, and on the question whether the
Amendiag Bill or the original Home Rule
Bill would pass. Speeches were made on
that subject in profusion, but not a single
word was said about the balance of power
in Europe or about the fact that we were
likely to be involved in war on that
account. I therefore put in a plea for
diplomatic delay, if it be possible. Mem-
bers on all sides no doubt appreciate the
gravity of our Debate to-night, and I am
not going to suggest that anyone is taking
a light-hearted view of the subject. But
therc are many outside whe do do so, and
they help to make up public spinion, with
the result that we are entering on this
venture in somewhat the same spirit as we
might take part in a gorgeous parade or
in a magnificent picnic at somebody else’s
cxpense. In a short time the reckoning
mey come. /There was a curious commen-
tary on this in connection with the Crimean
War. Two or three months after that war
was commenced Lord Aberdeen, at Ox-
ford, wept tears over Cobden’s shoulders
because he said he had been pressed into
the war by his colleagues against his better
judgment. I ask the Prime Minister to
hold out nothing in the nature of a threat
to GGermany, but to delay matters as long
as possible, and to remember how the

War in Europe.

* reasons which were advanced for our em-

barking on warfare in Afghanistan—rea-
sons which suggested an inevitable attack
upon India by Russia—have been alto-
gether falsified by events. You can always
conjure up imaginary dangers, and dangers
which are probable or problematie, but in
so doing you may be running the risk of
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 [8ir J. Jardine.) ‘
real danger, and you may incur certain
evil in order to ward off a danger which in
fact might never arise.

Mr. ANEURIN WILLIAMS: It is
always a painful thing for a Member of
this House, and especially one with com-
paratively little experience, to give ex-
presgion to criticisms of hs own party,
and it is more especially painful to do it
on a great and tragic occasion like this,
and against what appears to be the strong
stream of opinion of one’s fellow country-
men. Nevertheless every Member must
remember that he has a responsibility for
the bloodshed and suffering which may be
caused not only to his own fellow country-
men, but to all the nations of Europe in
the course of the next few weeks, and I
therefore feel I cannot sit silent without
stating that I am not satisfied the Gov-
ernment has done all it possibly could for
peace. It may be that within the last few
weeks or months they may have done so,
but I for one cannot forget the anti-
German policy which had been pursued for
many years, and I cannot shut my ears
to the anti-German tone which, I regret to
say, seemed to be so evident in the speech
of the Becretary of State for Foreign
Affairs to-day. The policy which the Gov-
ernment is now pursuing is one which has
been demanded by the anti-German Press
in this country with great violence for a
week or more, and the Government are
now receiving the most enthusiastic sup-
port from these who have been crying out
against Germany for years past. 1 feel
bound to support, however feebly, the
definite suggeetion made by the hon. Mem-
ber for the Carmarthen Boroughs (Mr.
Liewelyn Williams), because it seemed to
me that cven, at the last hour, it contained
jome glimmer of hope and that it consti-
tuted a chance which ought not to be
thrown away. The suggestion was that
we should make a definite and unmistak-
able offer to Germany. We should nct
oll her in general terms that her offer is
o broad enough, but we should make a
ofibite offer that we on our part will re-
nain neutral in this war on two conditions.
Fhe first condition, of cotirse, is that the
ern ports of France shall not be
eked. We have been told to-day that
¥e have no obligation to France except in
'egard to those Northern ports. As I
that statement it was that the

Fremch fleet bad been removed to the
Mediterranean in order that our fleet
night be bronght into Northern waters,
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and to-day we were told that that had
practically created on our part an honour-
able obligation to defend the Northern
ports of France in return. That pledge
seems to have been given yesterd:y, and it
strikes me that it is totally inconsistent
with the assurances that have been given
from time to time by the Government in
this House—assurances quoted by my
hon. Friend the ‘Member for Dum-
friesshire—which amounted to this,
that we were under no obligations.
However, that is done with. I think the
House has been misled in that matter, and
I think the Hous. would rather have sacri-
ficed a very large sum of money in building
additional ships than that we should come
under an obligation to defend the French
ports in the way that we seem to have
done. On this point Germany has
expressed a willingness to meet us. There-
fore, the remaining point is the ome of
greater difficulty—1 mean with regard to
Belgium. Here it is very easy to fix our eyes
upon the wrong whicl. Germany has done
within the last few hours, but great
matters between great nations caunot be
wholly settled by such a short viéw as that.
I venture to say that if the sttitude of
Great Britain towards Germany for years
past had been different from what it has
been, we might not to-day have to lament
the lawless act Gerrrany has committed
towards Belgium.

