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ment, his name was unknown. We pro-
nounce this a deliberate misstatement, as
is aiso the allegation that it is vain- to
hope to obtain a tr'eaty between France
and Canada, thirougl the imediation of the

British Anbassador. We are told by Mr.
Perrault that Sir Alexander Galt cannot

solicit an interview witl the French
Minister of Coninnerce because the lawes of
diplonacy are opposed to it. Of course,
on the assumliption tLhat Sir Alexander
GaLt was disposed to act il accordance
witL the vievs of r. J. X. Perrault and

La Minerve, and te ignore the British
Ambassador altogether, the statement
would be correct. On the other band,
knowing, as we do, that Sir Alexander Galt
bas ail the advantage fi the advice and
assistance of the Imperial Government,
tliere is nlot the sliglitest difliculty in the
ivay except what arises froi the injustice
and obstinacy of the French Governinent.
WVe have more tLhan once pointed out that
no diBlîculty ivhatever was experienced at
Washington wehen thelate Senator Brown
vas accrodited te act in conjunction with
Sir Edward Thorn ton in negotiations or a
similar character.

It is alleged by Mir. Perrant that
England is necessarily hostile te more
intimate relations ieUh our Mlfother' Couîn-
lr te the possible detriment of its owen

l commerce with us." Is the foregoing
assertion evidence of mere stolidity or of
intentionalideception? Whatconceivable
object, ie sbould lilce te know, can a free
trade country like England have in
obstructing commerce betw'een France
and Canada, unless, indeed, Mr. Perrault
should desire that French imports should
be admitted into Cainada on more favor-
able terms than those from Great Britain.
Such a proposition vould hardly surprise
us but even if Mi. Perrault's sclieme of
separation were carried, it would be wholly
inpracticable, unless, indeed, we estab-
lished more intiniate relations with what
he terims 'our Motlier Coutiry." Atpre.
sent France is on the footing ef the most
favored ntions, and yet our imports are
little over« a million of dollars, the principal
items being vile and spirits. Is it likely
that England would have any apprehen-
sion tliat France would dr'aw away its
trade, wien site is admitting ail French
exports of manufactures duty free, and
sending hier own: maiuL'sfactu'es te coin-
pete witli thie French in theiri owvn markets
after paying considerable duties.

Mr. Perrault assures us that France bas
a lively desire te admit oui' exports
on conditions 1 the most favorable te
us, Why, thon, does she nut admit
Lem on the same terms that she grants
to Turkey, Germany, Italy, etc. We doiVt

ask her te alter lier conventional tariff;
we ask te be put on the saine footing as
the nost favored nations. It appears
that Mi'. Perrault lias limself been taking
part in ene of those irregular negotiations
which La llinerve bas defended. In 1878
lie must have had not eue but several in-
tervieivs with the French Minister of Com-
merce, fori he refers te I mes entrevues,'
and lie appears ta have silbiitted our
tariff, and asked if 'vo were in a position
te obtain the treatment of the most favor-
ed nation. 'lie Minister was quite satisfied
with the taril', and declared that I if Can-
" ada had thre iight te nake a treaty with
" France he would nîot lesitate te recom-

i mend it to the Chanber of Deputiesi
elwith the certainty of its being adopted.
We are not told why a treaty is necessary,
unless'one of the parties desires sone
alteration in the tariff o the other. If we
are satisfied with the French conventional
tariff, and France is satisfied with ours,
there is no occasion foi' a treaty. France
lias taken a course dif'erent froin other
nations in framing tîvo tariffs, with the
transparentobject of extorting from other
nations what nay be described as " better
terms.'" Notithstandinîg Mr. Perrault's
assertion, we disbelieve that France is
satisfied with our tariff, and we are per-
suaded that the real difliculty is that
France bas demanded a reduction in our
tariff, and bas refused te make any con-
cession te us in return. ILt lias been Îll
understood that in the irregular pour.

