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ledge or to receive him as Her Majesty's representattve, be- with France, but the hon. member for West Durham sbowed
cause he was a native of Canada ? What 1iis it the business of the roundabout and dilatory manner in whicb these negotia-
aforeigu Court to ask aBritish Ambassadorwhence hecomes, tions were carried forward. The ancient rules and redta-
and if he is a native of England, Ireland or Scotland, or lives peism stili adhered to in the Foreign Office, rendered it almost
beyond the limitsof the United Kingdom? They have no right impossible that the negotiations should be carried toaspeedy
to put such a question; such a supposition is preposterous. conclusion. t is perfectly obvious that Sir Alexander Gait
The only thing is, are you properly accredited in this busi- failed to secure commercial relations with France because of
ness; are you properly accredited to this Court by the the obstacles which this routine placed in his way. Lt is true,
Queen. It is not the English Ministry, not the English the rigbt hon, gentleman said, he failed, but that we lost
Parliament, but ier Majesty that is known abroad. nothing by it; it is true, li said, at that time France
Negotiations are carried on in her name, and the man was imposing a tax of 40 francs a ton on Canadian
who goes to a foreign State to carry on negotiations for the shipping offcred for sale in the French markets, whule
United Kingdom or for any part of the Empire, has the only two francs a ton werc charged on British
right to deal with a foreign State and is subject to the shipping, but that now the tax was reduced to 2
instructions he bas received from ler Majesty. As the francs on Canadian slips. But the bon, gentleman only
bon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) said, the Quwen stated haif the truth, and bis statement was threforemnis
is not increly the Queen of the United Kingdom, but the leading. At this moment, athougi the duty on Canadian-
Sovereign of this Dominion, and if she appoints an Ambas- bult ships lias been reduced from 40 francs a ton to 2
sador or Plenipotcntiary or Agent to act on her behapf for francs a ton, Canadian ships are in a worse position than
the purpose of communication and treaty between this thcy werc when Sir Alexander Gat was carrying on these
section of the Empire and any foreigu State lec is just as negotiations. What are the facts? Why, that France at
competent to act as the resident Ambassador. The hon. this moment pays a bowinty of 30 cents a ton on bone-bu ilt
leader of the Government made the extraordinary statement srips for every teousand miles of sailing they do; she pays
that no treaty, no engagement, is binding, or ean be made a bounty of $12 a ton for the construction of these sips,
with a foreign State unlesw it is signed by the resident and a bounty of $22 a ton on the engines and machinry
Ambassador. Now, I say this ls a most preposterous state- employed in ordinary stcamships, so that these bounties to-
ment. Hec could not have remembered tbe negotiations day are a greater impediment to the sale of Canadian-built
botween the American representatives and those of thc ships in to French markets tha was the old tax of 40
Ulnited Kingdom, in 1783, in Paris. Ail wiIl rememberfrancs a ton. The hon, gentleman has roferred to a censure
the disputes between Mr. Fox and Lord Shelburne, as to thate lh says was pronounc d on the Frenhe Consul at
wlictler the negotiations witb tbe American representatives Qucbec, because be undertook to negotiate here witlit the
sould be carried on by the Colonial Office or the Forlegn authority of the Fren aGoverument. Now, Sir, the hon
Office. The American colonies ad claimed their independ- gentleman misstated the dct. Lt w ras on the colloaguc f
ence and it ad not been rcognized; and there was a con- the rigt ion. gentleman that the censure wan
flict between the two Departments as to whith should carry rnounced, not by tbe Frencl Government, but
on tic negotiation; but there is no doubt about this, that by the Under-Scretary of Foreig Affaira, S r
whoever tbe Government appointed for tspurpose of carry- Charles Dilke. If I am rigbtlyo informed, t hBritisl
ing on these negotiations was the propcrly accredited person Minister asked thorigit bon. gentleman-for o was in
for the purpose, no matter wether ie wanted the autbority England at the time-how this matter came about, and hie
of ithe Foreign Office or of the Colonial Dpartment. Well, asserted that yis colleague had no authority for entering into
Sir, wen you look at the treaty that was negotiated any negrotiations; and Sir C tarles Dilke censuredtabilon.
in 1855 by Lord John Rssentat Yienda, for the putpose Minister of Publiec Works in Canada for entering jntof n-
of concludingtoc Crimean war, it is true it was notratified gotiations without any authority with th eFench Consul
by the iouse, but it is truc also that it was not ncgotiatcd at Quebc. The rigt bon. gentleman saes that wc have
by the resident Minister, but by a Plenipotcntiary extra. begun by sending an Ambassador-where? Why, to the
ordinary, a Minister of the Crown who wassent for the pur- Goverument of the United Kingdom, toa Governmnt with
pose of carrying on that negotiation on bhaf f the Brit- wom we are in the mo t intimate relations, to a Govern-
is Government, t is therefore utterly preposterous for ment wihtave a representative tre to whom we can
the bongentleman to stand ere and undertak to mislead sprak-sending a representative werewc oave least need
and misinform this ouse by making suc a statement. ofone. When Sir Alexander Gat was appointd, the rigSit
There is no doubt that the representative reosiding at hon gentleman did not represent that this was the principal
a foreign Court could conduct these negotiations obje t in appointing him; the principal obje.tgo said, was
as he is tbe accredited agent of bis Soverign to save a large expenditure to this country by the visits of
le is specially acquainted wit the manners, custom l and Ministe to England for e transaction of business iWo
circumstances aving long resided on the spot, aving in required to borrow money iu the English market; we h'e-
this respect an advantage over a person specially appointed quired to do something to promote emgraton from the
for the purpose; but tliere , no doubt that, if the Sovereign United Kingdom to this country, and it was aid that Min-

hooses toi confer upon a Plenipotentiary extraordinary tre isters would no longer require to visit the Capital of the
power todi negotiate a treaty or to carry on any business with United Kingdom, and Sir Alexander Gat was apponted
a foreig Staie, tha Sovereign bas t bright to do so. t is for this purpose. But we larn that now Sir Alexander
is cr, tIen, when we look at the frets, tliat if fer Gat was appointed not for tis, but to act as our Ambwsador,
taesty gavelmus te power, if taeEngli n Goverument con- not only to te Court of StJames, buttv toewth e wole universe;
santed that we should have tb m power asked for in taereso- e was to be our Ambas-ador to Madrid, to Paris, to Berlin,
lutions submitted by t thon. member for West Duram, we and to very other Court on e continent of EuroPe. We
souldbave t right toladvisc ner Majesty to appointsome are also assured that hi l; tobe our Plenipotentiarv extra
one from Canada to act on our behaf-to negotiate a treaty ordinary to tIh Emperor of Brazil. T hon gentleman bs
with a foreign State; aund th personu appointed would be told us that we are opening up trade relations with the

perfectly competent, and would act by the autority, not of Empire of Brazil, that an extensive trade is growig UP
thI Government of Canada, but by the authority ofier between te two countries, that te productions of to twO
Majesty, and it would e simply as 1er Majesty's represin- countries are suc that ty are well adapted to trade wt

tative that e would he known at that forign Court. TI is dlifother, that there is no rivalrny or competitir betwn
hon, gentleman las referr d t e to attempt at negotiation thom, but that one is supplying t a large dogree tbwaor

M.r. MMLLe.


