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. sﬁbject. for Lhe_i)resent, in the e‘xpecta.‘ ,
; by our contemporary.

Minerve that Mr, Chapleau’s’ negotiations |
.with the 1‘1ench Government, which we
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tion of a prompt withdrawal of his charge
We Jearn from the

, stated in our article of 9th September to

have been “irregular,” were expressly

- sanctioned by Sir John A. Macdonald.” Tt
~was, of conrse, impossible for usto have
_surmised this on the 9th September, nor

did La Minerve in its article, from which
our information was derived, give the
slightest hint that such was the case. Sir

_John Macdonald had very recently dis-

claimed to the Secretary of State having

_given any authority for negotiations of

such & character. We readily admib that

_as regards Mr. Chapleau, the Mincrve's

authorized statement relieves him from

_the charge of irregularity, but we cannot

admit that, with the information before
us, we were not fully justified in making
it, - It has been the invariable practice in

all civilized countries that, where persons

“are entrusled with missions to foreign

Governments, the public are informed of

. "'mlhon/e(l " o relate what has pnssed‘
“in the conversations held by the Quebec

the fact, although the nature of the in-

structions are invariably kept secret. We'

have no doubt  that when Parliament

.meels Sir John Macdonald will be cnlled
.on to ‘produce . his nu,uucbxons to Mx

Chapleau.
La Minerve informs us UmL it is not

. Premier with the French ministers, but
- he has evidenily been taken. into the con-

. tions.

« fidence of the former, and assures us thak
* he ghas succeeded beyond his expeeta.’

We hope so most sincerely.’ ‘We:

. trust that Mr. Chapleau did not - fail to.

. urge that-Canadians ought at least {o be
- pub on the same footing as the Malhomet-

~ 4N,

It, however, does seem not o little

. frregular that Mr. Chapleau, the author-

zed agent of the Dominion Government

should have taken ZLa Minerve into his

:- confidence, before Sir John A. Macdonald

-has made any communication to Parlia-

ment. - This cerlainly. is not in saccord-
ance with the usage of those, who have
taken-part in diplomatic missions either

. in Europe or America.

We! have no desive to complicate the

: quesblon at issue by raising a doubt as to

Sir Johm-- Macdonald's. competency . to

-authorize Mr, Chaplean to undertake this

. missiom. -

It is, moreover, quite possible

. that'lie may have communicated with the
- “Secretary of 'Stale on the sub,)ect and that
- the 'British ambassudor may have been
. m'zue that such neg,obmblons were. going

v

' We feel assured- that Sir Alexander
(m\t; has not enLered inlo uegotntlons with
foreign (‘ovcrnments, without the know-

“of the subject but fora

4 and Canada,

ledge of the Tmperial Government, and we
ave therefore inclined to think that proper
communications have taken place. We
should hardly have referred to this branch
remark in-La
Minerve, that the only difficulty proceeds

. from England, but that Mr. Chapleau has

discovered an indirect’ mode of getting

“aver the difficulty, so that # France and

Canada may exchange some products with-

~oub the necessity for a treaty of com-

merce.” This is simply for the French
Chambers to adopt aresolution as they did
in the case of Germany. Now we empha:
tically deny that England has interposed

any obstacle whatever to France doing an
‘act of justice to Canada, Xngland has no
‘interest whatever in the question at issue-

We confess that we do not quite compre-

- hend the meaning of # exchanging some

products.” There has never heen any
obstacle on -the part of Canada, and we

‘have never been favored with a single
reason to justify France in trying to coerce

Canada into an alteration of her tarifl’ as

“a condition for the admission of her ex-

ports on. the same terms as those of the
United States, Tarkey and various Buro-
pean States. .

Sir Alexander Galt is reporied to have
stated at an interview .with a reporter of
the Star, that “ upon the result of these
“'negotiations (between England "and
“ Trance) depends ~any "arrangement
# which may be looked for between France
Of the features of these
# negotiations I have no right to'give you
% any information. . I have never had any
# faith to speak of in their coming to any-
“ thing.
“ Jrench protection are of too antagonistic
tt o nature to each other to be readily
¢ harmonized.”
‘English newspapers are tolerably well
informed both as to the “features of the
negofiations » and the difficulties to be
surmounted, but Sir  Alexander Galt can-
not have the same confidence in Mr,
Chaplean’s success that La Minerve has,
or he would not have stated so positively
that upon the result of those negotiations
depends any arrangement which may be

“looked for between France snd. Canada,

Now, let us. enquire into the nature of

these negotiations in which it appears that’

we are so deeply involved. - England-and
TFrance -have ‘had a commercial *treaty

“which has expned and -which England

would have been ghd to renew. France
has. refused “to renew it except on the

condition, ‘that she will impose increased
. dutjes on manufactures, and there has
‘ been a de’l.dlock, and Sir - Alexander Galt

is probably ‘right in" believing” that the
renewed negotiations will have no result,

The English free trade and ‘the.

Those who have read the’

. What has all thisto do with Canada ? We
do not olject to the French tariff; and wo -

have ‘no interest whatever 'in the olq
treaty which was notapplicable to Canada,

France is more interested in ¢ fair trade, iy

touse a‘modern term, than Canada, We
have not had * fair trade * hitherto, and
we demand -it. England -could . extort
“ fair trade ” from France in a very short
time, if public opinion would . sanction
retaliation.
to retaliation, and our contention is that

as' long as France imposes a duty on

Canadian exports greater than what she
charges to other nations, Canada should
impose o discriminating duty on’ French
exports. This is simply the lex talionis,
and it would be eflicacions beyond doubt.

‘We shall merely observe, in-conclusion,

that  throughout the diseussion, in which
we: have taken part, regarding the com.

mercial relations between TFrance and

Canada, in which the Province of Quebec

is specially interested, we have been con- -
tending for the rights: of Canada; while

Lt Minerve and its allies have been virtu-
ally defending France, thdugh unable to

advance s single argument in Just.lﬁc'ttlon,

of French pohcy

LUE BANK STATEMENTS.

The banlk: statements  exhibit 2 large .
increase  in liabilities. and assets conse- .

quentina great measure on the movement
of the crops.

those  of “the .Dominion -
$505,000.
is* in “bills - discounted, which are:nearly’
$5,000,000 more than last month, = 1§
seems deserving of notice, that the Domi-
nion .Government appears: by the bank
returns to have been obtammﬂloans from
the bank of Montreal during the _year, the
amounts varying from about $400,000 in
May to nearly $950,000 in July.:
September: the loan was $782,445, " The
Government deposits in tlie bank were
at the same period $3,787,6G4 on call and
$2,100,000" on notice.” It is to be hoped
that the loans.are mot bearing interest,

bu that they appear in thut {orm merely :
"It is not soeasy . -
to understand how the Dominion Govern- .
ment can be indebted for loans from the

as a'matter of account.

Ontario, Molsons and other banks. ‘
‘There is a slight increase in ‘the Domi-

nion note clrculamon, chiefly in ones and
.twos,which was to be expected concurrent- .
ly with the great increase in that of ihe .
The '\ggregate increase is.under :
+$200,000, but in the small notes it is over

banks )

¢s400 000 The banlxs hold ™ over ten mll

»

In Canadathere is nio obstacle;

In Ontario :md Quebec the |
circulation has:increased by over $4,500,-
000, public’ deposits over’ $3,000,000 and -
Go_vernment ;
The chief increase in the assets.-

“(On'30th