If we had, even within the last ten days,
not to go further back, pressed Russia not
to go on mobilising her troops while nego-
tiations were going on and while the

‘German Emperor was doing his very

utmost in the cause of peace, we might
not to-day have to regret this lawless act
of Germany. Did we bring such pressure
upon Russia! We have had no assurance
given of it to-‘ay. Not one word was said
on that point by the Secretary for Foreign
Affairs. It is, in one sense, too late to
think of thisnow. Whatever have been the
sins committed by Germany and whatever
bave been the sins committed against her,
the fact remains that she has put herself
entirely in the wrong by her action to-
wards Belgium. I do not, however, be-
lieve—I cling to the hope, at any rate, that
it is not too late to try to get some agree-
ment on this point. It is because of that
that I rise to support the suggestion of
my hon. Friend the Member for the Car-
marthen Boroughs, that we should make
a definite offer to Germany now, at the last
moment, that if the neutrality of Belgium
be respected, in addition to her promise



1873  Motion for Adjournment.

not to bombard or attack the Northern
ports of France, then we will maintain
neutrality in this war. If that offer is put
definitely, it will be on record, and it wiii
have cleared—so far as it is possible now
to clear it—our responsibility in this
matter. If it is not successful, we shall, at
any rete, have made our effort at this last
moment. If, on the other hand, it happily
should be successful, then, no doubt, ve
shall have saved our own country, and to
some extent other countries as well, from
an enormous catastrophe, which seem:
destined to throw back the civilisation cof
the western world for a whole generation
and, perhaps, much longer.

Sir WILLIAM BYLES (indistinetly
heard): 1 feel irvesistibly impelled to
trouble the House with two or three
thoughts which are passing through my

mind on this exciting day. We saw here

a remarkable scene. The House crowded
at every corner, the galleries crowded,
and great eagerness on the part of
Members. If one goes outeide the House
one sees the samc: excitement, because
England is plunging into war, which I am
afraid will far too soon become popular.
We heard the shouts of exultation which
came from the other side. It is not more
than a dozem men in Europe that have
brought this thing about, yet tens of
hundreds of thousands of people in these
four or five nations will be reduced to
terrible want and misery. That is what
men shout about with glee! It is not a
war to defend our hearths and homes. If
it were, I could understand this exulta-
tion. It is to defend our honour. I hope
I do not value honour more lightly than
any of my colleagues. It is for honour
that a German duellist fights his feilow
officer. Whether he kills his opponent or
is killed by him, honour is revenged. So
it is to be now. We are to hire a number
of men, a number of soldiers, to go and
blow out the brains of another number of
men. [An Hon. Mewsen: “ Why do you
not serve yourself!”’] To vindicate our
honour. [Interruptior ] I want to put
considerations before the JTouse which
come from Mr. Norman Angell, the man
who has, perhaps, done more to under-
mine the spirit and theory of war than
any other living man. He asks, if
England is o go to war with Germany,
if the German soldiers cross the frontier,
would England go to war with France if
French soldiers violated the neutrality of
Belgium {
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Mr. CROFT: Suppose Germany declares
war!

Sir W. BYLES: England contracted in
1870 that she would help either France or
Germany to defend Belgian territory, but
there was this proviso in the first article
of the Anglo-German and the Anglo-
French agreement:—

* It is clearly nnderstood that Her Majesty the Queen

does not engage herself by this treaty to take part in
the general operations of the war beyoud the limits of
Belgium."”
Can we be left out of the general limits of
the war! Everybody knows that once we
enter upon this terrible struggle, no man
can predict how deeply we may get in, or
how far-reaching may be the results. In
my judgment it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to defend its own people and loox
after their happiness and develop the arts.
of peace, and it is violating that duty to
plunge the nation into war. There is no
declaration of war yet, and the House of
Commons can stop it. There is still time.
I am an old man and have been fighting
for peace all my life, and I should be turn-
ing my back on myself, I should be denying
my whole past, if I were to vote in sup-
port of the policy which has been put
before us by tiie Government which I
have supported with fidelity, with affec-
tion, and with hope. I implore them now
not to lead the nation into this disaster.

