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persons to unite oursclves politically with  the
United States, it is by adopting just such a policy
as we on this side of the House advocate, which
might give us, what we have a right to ask and to

ohtain if we can seeure ite the advantage of free

commercial intereourse with the United States,
withour in any way disturbing or altering our own
form of government. There is another act which
the hion, gentleman did, but which no hon. gentle-
man with the slightest respeet for British insti-
tutions would have presumed to do,

support of the National Poliey. under which various
vile monopolies were empowered to tax the people
for their own private awd individoal benetit? The
hone gentleman has dared to teail the British flag
in the dust and to launt the British tlag as the flag
under which these sione monopolists are protected.
If there is one thing settled in the United King-
dom more than suother it is that they shall have
free trivle. That is a settled part of British policy
I may say it isalmost part of the British Constitu-
tion. and all leaders of the great parties without
exception have declared again and again that so
fur as Great Britain is concerned the policy of
free trade is tixed and will remain forever. But,
unfm'tlul:ln.'l‘\‘. there are no doubt amony s, as
there are elsewhere, ignorant men who may be led
to connect the protection of these vile monopo-
lies with allegiance to the British flag, and if in
the future evil conscquences should result they
will he due to this canse more than any other
that the First Minister sought to use as a justifi-
cation for maintaining a policy which is as vu-
British as it is possible to conceive the improper
allecation that it was in the interest of Great Bri-
tain that this policy which has cnormounsly reduced
British impores. that this policy which was deli-
herately designed to prevent British merchants
having free intercourse to our markets is, forsooth,
necessary in order to maintain onr connection with
the mother connury. The hon. gentlenan is face to
face with the fact that he has made no progress
whatever in his negotintions with the United States,
The hone gentleman cannot even get an andience
with the United States Government.  What sug-
wgestion has he or his friends to make? They
know right well that the people of this country at
the present moment are suffering very materially
from the effects of this same McKinley tariff to

which I have alluded, and for which we have

largely to thank the present Government.  What
do they nropose * They propose simply this : To
maintain these monopolics, to impose mure taxes
on the people, to further burden the farming and
other producing classes ; and having done so, and
having driven hundreds of thousands out of the
country, then, perchance, they will endeavour to
negotinte what they are pleasedto call fair extended
trade relations with the United States.  Our duty
is clear. It is first and foremost to unmask these

deceptions, to show to the people of Canada how |

utterly false were the pretences on which the late
decision was given.. We are also bound to make
the people of Canada understand the situation, to
make them see clearly and distinetly that it is
utterly impossible, and the Government know it is
utterly impossible, to obtain material modifications
in our present strained relations with the United
States, except on a vastly wider basis than the
hon. gentlemen appear in the least degree disposed
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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What is the i
ground work on which the hon, gentleman bases his |

|

i to offer. If the hon, gentleman is disposed to adopt
i the policy whichwe, on this side of the House, have
Fadvocated. 1 ocan assure him we will support him
s in carrying out snch a proposition. He has nothing
to fear from this side of the House, if he only
Peomes ont and declares boldly and frankly that,
; having foun  thatthere isnopossibility of obtaining
Preciprocal trade relations with the United States,
Fexcept on the basis 1 have indicated, he feels it his
fduty in the interest of the country to aceept it.
i We donot care whether the hon, gentleman re-
nains in otlice for three, or four, ortive, orsix yeors
longer ; but we do cire a great deal that the policy
we havewldvoeated, and which we believe to be the
sole and only poliey which can really relieve the
people of this conntry, should become the Taw of
the land.  Now, Sir, 1t is idle talk about interrupt-
ing negotintions @ there are no negotiations toin-
terrupt : there have been no negotiations to inter-
rupt. and I tell the hon gentleman that, so far as
the vade policy is concerned, there will be no
negotintions to interrupt, unless and until he is
prepired to accept the policy which is laid Jdown
from this side of the House. However this may
be, I madutain that the country atany rate has the
clearest right to know where these  gentlemen
really stand on this gquestion. Our position is
pliin enough @ our position has been thrice detfined
and thrice enforced by vote on the floor of this
Parliiment. The hon. gentleman knows it : the
hon. gentleman has had the assurance of the leader
Pof the Oppositionaedas it was so it is to-day @ bat
where are the Government? - Are the Government
to be found with my hou. friend the President of
the Couneil s are they determined to have no recipro-
city at all 1 are they disposed to declare ax he docs
that reciprocity in natural products is the worsg
thing that could happen to the farmers of Canada g
are they with the Secretary of State, who declares
that he ix disposed to go to the very utmost limits
for the purpose of obtaining w vepeal of the
McKinley triff' s are they with the First Minister
in his offer to exchange free coal, or are they with
the Minister of Marine in his declaration that no
such thing shall be done, First Minister or not to
the contrary notwithstanding.,  Are they with Sie
Charles Tupper, who, according to his own state-
ment, was willing to make an nnrestricted offer of
reciprocity  to Mr. Bayard, as long as four years
Pago, wid who could not e induced, although he
was Minister of Finuncee at the time, to appear in
this House and argne for one moment against the
proposition which I brought forward in IS88, Are
they with him, or where in the world are they ?
This I have got to point out. to the Govermment.
If they really only desire reciprocity in natural
products ; if that is their policy, if they are not
prepared to include manufactures, then what
business have they sending embassies to Washing-
ton at all? They have had the emphatic declara-
{ tion of Mr. Blaine that the present Government of
the United States will not listen and have not the
-slightest intention of listening to any proposition
for reciprocity in matural produets only.  That has
been reinforced by the authoritative declaration
of Senator Carlisle, who, the First Minister well
knows, is a very prominent leader of the Democra-
tic party which now control the House of Repre-
sentatives, For the matter of that, Sir, if time
permitted me to quote, I have the authority of the
First Minister himself, announced several years




