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matter is this, and it is time, and it is right, that that
truth should be known, the suzerain state cannot protect us
a8 against the United States, and, therefore, that suzerain
state has no right, as far as the United States are concerred,
to clasim from us that obediende which she would have a
right to claim if she was ablé and willing 10 protect us, as
Mr. Chamberlain put it, in our admitted legal rights. Sir,
we knew this before. Those of us who were not blind and
deaf to the whole sitnation, saw that this was the case the
moment the first Treaty of Washington was concluded, and
the rhoment Great Britain ififormed us that she was unable
to obtain compensation for Canada for the wrong which
had been admittedly perpetrated on our territory by Ameri-
can citizens, although it was as clear as daylight that the
Americans could advanée no argument which would justify
them, or justify any arbitrators in admitting their
claims for dumages in the ¢ase of the Alabamua and her con-
sorts, which did not go with tenfold more force to justify
the people of Canada in demanding that their claims should
be considered for wrongs done them in time of peace by
Fenian marauders on our shores, Sir, I say that was clear
from 1871, I say that is now beyond atl possibility of dis-
pute. I say that it follows, therefore, that the hon. gentle-
man is quite right, and that I am quite right, in saying that
we must make, from this time forth, the best bargain we can
with the United States, and that we must do it alone. Mr,
Speuker, it is worth while, in this connection, to call atten-
tion to a very remarkable document which wus laid upon
the Table of the House, that is, the personal &ind unofficial
lotter written by Mr. Bayard to Sir Charles Tupper, under
dato, Washington, 31st May, 1887, I think, Sir, that this
House will do well to ponder on what Mr. Bayard has therc

said:
# WasHingToxN, D.C., 318t May, 1887,

¢ My Dzam Sir CuHaBLES,—The delay in writing you has been un-
avoidable, In the very short interview afforded by your visit I referred
to the embarrassment arising out of the gradual practical emancipation
of Canada from the contrul of the mother country and the consequent
assumption by that community of attributes of autonomousaud seperate
sovereignty, not, however, distinct from the Empire of Great Britain.
The awkwardne:s of this imperfectly developed sovereignty is felt most
m-ongly by the United States, which cannot have formal relations with
Canada, except directly and a8 a colonial dependency of ths British
Orown, and nothing could beiter illustrate the embarragsment arising
from this amorphous condition of things than by the volumes of corres-
onience published severally this year relating to the fisheries by 1he
I()Jnit,ed States, Great Briiain, and the Governmeént of the Domizion.
7 he time lost in this circumlooution, although often most regrettable, was
the least part of the difficulty, and the indirectness of appeal and repiy
was the most serious feature, ending, as it did, very uneatisfactolelg. .
*¢ 1t ig evident that the commercial intercourse between the inhabi-
tants of Canada ard those of the United States has grown into too vast
proportions to be exposed much longer to this wordy triangular duel,
and more direct and responsible methods shoald be resorted to.’’

1 say that is plain common sense on the part of Mr,Bayard,
who thoroughly well understood the position of Canada
toward the United States and towards Hogland; and 1
regretted to find that the Minister of Finance,whom I thought
would have been disposed, fis he appeared to be in his reply
to Mr. Bayard, to have accepted aud endorsed Mr. Bayard's
statement, should, on the ottier haud, have declared that he
thought it was infinitely more desirable for us to deal
with the Unpited States under the mgis and protection
of Great Britain, 1, for one, wholly and eatirely repu-
diate that part of the coutention of the Minister of
Finance, 1 suy that Canada has grown to that siature
that in dealipg with the United States she ought to
be alluw.d to desl directly; and 1 say it will be ten
fold more to the interests of the pvople of Carada
that we should deal directly with the Uuited States,
without reference to Downingstreet or the British
ambassador at Washington either. There is another
injerence that must be drawn trom 'he very siriking
language that the Minister of Finance has used, aod that is
this: 1t appears to me to be only too clear that Canada
loat, and the Government lost, & very great opportunity in

this matter, It dppecars to me the Government, besidea
losing a great opportunity, placed us in B most
humilidting position, and they ran a very great risk,
When I come to examine this correspondence which passed
between Mr. Bayard and the hon, gentleman cpposite, [
cannot but feel that in all human probability, if we could
pierce through the diplomatic secresy which inevitably eu-
shrouds these negotiations, the House would find that when
the hon. Minister met Mr. Bayard, as I think he did in
Easter, 1£€87—1 think I am correct in that—several weeks
before these letters were written, when the hon. genileman
was brought face to face with Mr, Bayard, when he realised
where we were and whither we were drifting, he and Mr,
Bayard must then have come to the conclusion, which Mr,
Bayard aonounces in his letter, that the real and true means
for the extrication of Canada from all these difficulties was
a treaty of unrestricted reciprocity almost identically on
the line: that I myself have proposed. Why, this is what
Mr. Bayard indioates. Does any one suppose that Mr.
Bayerd oun 31st May, 188%, five or six weeks after he had
conferred with the hon. gentleman, would have made that
proposition unless he had some goid roason to suppose
that it would be accoptable to the Minister of Finance at
all events ? Sir, I believe that the Minister of Finance in
that respect was decidedly in advance of his colleagues, and
that if they had given him a free hand, if they had ellowed
him in 1887, in April or May, when he met Mr, Bayard,
to reply to the invitation which Mr. Bayard gave in that
paper, we might have had unrestricted reciproeity to-day,
and I believe that would have suited the hon. gentleman,
who had, at all events, inclination enongh, and who had
intelligence enough to understacd how vastly superior such
a mode of settlir g the difficulty would have been to the one
to which we have had recourse. But that oy portunily
passed, that oppo:tunity was lost; and when later on, just
on the eve of the presidential election, the hon. gentleman
did then malko a sort of proposition in that direction, thew,
of courte, we could not be surprized that the American au-
thorities should tell him under those circumstances they
were not at liberty to undertake negotiations which they
might have undertaken and might have sucsessfully carried
out some eighteen months ago. I have said this country is
humbled. I do not mean to say that this country is neces-
sarily humbled from corcluding this treaty, but this country
i8 humbied in this: 'I'bat its 1ecognised Government has
advanced pretensions, has made declarationr, has done aots
which are wholly and utterly inconsistent with the line
that they now oall upon Parliament to take. Why, in the
outset ot the papers submitted we are told :

“ The fisheries conld not be preserved to our people if every oue of
the United Statrs fishing vessels that were accustomed to swirm along
our coasts could claim the right to enter our harbors, to post a letter

or gend & telegram or buy a newl‘):por, to obtain a &1 yaician in case ot
¢

iliness or » surgeon in tase of accident, to land or brifig bff » phisenger,

or even to lend asmistanee to the inhabitants in fire, flood or pestilente.
or to buy medicine or to purchase a new rope.’’

In other words, if American vessels were allowed to enter
the three-mile limit the Minister of Justice declared that odr
fisheries could not be preserved and orr inshore fisheries
would be worthless. And then the hon. géntléman gots
on to state on snother ocoasion :

“Buch a surrender on the part of Oanada would involve the abandon.
ment of a valusble portion of the national inheritance of the Ontia-
dian people, who would eertainly visit with just reprobatien those who
v;ere guiity of 8o serious a neglest of the trusts committed to their
charge.”’

I might go on and multiply these quotations ad nauseam,
but these are enough to show clearly and distinctly that the
hon, gentleman took, daring the negotiations, an entirely
different position from that which the Government occupied
twelve months ago. They have done the very things which
they declared they eould not do without surrendering the
national inberitance of Canada, Aceorditg to their own



