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is in favour of a measure of reciprocity.  He is
in favour of free trade in nutural products, and,
perhaps, gdus X He thinks that will not endanger
British connection. but he thinks if we have free
trade iv manufactured articles, it would endanger
British connection, it would interfere with our
political relations  with owr neighbours to the
south and with the mother country.  Why, then,
was the mission to Washington undertaken ?
The hon, gentleman says that you may raise a
horse and sell him to an American, you may send
him across the border, and the institutions of this
country. as British institutions, willnot heimpaired :
bt if vou manufacture a harness and put it on
that horse and send the horse and harness together
across the horder, without either being taxed, there
is danger of the constitution being pulled down.

You may send a hide across the border amd no
political injury will follow. but if vou convert that ;

hide into leather and send it across the border irse-
parable mischief will be the consequence.  You
may semd wool and no harm is done. hut if it is
spun and manufactured into cloth and sent wcross
the border, what -—it will wear down the constitu-
tion. That is the argument that the hon. gentle-
man, with a good deal of vehemence. addressed to
the clectors of this country, and he seriously asks
this House to accept it as conclusive on this
question of our political relations with our neigh-
hours.  Sir, [ donot hold the right hon. gentle-
man’s views. T have greater faith in the common
sense of the people of this country. I say that
from the course the Government have pursued
during the last twelve years, property has greatly
depreciated in value, the income of the population
has largely diminished, the people have become
discontented, and, in my opinion, poverty and dis-
content are more powerful contributors towards
revolutionary changes than are any of those im-
portant fiscal changes which we have spoken of
from this side of the House.  The hon. gentleman
knows that one-fifth of the population of this coun-
try has crossed the houndary line, and so far as
they are concerned. anmexation is an accomplished
fact. They have not taken the territory, but they
have taken what is more valuable than territory,
they have taken the brains, and the muscle, and the
sinew, and theenergies which wouldserveto build up
and contribute to the greatness of this country ; they
have taken them abroad and made them a part and
parcel of a neighbouring nation.  The hon. gentle-
man should also bear in mind another thing that
flows from what has taken place : he should hear
in mind that when you have one-fifth of those
horn in Canada on the American side who have
become citizens of the United States, you have
done a great deal towards making the two peoples
one people : you have associated - them in per-

sonal interest, as they are associated in personal

affection and in all those feelings that relation-
ship creates. It is of ull the more consequence,
and the impression is growing stronger in this
country that it is of great consequence, that we
should becorne commercially, as far as possible, one
people, as we have become one in blood, and in kin.
and in domestic association. Then there is another
thing that should be horne in mind : that while
commercial relations, extended as they would be un-
der a system of free trade, would do a great deal
towards the. abolition of ill-feeling and national
rivalry between this country and the United States,
Mr. MirLs (Bothwell).
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i and would sofarcontribute towards union, they also,

by increasing the prosperity of our people, would
comtribute to their contentment. and contentment is
rever a powerful instrument in the production of
revolutionary changes. When the people are more
contented revolutionary changes are moreditticult.
Wearefar less likely toalterourpolitical relations if
we hecome more prosperous in consequence of our
wore intimate relations with the United States, than
we would by remaininginacondition of isolation and
a condition of poverty. There is much foree in the
observation made some yvears ago by Prof. Goldwin
Smith, that Canada was, to some extent, the ragged
edge ent off from the Awerican Republic.  We
are not a continuous country as is the United
Ntates ;. we are of very much less depth ; the
chances of our people east and west trading with
one another are far less than are the chances of
their trading with the people of the United Stotes
in their own immediate vicinity. if no impediment
were placed in the way of trade.  The assiduous
attempts mide Jduring the past ten years to pre-
vent trade between the twe countries, so far from
creating in this country a distinet nationality, have
tenderd to create discontent and to favour those con-
ditions which must contribute towards those poli-
tical changes which the hon. gentleman thinks are
not desirable. I believe our constitutional system,
fairly carried ount, is & more satisfactory system
of government than theirs. but I should like
@ more satisfuctory  Administration  than  has
been  given during the past  twelve years
I do not think the First Minister has made the
best impression that could bhe mwade in favour
of our political system : but if he wishes that
system to be maintained. he should not desirve
to impose on the people a condition of perpet-
nal inferiority, of poverty and isolation. The
people will follow their material interests, and those
who contribute to the creation of a state of pros-
perity for the people, will do most to bring about
political contentment, and place an impediment in
the way of great and radical changes. For these
reasons, I am opposed to the policy which the
First Minister has seen proper hitherto to pursue,
and I think the proposition made by my hon. friend
near me should be accepted as the easiest way out
of the difficulty, and the one most conducive to
the public interests. It may be one humiliating
for the Government to adopt, but that is their
faunlt, and their fault should not be made a publie
misfortune. It is of the first importance to this
country, that we should have extensive trade rela-
tions with the neighbouring Republic, and we can
only have them on the condition of granting free
trade. I do not helieve that the (uestion of reve-
nue is such a difticult one as the Minister of
Finance endeavours to make it appear. I say this :
that if he tinds it impossible to promote the best
interests of the country in this way, he must give
place to those who can, for if hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House cross to the Treasury benches, I
can promise there will be no ditliculty whatever in
meeting the ordinary requirements of the country,
and at the sume time establishing unrestricted
trade with the neighbouring Republic.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Laurier), whether
it is the intention to divide the House on the
motion *