Mr. ANNAN BRYCE: The hon. Mem-
ber (Mr. Aneurin Williams) assumed that
he was speaking against the general stream
of opinion in this country when he op-

- posed the making of war and the giving

up of neutrality by this country. I do not
think he is right. I believe the great body
of opinion in this country is for maintain-
ing our neatrality in this war, and the
striking evidence of that was that during
the whole course of the speech of the
Foreign Minister this afternoon there was
not one single cheer from this side of the
House. The whole of the cheering came
from the other side. [HoN. MzMsBERS:
‘“That is absolutely untrue !’}

Sir CHARLES HENRY : I hope no such
statement as that will be made. I sat in
that part of the House, and the Foreign
Secretary was cheered time after time.
Hon. Members above the Gangway were in
complete with him. [Hox. Mex-
pers: “‘ Withdraw | ”’]

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the hon.
Member inadvertently made an incorrect
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[(Mr. Deputy-Speaker,]
statement, which he of course believes,
bon. Members mus: allow him, if he de-
sires, to explain his statement.

An HON. MEMBER : Ile ought not to
make an untrue statement.

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: An bon
Member can inadvertently make an in-
<correct statement, but he is not likely to
make any exaggerated statement unless he
believes it to be true.

Mr. BRYCE: I am sorry if I made a
statement which was incorrect. I was only
speaking from my own observation. I was
standing at the Bar during the whole of
the speech, and attempted to estimate
what respective support the Foreign
Secretary derived from expressions of
opinion in the House on the statement
which he made. My impression was the
impression to which I have given utter-
ance, and if I was wrong, I am very sorry.
At all events, only one Member from this
side has spoken in favour of the state-
ment of the Foreign Minister. That, at
all events, is an accurate statement.

Sir G. PARKER: There are plonty of
Liberals who will support vou.

Mr. BRYCE : That we shall see in the
future. In the meantime 1 think the
country will want more explanation than
we have had to-day as to the reasons

why the Government is taking the
«<ourse which they propose to take. The
Foreign Minister promised papers. One

interesting thing to be seen in the papers
will be what efforts he has made to get

the French to refuse to join’

-'10.0 ».m. in this enterprise. He dealt

very lightly with the question
! the participation of France with Russia.
#He said it was a matter in which the
French had no interest any more than we,
but they felt themselves bound in honour
%0 support the Bervian and the Russian
case against Austria and Germany. He
made one remarkable statement that he
«did not know what the obligations of the
French avere towards the Russians under
the Treaty of Alliance between those two
Powers. It is a curious thing that the
Foreign Minister of this country should
not know what must be an elementary
fact necessary for the proper diplomatic
handling of vsrious questions. However,
we must accept the statemeni which Le has
made. But there is another remarkable
fact that the Italians are taking up an
attitude of absolute neutrality in these
enterprises. If the Italians were able to
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withhold from this participation, how
does it come that the French were not
equally able to withhold from participa-
tion in the Russian enterprise! In

War in Burops.

this course of events, we have the
French joining the Russians on a
point of honour and we are join-

ing the French on a point of honour
—a regular house that Jack built.
The French have no direct interest
and we have no direct interest, and
yet we are both going to compro-
mise the future of our history. Every-
one knows that the real interest of
the French is not under their engagement
with Russia, but because they wisk to
get back Alsace-Lorraine. We have no
such object. Are we going to help the
French to get back Alsace-Lorraine? In
fact, we are being asked to undertake an
enterprise which is going to lead to the
loss of perhaps hundreds of thousands of
lives and certainly millions of money to us.

