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has argued, in or out of Parliarnent,
that Canada bas flot an undoubted
right, under the charter of govern-
ment she 110W enjoys, to act as slie
thinks best in such matters of domestic
concern.

Tue freedoni Canada enjoys in the
regulation of her home and foreliu
comnmerce is ýver-y clearly illustrated
by bier State Papers, which give a bis-
tory of the varjous negotiatiotîs wvhicob
have led to the extension of ber com-
mercial relations witlh other countries.In ail treaties that may afet Cana-diaxi interests, the rignt of Canada to
have a voice in their adoption or re-
jection, has been distinctly recognised
for a quarter of a cenitury. The Reci-
procity Treaty of 185-1, between the
UTnited States anti the British North
American Provinces, w'as an important
concession matie to colonial commerce
by the Governiient of Great Britain,'in response to the demiands of the colo -nies. In this case, the Provincial
Legislatures 'vere allowed to accept or
reject the treaty, as ealî rnighit deem.
most expedient. This îa'inciple wvas
still more eml)hatica]ly carried out in
the case of the more imp)ortant Treaty
of Washington, wliere one of the Bn-tish Commissioners wvas Sir John A.
Macdonald, the Premier of Canada. In
the subsequent arran)gement of the
FisheryAward, in conforniity with the
priovisions of tbe above treaty, one of
the arbitrators wvas Sir Alexande.r
Gaît. The results in these cases bave
been, on the whole, einiently favour-
able to Canada, in comparison with
former negotiations wvith the UTnited
States, wbich too-often ended iii the
injury of the colonies, as the history
of the boundary line between Canada
and the United States paini fully attests.

Equal. consideration bias been given
to Canadiaxi initerests on other occa-
sions, when Canadian statesmen bave
been desirous of enlarging their trade
relations withi other colonies, even
thougli the resuit migbit, to some ex-
tent, conflict with the commercial
1)olicy of the motheî' cotntry. In a

despatch of the l2th July, 1855, the
Imperial policy was laid down in these
words

'But this policy of freedoi for the
producer anid trader, as well as the con-
suniier, would be seriously affected, if
colonial legisiatures were to estalish dif -
ferential ities in favotur of thieir own
niatuiral 1)ro(litctions or mainufactures,
wlîether azaiiust the Britisli or foreiuai'
protîncer. Atid a siilailar violation of the
luiniciples of fi ce trade wotild result, if
favour w~ere sliowu in the legîsiation of
a1 colouiy, to o00e coloiny over atiot lier, by
the reduictioni or total al)olitioni of duities
iii favotur of particular coloniies.'

But the principle laid tlown in this
and other despatches since 1830 bias
been departed from, as respects the tde-
pentlencies of the Crown in British
North America. When, in 1860> it was
proposed to bave free tratie betwveen

Ithe Provinces, the Lords of the Com-
niittee of the 1Univy C'ounicil for Trade
recomînended that it sbould be made
a condition of the assent of ler Ma-
jesty's Governinent to the proposai in
question, that any such exemption
froin imxport duty sbould be equal]y
extended to ail siinilar produce and
manufacture of other counitries. Toý
this proposed condition Canada took
exception, and, af ter some correspond-
ence on the su1bject, lier Mýajesty's

iGoverniinent, in a despatchi from. the
Duke of Newcastle, under diate of Rth
Februarv, 1$61, intimateti that they
'bhad no wisli to offer any obstacle to
any endeavours which mighit be made

jby the respective Provincial Govern-
ments to bring about a free commer-
cial initercourse between the North
American Provinces.' The policy laid
tlown iii that despateb was carried out
in 1867, whicli created a commercial
as NvelI as l)olitical union between the
Provinices. Again, iii 186s, by a tde-
spatch dated L94th July, to the Gov-
ernor-General, it is (leclared that Il")
otbjection is mnade ' to tbe power taken
to Jadîmit the I)to(iuce of any of the
neigh bourinig North American Pro-
vinices free,' antd a Bill, passed bY the
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