parlers in Canada, thie French agent in-
sisted on concessions on Our part in con-

sideration of our being put on the same
footing as the Turks. The difficulty nowi
is that Sir Alexander Galt insists on con-
cessions being made by France, il she de-
mands concessions froni us. Mr. Perrault
bas put a strange r'emîaik into the nouth
of the French Minister. After stating
that our tariff was quite satisfactory, and
that there was no difliculty in the way, ho
proceeded te point out that, if thie nego-
tiations were conducted by the British
Ambassador, ail the questions of the
French English treaty so dificult te
solve would be brought up. Why ? In
1878 there was a subsisting treaty between
Great Britain and France, whic]h we may
remark Greiat Britain is and lias always
been ready and willing te rene, so that
whbat the Frencli Minister meant was that
if England proposed a treaty of commerce
between France and Canada, Franco
would avail itself of the opportunity t
break up a subsistinig treaty, iviich hac
nothing whatever to do vith CanadaThi
is French hîoîor and evidence of
lively desire to open conimelpc lyt C ean

Mr. Perrault ridicules the idea of
England having any diplomatie in-
fluence, and actually is stolid enough ta
argue that England lias been unable ta
obtain a renewal of its commercial treaty
with France, ihile Italy, Spain and Bel-
gium have obtained theirs. Does Mr.
Perrault imagine that Great Britain would
have any difficulty in obtaining a treaty
similar ta wehat other nations have
accepted ? le cannot be so ignorant-
France bas up ta this time insisted on
materially increasing iŽs duties, and Great
Britain is unwilling te renew the treaty
on such terms. In arguing this question,
we have admiiittedl the î'ight et Fiance te
arlopt a pietective policy, sud re have
pointed ont the difficulty under whichi
Gr'eat Bi'itain laboîs, oîein é te the aver'-
sion et liei' Parliarient sud Covertiment
te srlopt retaliatoî'y nieasures. Our ovn
conviction is tîmat nothing, but metaliation
will sueceeci with Fiance, and that by
arlopt-ing thart policy, oui' Govei'nment
could obtain aIl that ive have sluati î'ight
te insist on, viz., admission into Franco
oni the saine ternis as tire most; favoi'od
nations.

Mr. Pei'raulL aslcs if ive are ignorant
tliet tlîei'e ivas a pî'oiel dle traité of Coin-
meice in 1878 batveen Fr'anice sud tire
Unitedi States. with a simple stipulation,
that the duties ]eeied lu the latter
country should net exceed 30 per' cent.
Wre knov netbing et pour pa'leî's, but ne
such treaty was agreed te, sud ib la
noterions thiat tar more than 30 par cent.
is levied in thme United States on a great
vsriety et imports. Mr. Perrault cannet
get rid et the ides that Englaud iis
inecessarily hostile " te oui' intoroats in

a commercial tresty iyith Fr'ance. Se
serions a charge should ho suppoi'tedl by
pi'oof. What conceivable interest hs
England in obstructing the negotiation et'
s commercial tî'eaty between Fr'ance sud
Canada ? W7e must also rernind Mi. Per-
rault thmat thoý people et tire Dominion et
Canada cannot pî'opeî'iy ho designatod as
Ilses anciens celons," even if that ter'nî
shoulfi be applicable ta s portion et the
population et Lire Province of Quebec, sud
altliough li'. J. X. Perrault, an avoived
adeocate et revelution, inay desire Ilsur-
toutsa renobuveler nos anciennes relations
cd'amîtie," the Canadlian people simplý
dlaimi that -Fr'ance, atter .treatinfi thei
foi' yeaî's svith thegi'ossest injustice, lvillI at
leugti î'ecognize the propî'iety of admit-
ting them te the sanie privileges which,

tshe ccdste the United States, sud te
ait tbe, pr'incipal states ef Europe. Vie

a have been led te notice Mi'. PemianîtIs
letter ab consilei'ahle lengthi, oleing tea tie

pýyneç lýich has bison lately givon