I was astonished to hear the minimising
by the Foreign Secretary of the difference
between standing out of the war and go'ng
into it. Surely there is all the difference
in the world between being neutral and
taking part in a war of this kind! If we
take part in a war we expose ourselves to
the risk of capture at sea. At the very
beginning that is what will happen to us.
There may be privateers fitted out against
us. The trade routes by which food and
raw materials come to this country may be
at once interrupted, and, from the case of
the ‘“ Alabama,” we may know what au
immense time it may take for us to cap-
ture one single hostile privateer. 1
always cpposed the continual increases of
our Navy for this very reason, that the
stronger your Navy grows the more you
wish to use it, and no one can have read
the speeches which have been made in
Parliament during the last four or five
years without seeing the inevitable ten-
dency to which we are drifting under this
vastly increased expenditure. Therefore,
I think the country wil! not be behind the
Government in their present enterprise
unless the Government can give much
more salisfactory reasons than they have
so far given for the course which they
propose to adopt.

Mr. DENMAN : The value of this Debate
is to show that there iz i~ this country a

certain volume of public opinion—how
strong we cannot yet tell—t has not
yet lost its patience. The position as we
have it to-day is that the is not yet

closed. There is no declaration of war,
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and the speech of the Foreign Secretary
did not imply that in the immediate future
there would be a declaration of war. The
position that we on this side, or at any
rate | myself, take is that of urging that
the door shall not be lightly closed. It
is very easy in these moments for patience
to become exhausted, and I think the
great mass of the people would feel that
we in this House had committed a crime
unless we, before the outbreak of war,
had shown the utmost patience consistent
with our national honour.
all, is it that we are to go to war about?
It is the obligations and the vital interests
in eonnection with two Powers. The first
of these Powers is France and the second
is Belgium. We have already learned
regarding France that our obligations of
bonour and our direct interests are not in-
consistent with neutrality and agreement
with Germany. With regard to Belginm,
I do put this onme consideration to the
House: How are we to enforce Belgian
neutrality? There are three possible
ways. We are urged to undertake a
naval war with that object. Burely it is
clear to everybody in this House that no
naval war could preserve that neutrality'
If our desire is to prevent the passage of
German troops across Belgium, what
nav:l war would prevent that?! The
second alternative is to wage a military
compaign and land an expeditionary force
in Belgium. Does anyone really think that
it is in the best interests of Belgium to
make it the cockpit of this Armageddon?
To make Belgium the scene of a vast
European War is not in the best interests
of the country whose neutrality we wish
to guarantee. BSurely, if we were that
country, small and comparatively defence-
less, desiring to maintain our independ-
ence, would we not prefer that a force
should pass through our boundaries rather
than that our territory should be the scene
of one of the bloodiest conflicts in modern
times, provided that our ulti.nate in-
dependence was absolutely secure !

Motwn for Adjournment,

The third way is that of utilising the
power which our neutrality gives. The
Noble Lord inquired what independence
would be left. I really cannot see the
force of that argument. The Foreign
Secretary made a great point of it. You,
Mr. Sreaxer, are intimately acquainted
by every tradition with a border county
[An Hox, Mremner: “Speak up!”}—a
border county which was seldom neutral
in the conflicts between Scotland and
England. If you had been living there
then, and had had a guarantee of the
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neutrality of your county in a conflict
between Scotland and England, would you
not have preferred that the forces of Scot-
land, let us say, should pass through
Cumberland rather than that the conflict
should take place in that county if that
end could have been attained by allow-
ing the forces to pass through? Surely
it 18 in the interests of the smaller country
that it should not be made the battle-
grovnd of a European conflict, and that
the forces should have a peaceful passage
through it, provided that the country has
a guarantee of ultimate independence. { An
Hox. Memser: ‘“ Who is to give the guar-
antee?’’] We on this side have been
accused of advocating a course that in-
volves national cowardice. It is not
always easy to analyse motives, and [ do
not think that the general opinion of this
House would accuse the hon. Member for
Leicester (Mr. Ramsay Macdonald) of
cowardice. Noi, on the other hand,
would it accuse other Members who have
spoken in favour of war of showing
special bravery. [ would only say that if
there are Members in the Government who
find that they cannot support a policy
of war, neither their party nor the
country will think that they are guilty of
cowardice.

