
member for Richmond, thero are many hon.
!

gentlumon on tlio otlior slflo of tlio IIoiwo
who aro In favour of rwJproclty ; nnd If so,

I am It a Iosh to undorettuid Uio reason
•why thoy havo jUwayH Krootwl tho
offorta of the I.lbonil party for n>-

clprooity yviih such torronts of ai>'.iHe.

Thpy havo stafeKl, njjnln and n.T-iii', 'UJit uu-
re«trlotod i-eclproclty would load ic annox-
atlon. My hon. fHoaid from ll)er'.ll<> (Mr.
B6chard), alludod to tliat UiIh ovpi .ik. and 1

can alludo to it aj,'aln. For my irnrt, I nover
imdorsio.Ml liow uni-ostrlct^d reciprocity

would load to anuoxatleu. Will any oiio toll

m« how it AVill V Will any ouo toll mo liow

, It Is, that If tlio Gauadlau pooplo Avoro to ha\ e
reciprocity with tlio I'liitod Stjitos, rostrictod

or imi'ostrlotod, aunoxation woidd follow ? If

wo had a'comuiorc'ial troity %viUi tlic States,

whothor ri'stricted or imrestrictod, tlie hisil-

tutlons of our country would coutiniio Just
Iho same as tlioy aro toKlay ; tho country
would contimio to lio Knvonicd imdor tho same
British parllamentjiry system as It i.s to-day.

Every man entitled to it would have a
vote as ho has to-day. Therefore, how can
it bo said that uurestrlctod reclproolty would
lead to amioxatlon ? i.s It to ho supposed
that if tJie Canadiiui people were to Cdnio iu

contact witli tho Amerlain people, our loyalty

would f." 1( wny? Do hon. KentJeraen op-
posite suppose that, even if we had closer
trade relations with tho Americans, tho loyalty
oi die Canadian p(H>ple would vanish into
tldn air ? If lion. KcnMem(^n opposite hold
any such opinion, I liold tliat the much
vaunted loyalty of the Conservative party la

hollow and uni-eal, and Is brou;?ht forwaril
only to do service for party purposes and for
nothing else. I have heard it stated many a
time by hon. pentloraen on tlie other side, and
In the press, that they find nn ar^niment for
tlielr contention in tlie letter of tlie Hon. Mr.
Blake. Mr. Blake gave it as his opinion, and
we hear It quoted from time to time en the
floor of tMs House, that tm restricted reci-

procity would lead to annexation. I discuss
this question fairly, and I will quote the
words of Mr. BlaKO :

The tendency in Canada of unrestricted free trade
with the States, higher duties V»iiig maintained
agair.st the United Kingdom, would bo towards
political union.

But I ask hon. gentlemen on the otlier side,

whether Mr. Blake did not, upon that oc-

casion, conflne himself simply to reciprocity ?

Did he not also give his opinion as to tlio Na-
tional Policy ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. IxA.UIlIER. Does any one deny it ? I

am sui-prised at the power of denial of some
hon. gentlemen on the other side. I am sur-

prised that tliere are gentlemen on the other
side who will deny that Mr. Blake said also
that tihe tendency of the National Policy was
direct to annexation. Allow me to quote his

words a^ain

:

The Canndian Cnniwrvative pnrty ban failed to oo-

coniiiliMli the prixlieflon of itH nroinotiTH, ltd real

tentlcncy haM iM-eii, aw foretold twelve vcarM go, toward!
(liNintegrationnnd annexation, inNteanof coiiHoIidation

anil the inainti'uant^e of that Hritish connection of

wiiicli they claim to be the H|)e(!ial giiardianH,

This is tho languajro of Mr. Bliiko. Two y(>ar8

afKu-wards, wo hear hon. gontlemon on the
other shl'i <leny that Mr. BLiko gave It as
his opinion that tlie National I'olicy directly

hnl to annexation. If you are, on tJio other
Hide, ag!\inst unri>strio(ed rocipi-oclty, Ixioauso

Mr. Blalie said that it would lead to annex-
ation, how Ls it that y(ni still relaiu tlio .Va-

llonal PoUcy, which. In the opinion of Mr.
Blake, is lH)und to produce the very same
result ? Dt^itroy the National Policy at once,

put it away at onc<>, lKH5aus<i every moment,
every day you keep It on the Statule-l)oolc,

U another Ht(>p tiik(»u towards annexation.
There \a, however, a mont serious objection

than thia to unrestricted reirlproclty. Tills

objection of nioxatlon 1 do not treat im'tI-

ously. I do not affiHit to treat It seriously,

I diinl.sM It altflgi ther ; but I say, wltliout any
hesitation, that tiiere is rioro serious olijec-

,
tlou to i':nvstricti>d reciprocity, And that '3

: tlio dlf /•iuihmtlon again-tt En^'iimd. TlUs la

an objeotlon, which, lor my part, I havo al-

ways troat(Hl rtitli respect. I resjiect the
feeling of gentle luon on tiio other jide, who
from motlw, wiildi I will not discuss, would
liesitate to discriminate agahist England ; but
I tell hon. gon'^lomen opposite that wlien
they take up that qui^stion of di.scilmination

against England, they are raisin,' against
reciprocity an objeotion wlilch ICngland long
ago abandoned. My hoi. friend 'x^side me
from Prince Edward Island (Mi . Davies)

proved the other day most conclusively, that
In the Brown treaty England had abandoned
that objeotton in the most foi-mal maimer.
It is true that his statemont was denied by
genUemen on the otlier side. It is true tliat

they pretended to prove, by tho hinguiige of
Mr. Brown, that England had never aban-
doned its objection to discrimination. WeU,

[
that is a question we caJi discuss atrain. I

grant that when Mr. Brown wont to Wash-
ington, as plenipotentiary of tiie C;iuiidlan

(Jovemmont, to disciuss it^jiproclty, he had It

In h's mind not to discriminate against Eng-
land, and he Icept that In his mind, not only
at the outset, but throughout the whole nego-

tiation. I will quote from his speech, deliv-

ered In the Senate In 1875 :

I come now.hon. gentlemen, to the objections which
have been iirged against the treaty from such quar-

ters as entitle them to formal answei. The first of

these is the allegation that tho treaty discriminated
against (Jreat Britain in favour of tho United Strtes.

Notliing could be more unfounded than this. It was
perfectly understood from the opening of the negotia-

tions, that no article could be free from duty in regard
to the United States that wa-s not also open with
regard to Great Britain, and nothing else was ever
contemplated for a moment.

I am not "surprised at this, and no one will

be surprised at It, when I rtvfer to the first

mvmm mi^m 'itm"


