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(question, is opened for us in consequence of this
identical mission to Washington. My hon. friend
heside me told the House, and he told it truly, that
the Ministers themselves, in their proper persons,
havl uteerly amd wholly failed to assign any sub.
stantial reasom of any kind whatever for the dis
solution of Parliament.  Although the Ministers
may not in so many words have said so, there is no
doubt whatever that they communicated to their
subsidized press throughout the country a state.
ment in which, and by means of which, they cn-
deavoured to induce their supporters all over the
Dominion to believe that they had entered into
negotiations with the United States: that they
had ground to believe that these negotiations
wounld result favowrably, and that if only their
hands were strengthened, if only the people would
give them a reasonably strong mandate, there was
every reason to believe that they would suceeed in
coming to satisfactory terms with the United
States.  What they stated was as follows,—aund
they stated this, be it remembered, on the very
day, I believe, on which the dissolution was
announced :---

*8ir John Macdonald’s Government not long ago,
made a definite proposal to the Washington authoerities
for the xertlement of all exisring differences hetween the
two countrics on a basis of an extension of the trade
between the two countries, [t involves partial recipro-
city, the enumerated articles to include quite a number
of natural products. But the proposition discards any

idea of commereial union or unrestricted reciproeity, |
Morcover, these propositions were invited and suggested |

by the Waghington authoritiex.  Commissioners from
sanada and Great Britain will stare for Washington on 4th
March the date of the opening of the new Congress.”
The House will observe that these proceedings,
accorling to this communication, had gone so far
that the British Government were to send commis-
sioners along with ours ; and they were to start on
the 4th of March—-

**The result of the Canudian elections will be known on
Gth Murch, the day the commissioners: reach Washington.
In order that thiz commisgsion may have no uncertain
sound, Sir John Macdonald hag decided to appeal to the
country and ask for judgment on these proposals ot his
to the Washington authorities.”

He had made definite proposals, of which not one
person outside of his Cabinet, either friend or foe,

knew one word ; and he had decided to ask the:

opinion of the electors on these proposals, which
they could neither approve nor condemn, because
none of us had the slightest idea of what they
were.  Well, Nir, unfortunately. communication
is quicl" and communication is free as yet after a
fashion hetween Canada and the United States :
and these statements having been circulated in the
United States, had, as was naiural, attracted con-
siderable attention there : and whereas the First
Minister told us to-night that a door for friendly
communication haedd heen opened as fur back as
November last, 1 notice that a person, who
presumably knows as much as he does about the
tentions of the Uniteld States Government, writes
in the following fashion to a member of the United
States Congress :---

* DEar M. Bagge,—I authorize you to contradict the !
rumours you refer to. There are no negotiations whatever |

on foor tor & reciproeity treaty with Canada, and you

muy be assured no such scheme for reciprogity with the

Dominion, eonfined to natural products, will be enter-

tained hy this Governinent. We kuiow nothingz of Sir
Charles Tupper's coming to Washington,
* Very truly yvours,

“ JAMES G. BLAINE,
“ Seoretury of Stute fur the United States,”’

: Now, Sir, which ix to be believed, the statement
cthat we have hearl that there was o door of
Hriendly  communieation opened  as fir hack as
“ November last, or the assurance of My, Blaine over
s his own signature that there are no negotiations
fwhatever on foot with Canawda?  Let the hon.
cgentlemen reconcile these two statements as best
i they may.  Let them, if they dwre cither the hon,
First Minister or his colleagues, singly or collect.
Sively, vontradict the statement of Mr, Blaine, Let
- them dare on the loor of this Parliiunent to state
s that the Sceretiry of State of the United States
“put his name to a false declaration.  Sir, in view
of the fact that the statement. which was the only
reason assigned for the dissolution, has been tatly
i contrivdicted by the highest authority in the United
s States, it appears to me that there can be haedly
cany raom for doubt ihat a very grave frand was
: committed both on the peaple of Canada and on
i Hix Excellency if he was induced to grant the dis-
'solution on the grounds set forth in the memoran-
fdum 1 have just read.  As to the people, we who
itook part in the last election all know that,
i whatever may have been done in certain indi-
fvidual cities, in scores and scores of constitu-
encies  the argument  was  used  that if the
people would only sustain  the First Minister
fon the present occasion, he had the best possible
ireasons for believing that he would negotinte
it treaty with the United States, and obtain, in

i particular, a repeal of the obnoxious clauses of the
McKinley tarift. Tsay this dissolution was obtained
m false pretences.  There were strong reasons
against it plain and palpable em the surface. There
is no doubt that the House, when it refused a
revision of the voters” lists last year, did so on the
implied understanding that there was no reason-
able chance or prospect of a dissolution being had
until there was an opportunity to revise those lists.
Then, it was perfectly well known that the census
of this country must he taken at or about the Ist
of April this year. It was known that under our
constitutional act, if there is to be any waterial
chinge in the representation to he given to the
several Provinees, there is the strongest possible
ground for requiring w new election to be had in
“order that the people may be properly represented.
It was known per}cctly well to the hon. gentleman,
and to every member of the House, that the lists
on which we voted were notoriously defective,
many of them being based on assessment rolls
three or four years old. It was known that many
iof the young men of this country, prolably
fone-eighth, and certainly one-tenth of all the
felectors, would be disfranchised by the use of
i those lists.  The Government, we were told,
desired to obtain a full, free and unequivoeal
expression  of the opinion of the people. aund
they wmndertook to obtain it under  circum-
stances that made it physically impossible that all
of the people should vote, and under circum-
stances which rendered it certain that there woulid
he found on those lists an cnormous proportion of
men who had quitted this country, and whe if
brought back would have ceased to feel any  vital
interest in the good Fovernment of Canala.
Neither is it a witling consideration that it was
well known, too, that there was at least one Minis-
ter of the Crown resting under grave suspicion,
and linble when Parlinment met to be indicted for
grave malversation in office : and there was pretty