Mr. ELLIS DAVIES: ] want to exoress
my own appreciation, and I think the ap-
preciation of the country, of the efforts
made by the Foreign Secretary in endea-
vouring to localise the war. I desire to
dissociate myself from the attacks made
to-day upon the right hon. Gentleman. 1
think I can go further and say that what-
ever may be ‘the result of th crisis in
which we find ourselves, the country un-
doubtedly appreciates the efforts both of
the Government and the Opposition to
secure honourable peace. There can
be no doubt in my mind that the para-
mount interest of this country is peace.
The great desire of the people of this
country is that the Government should, if
it 18 in any way possible, maintain
neutrality in the conflict which is taking
place. I venture to ask whether it is yet
too late to consider the proposal made by
Germany, because I understand that the
latest information is that there has been
no violation of the neutrality of Belgium.
If that be so, I wish to add my appeal that
the suggestion put forward Germany
may be seriously considered. I can claim
that I have voted for a strong Navy, costly
as that has been, because I desire to see
this country placed in a position not only
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[(Mr. E. Davies.]

to defend its own interests, but also to de-
fend the interests of those with whom we
may be allied After being in the
country, I know that I am expressing the
feeling of the enormous majority of the
people with whom I came in contact when
T say that their earnest prayer is that the
Government and the Opposition should
put forward every effort possible either to
localise the war in Europe, or, in any
event, to maintain our neutrality in the
conflict that is going on.

Mr. PRINGLE: I regret, in the first
place, to dissociate myself from a number
of Friends with whom on other occasions
I am proud to eorve. I think it is unfor-
tunate that we have had almost a stream
of speeches all on a single line on this side
of the House. I think it is important to
show that that section on these benches
has been vocal out of proportion to its
numbers, I regret some of these speeches,
because of the attacks made upon my right
hon, Friend the Secretary of State for
Foreign Affairs. Personally, T have not
always supported his foreign policy. I had
always grave doubts of the policy of
engagements with Continental Powers,
but we have in the present situation to
consider our obligations in view of the
policy adopted by successive Governments
in this country. But that was not the
primary consideration in my mind. Like,
I believe, hon. Member: in all parts of the
House, I have viewed the situatjon to
which this erisis has given rise with grave
anxiety, and I have endeavoured, so far
as I possibly could, to reach a just con-
clusion regarding the proper course for
this country to adopt. As a Liberal I
thought the best policy to adopt was to
g0 to the fountain of the Gladstonian
tradition. The hon. Member for Leicester
to-day accused the Government of dspart-
ing from the traditions of the Libers!
party. I do not know what title he has to
speak of the traditions of the Liberal
party, but I think that no Liberal can find
any better exponent of the traditions of
the Liberal party than the late Mr.
Gladstone. \

Mr. Gladstone had a situation very
similar to that with which we are faced
to-day. A question of the neutrality of
Belgium was raised in 1870, and I find in
the “Life of Mr. Gladstons,” by Lord
Morley, this question dealt with in two
letters which Mr. Gladstone wrote at that

time to Mr. Bright, and the latter portion
of the second letter seems to be conclu-
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sive as to the position. He said that if
in this conflict Belgium was swallowed
up in the maw of any great State, owing
to domestic ambition, that would be the
extinetion of public law in Europe. And
that, to my mind, brings out clearly the
great fundamental issue which underlies
the present war. The issue which will
divide the parties, apart altogethef from
these minor matters of Treaty obligation
and breach of them on this side or that,
the fundamental issue will be the conflict
between the forces which represent blood
and iron and the fqrees which represent
international morality. [(Hox. MEMBERs:
“Russia!’’] So far as we are concerned,
we are not in this because of Russia's
action. Those who speak: of Liberal
tradition are following these traditions
strangely when they attack Russia. They
are rather following the Beaconsfield
tradition. I do not remember the conflict
of 1878, The right hon. Gentleman
opposite (Mr. Balfour) remembers it and
he bore a share in it. But the real issue
as between Lord Beaconsfield and Mr.
Gladstone was this matter of the distrust
of Russia and the opposite position held
by Mr. Gladstone. I am not here to con-
done many of the actions which Russia
has taken, but I am prepared to substanti-
ate this, that in every action that Russia
has taken in South-Eastern Europe Russia
has been the friend of liberty. [Hox.
Meusers: “Persia!”] I said South-
Eastern Europe. I hold that so far as we
arc concerned the Russian question does
not arise. It is the German attack upon
France which has brought us in, and in
addition to that the German violation of
Belgium neutrality. And I say that in
these two things iz involved the funda-
mental issue which I have mentioned, the
issue between international obligations
and international morality on one side and
{he forces of blood and iron on the other.
We are here once more face to face with
that great difficulty. 1t is once more a
question whether the tradition which
triumphed in 1870 is still to be predomi-
nant in Europe. We who hold to the
Liberal tradition, and still honour Mr.
Gladstone’s ideas, are bound in a conflict
of this kind to range ourselves on the side
of international morality againit the
forces of blood and iron.

