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favour of free tuade iii natural prodliUets :Lut if the
Uiited States refuse to grant us that, we are will-
ing to -o furtier. We are willing to allow a large
proportion of maufactured articles in the United
States to ··ome into tiis country free. provided we
are given the same privilege of sen(dir the maui-
factured articles of tis country into their markets
free. We do lot say that we can foriulate to the
verv letter ti terns .f a treatv tlat. might be
foiied. after conîsileration of the wholIe question,
but we are liiberal <m t is side of the House, and
if we wer.e in power. I amn satistied that. witlhin
two vears, we could place upon nAr Statute-
books a treaty which would give us
advaitages in the United States' markets, and
give the AImricais great avantages in ours.
Bit we are told that we coulid not tret Lhat.
We do oit kno<w, we are not positive of anything
in the future. It was said in 1849 that we could
not get a treaty along the lines of the Treaty of l
1854. It took us seven long years of continuons
negotiations every year to secure that treaty. We
were refused, year after yeaur, and ultimwately, after
a thorough counsideration of the relations between
the two countries, we succeeded, in 1854, in getting
a treaty beteficial to Canada. But lion. gentle-
mcii opposite appeau to thinik they Can get a treaty
in one montih. Thev dissolved Parliament last
iniîter at a very unseas>onalble period. Foi- what

purpose ? For the purpose of having a Parliamnent
fresli froim the people to cousider the treaty
thev were to formtulate with the United States ;
and yet, in the face of that appeal to the country,
not a single step bas been taken in order to secure
such a treaty. My opinion is, that lion. gentlemen
opposite are not in favour of a treaty at all witlh
the United States which will niaterially widen our
commercial intercourse. I niake boul liere to state
definitely,f place on the floor of Parlianient,
that it is my candid opinion they have no
more intention of secking a treaty with the United
States than they liad of getting a, treaty with the
Sandwich Islanders. Why,their hiolelhistory for the
last two or three years proves that to a demnonstra-
tion. Wc were told repeatedily, upon the public plat-
forms and in this House, that they have been in
favour of reciprocity for the last twenty years, and
that they have placed upon the statutes of this
countrv an offer of reciprocity to the United States.
And what is that offer? They place a list of
schieduled articles on the statutes., and say to the
United States : If you will allow those articles to
go into your country free, we will allow sirnilar
articles to coume into Canada free; or if you will
allow themn to go into your mnarkets at a less rate of
duty thanî the ordinary duties charged, we will
lower the duty on siunilar articles brouglit imto this
countrv. If these hon. gentlemen believe what
they have been stating for the last few years,
namnely, that. a treaty im natural products would
destroy the. farimiers of this country, what are
they offering the United States to-day? They
are telling the United States that if they accept
that offer placed upon our statutes, it will
ruin our farmers, but, they say, we place the;
ruination in your hands, and if you wish to rmin
the faumers of this country, ail you have to (do is to
accept our offer. Does the Con~servative part-y to-
day say they are in favour of a treaty i natural
products ? Not one of then does. I challenge any
hon. gentleman opposite t.o say that he is ini favour
of a treaty mn natural products wvith the Umited I
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States. AnA if thîey are iot in favmi- of a treaty,
and y if the are inot in favour of interferinig directly
or indirecty ,with thc National Policy-if, on the
one hand, thev exclude raw ummaterials or tuhe nat ural
products of the country, and. on the other lanl,
thev excluude the lialnulfacturel articles of the
country, I woubl like to kinow whiat articles the
treaty is roing to include. But we were tldl that
sir Charles Tupper, in 1888. miade a iunrestricted
offer, to the Uniited States, of reciprocity. Now,
Sir Clarles Tupper iever made a /,onai .P/i offer to
the Ammericai Gvenment with regard to a treaty
at all. I make that assertionm here. as I have

iaide it. before, that Sir Chmarles Tuppe ever
umalde a /ond ide olfer to the coummhissioniers
appoiinted by the Wasliinîgton ..ovenment in
1888 ? Anld wylv didi he nfot ? Hfe iadl no
pow7er, lie haud n<o autlority delegatei to him
to make anv such offer to the American Gov-
erinmiet. Sir, previouis to the appointmentit of the
comissioniers for the settlemnenît of the fishery
question in )1887, Secretary tayald wrote t Sir
Charles Tupper iii the muonthm of May. His letter
coingraitulated Sir Charles Tupper upon bis puatriot-
ismn-of-course Ic knew thiat vas oie of lhis weak-
niesses. Hle oped le wouild lbe appointed as ine of
the conmissioiers whio were to meet iii Washin-
ton the followiig fall, for whichi appoinitumelnt Sir
Charles Tupper afterwards askei, accordiig t. uhbis
own letter, and lie was appouinted ome of the com-
missioniers for Canada to settle the ditticulties ex-
istinlg between the two countries. Now. accmr.ling
to the tenor of that letter, a private letter sent lby
Mr. Bayard. wio kiew the policy amid views of te
Anericant Govermimenît upot the trade qiuestii, vho
knew whbat tlhey were willing to do at that very
time. Secretary 1Bayard suîggested to lhimi tiat the
wiole trade relatiois of the country shmouldI lbe dis-
cussed wlien thiose coniIiissioners were a ppoiited,
and thiese are the w-ords of his letter. After pre-
liminary coIgratulations ipol lis ablility aid
patriotism, &c., lie says:

" The imiediate difficulty to be settled is fmuind in the
Treaty of1I88 between the United States and Great Bri-
tain, iwhich hams been a qucetio veXata ever sinmce it was
concitided.co1aîneonmfident we both seek to obtain a jinst and per-
matnent settlenent-and there is but one way to. pr)cure
it--i)d that iis b astraightforward treatment.onu a iliber-L
and statesmanulike plan, of the entire commercial rela-
tions of the two countries.

"dI Say commercial, because I do not propose to include,
however indirectly, or by any intendment, however par-
tial or oblique, the political relations of Canwti and the
United States, nor to affect tie legislative indeperndence
of either country.'
There was an offer just as if lhe had said to Sir
Charles Tupper You are about to be appointed
commissioner ; seek to impress upon your owi
(G'overttnent, and through then upon tue British
Governmeit, tlhat tlhey should give powers to the
commissioners to negotiate on these lines. Bit the
British Government did not give these powers at
all. I believe that Sir Charles Tupper was in
favour of more exteuded trade relations witli the
United States, but the G-overnmnent at Ottawa were
not in favour of that policy, and no such instrue-
tions were given. How doI know thuat ? Here are
ithe instructions issued to the conimissioiers:

- Whereas for the purpose of consideringand adjusting
in a friendly spirit with plenipotentiaries to be appointed
on thé part of our good friends the United States of
America, ail or any questioms relating to rights of the
fishery -n the seas adiacent to.British*North America and
Newfoundland, which are in dispute between our Govern-
Iment anmd that of our said good friends, anmd any other
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