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only to the fishery question, whether in Behring
Sea or the Atlantic?  We do not know, and, if 1
speak my own mind, I do not believe at the present
moment hon. gentlemen opposite know their own
minds on this subject.  They may agree on the
question  of rvetaining oftice, but  when they
come to deliberate on this question, confusion worse
confounded will arise in their councils. A confusion
of tongue will prevail, hecause we have heard all
sorts of language from members of the Administra-
tion on this subject. We have heard the Necretary
of State at one election speak of unrestricted reci-
procity in a manner which cheered and delighted
the heart of cevery patriotic Canadian.  We have
heard the' Minister of Finance upon the tloor of
thix House declare that the only policy of the
Govertmient  was  the National Policy @ and, as

regards the Prime Minister, sometimes he advanced

and then receded, then he advanced again and again
receded,

Lust summer he oftered reciprocity in coal, but, at:
the remonstrance of the Minister of Marine and |

Fisheries, he had to swallow that offer ; and if

members of the Administration cannot agree even ;
on an offer of reciprocity in coal, it is not surpris-

ing that they should fail to agree upon any pro-

gramwme to be submitted to their Conunissioners.

But whatever may be the poliey of the present
Government upon this question, 1 assert that the

people @f Cauada to-day want a change, and a
In I87% the hon. gentleman ;

change there must be.
(Sir John A, Macdonald), in the most emphatic
manner denounced the Government of my hon.
friend to my left, because at that time there were
00,000 Canadians in the United States. He
declared it was a shame, a burning shame, that
with our good climate, equitable laws and fertile
soil, the Government coulid not retain our own
people. T believe the hon. gentleman on that
occasion did not speak mere empty, idle, unmean-
ing words. 1 hold that he spoke the sentiment of

his heart, and if he was not speaking simply as an ;

intellectual device, T wish him tolook at the record
of his work for the last ten years and sce whether
it has borne good fraits or not. The evil of which
he complained then has been intensitied tenfold.
Nir, we must have a change, and it must be in the
direction of greater freedom of trade. This is
admitted on all sides, by all parties, and it is
admitted even by the staunchest of all Tories—the
Tmperial Federationists,  While they commit the
mistake of basing their trade policy upon uni-
formity of allegiance and a mere sentiment, we of

the Liberal pprey maintain that the policy of this

country must be based not upon sentiment bhut
upon business principles ; and, fresh as we come
from the people, I say that the only policy which
will benetit this conutry is unrestricted reciprocity
and continental freedom of trade.  Sir Charles
Tupper says in an article published a few days ago
in the North American Reréer, that the delusion,
as he calls it, of unrestricted reciprocity was dead
and buried. Dead and buried ! I am as good an
authority on this subject as is Sir Charles Tupper,
and I say it is more alive than ever. I am prepared
to say much more. I am prepared to say that
when Sir Charles Tupper went to Washington a
few days ago, in company with the Minister of
Justice and Minister of Finance, he was ready to
offer the American Government unrestricted reéi-
procity. Sir, I am going to break the hearts of
Mr. LAURIER.

[COMMONS]

We know, for instance, that dJduring

28

men who are loyal and true, who have been led to
believe that the Liberal party want to give up this
country to the Americans by carrying out a policy
of unrestricted reciprocity : but they must be pre-
pared for a greater shock still, because this abomin.
ation of desolation has entered the holy of holies.
The hon. gentleman (Sir John A, Macdonald)
shook his head & momert ago when 1 said Sir
Charles Tupper was ready to offer unrestricted
reciprocity.  Does the hon. gentleman not read the
Montreal Gazette 2 1 read it every day. (n 10th
April, the tJuzefsi: published an article, in answer
to the (i/ob:, which had asserted that the visit to
Washington had been a failmre.  The (fazette, the
organ of the hon. gentleman opposite, spoke as
follows :—

“The Toronto f7lule speaks of the failure at Washing-
i ton as though the Cunadian delewates were in some
funexplained  way responsible tor it, anil asks: ° How
: (:mll«llthe Canadian Ministers hope to negotiate a treaty
; of reciproeity  with the Washington Administration?”’
But the failure was on the part of Mr. Blaine. No.
negotintions were afloat ; thematter had not yet reached
that siage.  Ludeed, Mr. Blaine flatly objected to the ap-
fpointment of a formal Commission until he Iearned upon
what basis the Canadisans proposed to treat.and it wasto
assure the American Seerctary of State that the Canadian
Government is willing to disenss the question on the
broadest lines, even on the basis of unrestricted reei-
procity, that Sir Charles Tupper returned to Washington
: with Sir John Thompsou and Hou, Mr. Foster.™
{ Have the pure fallen from grace ?  Here is treason
ampant, and who is to indict the traitors when
the Minister of Justice himself is cither a vaitor
or connives at treason?  Reciprocity dewd and
buried ! Tt is only three years ago since we com-
menced  this  agitation, and already we have
trinmphed in the two leading provinees of the
Dominion.  Already we have the fact that many
American statesmen arce prepared to treat with us
upon that basis.  We have the opinion of Mr.
Blaine, we have the opinion of Senator Sherman,
we have the opinion of Mr. Hitt, and we have the
Lendorsation of the Boards of Trade of New York
city, of Boston city, of Chicago city, and of
several others of the northern cities in the United
States.  Reciproeity dead and buried ! Why, Sir,
we never yet have been met with arguments from
the Government against reciprocity.  The right
hon. gentleman has never himself dared to offer
any argument against us.  In the manifesto which
i he issued he never discussed the question, but sim-
¢ ply appealed to the prejudices and passions of the
i people.  He appealed to their prejudices and pas-
sions, and he stated that unrestricted recipro-
reity would lead to annexation. 1 deny that
 proposition.  Of course, Sir, I know very well that
there are men in this country who believe, and
who honestly believe, that, perhaps, unrestricted
reciprocity  would be the first step towards annex-
ation. I do not dispute any man’s conviction; but
1 ask these men to exert their reason.  If we have
reciprocity at any time, as we shall have it, I
believe, before very long, these men will not then
be denied the right of suffrage, for they will have
the right to vote against annexation, if annexation
is proposed by any person, the same as they would
have the right to vote against anmexation, if it
were proposed to-day.  Shall we be so diffident of
our manhood that we dare not do what we think
best for our interests, because, forsooth, some one
might be dragged away from his allegiance to his
country in favour of American citizenship? What-
ever may be the fears of the Conservative party on




