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Rigbt Hon. Sir GEORGE E. POSTER:
What reason, I ask, what necessity compeiled
the entrance of Canada into this diplomatie
field-in Europe, for instance? What las
in any material way will be incurred if
Canada does flot enter the field? In the
old conditions she had no part nor lot; she
had noa interest in their institutions; she had
flot inhcrited them in any way or degree.
The aid conditions have cbanged materially,
are changing from day to day more and more
rapidly, and the new diplomaey whicha is
taking its place is not on ail fours with the
old diplomacy. Why, then, should Canada
enter in and assume to berseif the habili-
ments which are being laid aside?

There is one other point. The whole sys-
tem of diplomatic representation rests upon
the undou'lted and absolute sovereignty of
the power whieb accredits, and the power ta
which the plenipotentiary is accredited. It
will be difficaît for European and Asiatia
countries ta understand how we cani p-ossibly
sail under those colours with conditions as
thcy are. Take, for instance, the two coun-
tries withi which the Govcrnmcnt proposes to
enter lipon this heightcned diplomatie status.
France is a country which pretty well under-
stands-botter. perhaps, than any other
country in Europe ar Asia-the peculiar con-
stitution of the British Empire. Sh bas been
closely connocted witb the mothor country,
and bas a sympathetic and intimate relation
with CanaÀda itself. To France, as ta the
United States, the situation of Cannda as a
part of the British Empire, and the peculiar
circumstances under which that Empire has
developed from century ta century, are un-
derstoad, even though týhcre be an anomaly in
those connectionýs. She understands pretty
well froua a political point of view about how
the system works out. What. then,' do we
Iack in France itself under the present system
that wc would gain hy adopting the system
of plenipatentiary representation? There is
no contiguity of boundaries and consoquently
thore are na differences such as are hiable
ta arise between countrios having a boundary
in comman. I have nover found that France
itself bas, raised any bar against the froc
and full admiission af aur Canadian repro-
sentative ta bier departmnents because hae
<lacs not wcar the braided caat of a min-
ister plonipotontiary. In my exporience in
France. extending aver a goad many years,
I have neyer found it difficuit ta get an in-
troduction ta any departmcent or ta any mcm-
ber of the Government. If that were sa in
the alden times, it bas became more and
mare a feature of Canada's present trade and

Hon. Mr. HUGHES.

commnissarial representation in Paris. To my
inmd, plenipotentiary powers conferred on
aur present lligh Commissioner, or on any-
anc cisc ta take the place of the High Coin-
missioner, wauld not facilitate the freedomn
and intimacy which now exista in communica-
tions between us a'd the French Government.
If, then, there is no demand from France for
it, or if there is no bar upon aur easy acceas
ta Departments and members of the Go)v-
ernment in France in relation ta whatever
quezstions may arise, we will set that a.side.
I think honaurable members will agrce with
me that on neither of those counts do we
need ta make a change from the present
situation.

Plenipotentiaries and ambassadoirs are the
indices of political affiliations; but we have
no political affiliations with France or with
Japan. and we do not wisb ta allly ourselves
by political affiliation or connection with
either of those countries. Then why sbould
,we put forward and carry out a system which
lias its very esqsen.ce and, foundation in the
fact that there are or may came political
differenes, with qdjustments ta be made on
aceount of those that m.ay arise? Surely we
do not anticipato eitbcr of those from the
public of France. The intereste that exist
botweon France and Canada to-day are in-
terests cf a business and economic nature,
and nio other. The gaod-will wbich is injectod
in:to business and economie relations may well
be expressed hy the trade commissioners as
they exist to-day, and as they have been
fumctioning and by individuial business mon
and corporations of traders tbrough the trade
eommisusionoerships. What more is really
needed? Do you need ta pdace a minister
plenipotentiary in Paris in order that hie may
answer questions as ta how a certain article
in a French treaty works upon a certain
business or indrustry whidh wisheEs ta, export
ta Franco? Ail such matters came wcll under
the trýide commissîonership, and are well at-
tende(d ta at the present, time; therefore to my
mind thore is no nee-d of setting up a pleni-
potentiary aushassadorial est-ablel-hment in
Paris ta answer any littie queistions or adjust
any differencos which take place in reference
ta the operation of a tariff.

As ta the formation of a ariff, wbhicb must
ba founded uýpon experionce and information
wj'th roference ta resources and commodities
w hidi may be profitably interchangcd between
the two cauntries, and about which certain
tariff and custams regulations may be useful
ta carry out systemnatic communications that
mnay le neessary, these thing are amply
providýed for ýto-day by trade commissioner-