Mr. BALFOUR: I do not rise to con-
tinue the argument upon the policy of the
Government announced so eloquently anl
so admirably by the Foreign Secretary this
afternoon. I rise simply in comsequence

War in Europe.
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of an observation that fell from the hon.
Gentleman who has just sat down (Mr.
Pringle), at the beginning of his speech.
With the general tenor of that speech 1
am greatly in agreement. But he began
by expressing a regret, in the first instance,
that tl.ere should have been a series of
speeches delivered onc after another on
this Motion which might give, I will not
say the public of this country, but the
people in foreign countries, less acquainted
than we are with our Parliamentary pro-
cedure and the weight and value of par-
ticular Parhamemary transactions, an
entirely false view of what the impression
of this House is, or of the whole public of
which this House is the representative. I
hope the hon. Gentleman who has just sat
down is mistaken in that. I believe he is
mistaken. The facts are so palpable and
so obvious that I do not think that any-
body who really studies the Debate doubts
whai those facts are. We are not now
discussing in any effective sense the policy
of His Majesty’s Government.
dealing with any Resolution which touches
the policy of His Majesty’s Government.

The question before the House is not the
policy of His Majesty’s Government, but
the adjournment of the House, an adjourn-
ment which must take place in the ordinary
course, seeing that all the business of the
day is now coneluded. On that questlon
[ do not think even in ordinary circum-
stances that it would be possible to have
an effective discussion or come to any
resolution. But these are not all the
rircumstances. Anybody who has watched
the House in this Debate knows perfectly
well why we are met here, and why
we have to sit here. It is because
various Gentlemen below the Gangway
sitting in one quarter of the House desire
‘0 express their views to us. We know
perfectly well this is not a Debate upon the
remendous national issue brought before
1s earlier in the day. Nominally we are
liscussing the same subject, whereas tho
House of Commons, in its strength, was
ralled together this afternoon to hear an
:xposition of policy upon an occasion to
vhich there has been no parallel in our life-
ame, and may be no parallel in the life-
dne of those of the next generation,
vhat we have been having to-night are
he very dregs and lees of the Debate, in
10 sense representing the various views of
Members of this House. The hon. Gentle-
nena who have spoken, I hope, will not for
» moment think that I am attacking themn
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individually or suggesting for a moment
there was any lack of earnestness, sin-
cerity, or ability in their speeches.

All 1 say is that this is not a Debate on
the great question before the country. It
does not represent what the House of
Commons thinks on the question, and 1
say that, under those circumstances, lest
some general misconception, such as
spoken of by the hon. Member who has
just sat down, should obtain currency at
Home and abroad, I would venture
very respectfully to suggest, in the
general interest, that this Debate should
be brought to a close. Let the
House remember that the Prime Minister
at half-past four o’clock promised a
full opportunity for debating the policy
of the Government. That will come. I do
not know exactly what the occasion chosen
by the Prime Minister will be, but I
imagine it would be on some Money Reso-
lution. That is relatively unimportant,
but T should imagine it would come upon
some Vote of Credit asked from this House
for dealing with a great national
emergency.

