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in their intelligence. He has no confidence in
their virtues.  He distrusts them altogether, and
he is not content with distrusting them, but he
flaunts his distrust in the face of the people of
Canada.  Consequently. when there is an alterna-
tive, when the Minister of Justice makes a solemn
statement in Toronto, when he gives official utter-
ance, speiking ax o Minister of the Crown. as to how
these negotintions were commenced and how they
were carried on, and on the other hand there is a

letter sent hy Mr. Blaine to a Mr. Baker saying’

some things that were true and not stating others,
the hon. gentlenim suys: = I believe M. Blaine and
not the Minister.”™

to helieve Mr, Blidne.  He bhelieved Mr. Bliine,

aned he stays home with a majority of nearly a

thonsand against him. T think. it my hon. fricul
will allow me to tell Iiim <o, it would he well for

kim to trust the Canadian people a little more,

and even to trust the Canadian Ministers when

they makegrave statenients on their responsibilities |

ag Ministers of the Crown,  The position of the
Government is consistent throughont.
fricmd may go back in the history of trade nego-

tintions with the United States from carliest times.

and he will find that the policy of the Liberal-
Conservative party has been entirely consistent. .

There has been no period when the Conservative
Government has nat heen in favour of a fair and

equitable reciprocity treaty. such, for instance, as
We.
Attempt  after:

we believe the treaty of IN34 to have been.
staned  still om that  platfirm.
“attempt has been mavde to obtain such a fair
awd equitable arrangement,

of that treaty of IN34  attempts have hdn

maule—I suppose half a dozen of them --to get

the United States to disenss with us the question
of trade relations on the ground of what we le-
lieved to be fair and equitable.

tion of the George Brown  Reciprocity Draft,

which met with an ignoble fate in the Senate of

the United States, from that time to the present
the United States Government has not intimated

any desire to make arrangements of a satisfactory
nature for trade relations with the people of |
In IS87-85. when the plenipotentiavies :
were in Washington to negotiate a treaty in reged :
to the fisheries. the proposal was made by Nir!
Charles Tupper to settle all ditienlties on the basis
of an cquitable trade arrangement, and it was:
The papers will show that last Novew-

Canala.

rejected.
ber an opportunity dild arise, a door was opened,
no matter what my hon. friend has said to-night

to the contrary, by which Canada had the oppor. -
tunity to remind the United States, not simply !

that it was in favour of reciprocity, but that it
always lid been in favour of reciprocity, and that
it haul not changed it mind = and, if my hon. friend
had studied the oflicial papers as he seems to have
studied the emanations from the party press, he
would have seen « document passed by the Govern-
ment of Canada, the Order in Council -which was
sent home to Great Britain, which was sent by
Great Britain to the United States Government,
which was the basis up:n which we proposed to
enter upon the negotiations for trade arange-
ments. I think that has appeared in almost every
newspaper in the country.
Mr. Foster.

A similar statement was made !
in the city of St John by a0 late collengue of the
hon. gentleman who is no longer in this Heuse, |
who referred to the same matter and said, T prefer

.\l)' hon. :

Nince the abrogation

With the excep-:

I

| Mr. CHARLTON. When was that document
i laid before the United States Government

|

i Mr. FOSTER. If my hon, friend will contain
i himself @ little. he will get still more informa.
tion thon he has now. and which, if he follows the
“lines followed by my hon. friend from South
;Oxford  (Sir Richard Cartwright) this evening,
P he seems to be in need of. That docament em.
"hodies the basi= upon which the Government of
CCanada proposes to enter upon negotiations with
Vthe United States. That has been before the
| Government of the United States for menths, and
Pupon that have followed the other steps in the
negotintions. I wish to say. witheat coing inte
particulars as to what the papers will show, that,
notwithstanding all the pleasatitvies of 1y hon,
riemd, we did not go down 1o Washington with.
out invitation, lat we went on the very oday ol
“at the very honr when we wore invited to go there
by the Seeretary of State hinself. Whatever may
have arisen afterwards, however it wmay have been
thought desirable to postpene the negotiations to
the 12th October or any other date, the Canadion
“Government is not responsible for that and the
Liberal-Conscervative LA RASKETHI T hee bl for
it.  The Government showed itself consistent, in
the tirst place. by declaring that there was a dewr
open for negotiations, and that a delegntion wonld
be sent to Washington after the 4th Mareh, and,
furthermore, by sending o delegation and bejngs
Tprepaved to go again on the 12th October o do
what ne Caniedian Government has heen asked to
do from 186G to the present time, that is. to talk
over the triele matters and relations existing he-
tween this country and the United States. with a
view to their better and tinal settlement.  This
cstatement which I make will be borne out by the
papers, and T cannot see where we have been in-
reonsistent or where we  have  prejudiced  the
pinterests of Canadacor have done anght which any
Govermnent in favour of reciprocity onght not to
 have done. Wherever the door has heen apened
we have entered it. If the negotiations have uot
" progressed so fur as to show tangible vesults, the
Government is not at fault. There may be some
reasons behind, which may be brought out later.
why =uch negotintions have not been more gunickly
brought to asuccessful conclusion.  Now, my hon.
friend evidently had before his mind the facet that
a large number of the members of this House are
here for the first time, and he also appears to re-
member that they had probubly never read one of
his speeches, aml consequently he thought it was
“his duty to-night to retail the hetter’ purts of
some four or five speeches that he had made in
this House in order to fortify their minds.  These
have been answered, it s not necessary to
janswer them again,  He has taken up the course of
- Camiuda with reference to the United States, and
fhas s triven to show from his standpoint. from his
: place of ‘@rave utterance, from his position which
i commuinds the attention of the people here and of
; people in the United States and in other parts of
the world—he has tried to show that Canada, that
| the Cangglian Government, has been the aggressor,
rhas been in fault, has tried to prejudice the
F relations between the United States and Canada,
fand has done so almost with malice prepense and
{ aforethought, and has by that means made it im-
i possible for the United States to meet us in nego-