Then is the opportunity for the House,
by speech, and by vote, worthy of the great
occasion on which it will have to pro-
nounce to say what it has to say and vote
as it desires to vote, but it is only unfor-
tunate and lamentable that we should
spend the dregs of this evening not in a
proper House of Commons Debate in
dealing with a great Resolution on a great
subject but in a series cf speeches which,
whatever their intrinsic excellence may
be and however earnest may be the Mem-
bers who have delivered them, cannot be

War in EKurope.

regarded as representative in any true

sense of the views 1 would venture to say
even of the Party for which they are
speaking. I believe that Party to be rela-
tively a small section of the House. I
may be wrong, but I think when the time
comes and that Party speaks, as it has
the fullest right to speak upon this great
issue, I am convinced they will speak
when they have a Resolution before us
which touches the particular issues before
us with the weight and authority so far
as they themselves and their own
section of opinion is concerned which
fiothing they say to-night can possibly
have. 1 would, therefore, earnestly
ask and appeal to them, and, still
more, do I appeal to the rest of the
House to allow us to finish our proceed-
ings to-night without dragging on this
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- ought to find its full expression in the

[Mr. Balfour.]
relatively impotent and evil Debate, re-
serving ourselves, whatever our opinions
may be, whether they think the Govern-
ment are right or are wrong, whether they
think the Government moved too hastily
or too slowly, reserving themseives, if they
want to emphasise those opinions, till the

Minister, which will be worthy of this
House and the immense interests at stake.
Could there be a greater illustration of
the truth which I impress on the House,
that this is not a serious Debate or a
serious occasion, when I observe that
neither the Prime Minister nor the Foreign
Secretary, nor the First Lord of the Ad-
miralty, nor the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, nor any of the representatives
of the great Department chiefly concerned
in this policy have been able to be here
to listen to one word of it. Under those
circumstances, and in the absence of those
with more authority than I have and more
qualified to speak, I do venture to make
an appeal to bring to a conclusion pro-
ceedings which I am sure are not adding
to our dignity, and which, I venture te
think, may possibly be misunderstood in
the country, and will be certainly
misunderstood abroad.

Colonel SEELY : I do not agree with the
right hon. Gentleman, who has just
spoken, that we have had only the dregs
of the Debate. 1 have listened to the
speeches on both sides of the House—
‘An Hox. Memser: ‘“ You have not been
here'’’]—and I do not th'uk that that is
a correct description. I do know,
although as the right hon. Gentleman
knows well that I hold strong views on
this subject, and no one knows better, I
do know that the views expressed on this
side are views which cannot be dismissed
so lightly.

Mr. BALFOUR : Perhaps the right hon.
Gentlenan will allow me to correct that
statement. Let hira remember, in the first
place, that I made no ecriticism of the
speeches. [Hox. Meuners: ““ Dregs!”’] In
the second place, I said that, undoubtedly,
the section of opinion represented to-night
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great Debate, but this was not the occa-
siow.

Colonel SEELY : It was for that reason
I rose. I had not intended to take pa:t in
this Debate until I heard the right hon.
Gentlemuan make his speech. I think it

‘ 4 | would be more unfortunate that there
great occasion promised by the Prime |

should go out from this House to the coun-
try the idea that the views we have heard
expressed tonight are irresponsible
Views———-

Mr. BALFOUR: 1 never said irrespon-
sible.

Colonel SEELY : Perhaps the right hon.
Gentieman will allow me to finish—that
there should go out the idea that the views
expressed in the majority of the speeches
represent the majority of this House. I
hold most strongly that the Government
are right, and at the proper time I shall
have occasion to give my reasons for so
thinking. I may perhaps say that I have
a special responsibility in this matter to
which I must then refer. But I do protest
against any idea that the specches made
to-night on this side—

Mr. REMNANT: Which you have not
heard.

Colonel SEELY: Yes, I have heard every
speech but two in this Debate. I hope it
will not be a:_?mgd that the views so ex-
pressed are irrésponsible views. [An Hox.
Mewner: ‘““Nobody said they were!”]
At the proper time I hope we may have a
debate on this subject, which will raise
the true issue. To-night I agree with the

i right hon. Gentleman it might be well that

we should uadjourn the discussion. But I
wished to say that I do not think it would
be well that we should assume that the
views 80 far expressed are the dregs of the
Debate. They are not. I wish to combat
those views at the proper time, but I think
it would be well that the Debate should
now be concluded. :

Mr. REMNANT: A splendid contribu-
tion.

Question put, and agreed to.

Adjourned accordingly at Thirty-seven minutes
before Ten o'clock, v y



