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It is someth; i
at the Otte thing like the platform adopted

efit of the.awn conference, and for the ben-
friend of the Ouse and to remind my hon.
at least, 1 W,IDOhCy of his party in the west,
one, ill read these paragraphs one by

1. The
and by spgeocxflser"a-tives by formal resolution
high Protecti €8 in parliament, have declared for
leader, My 1lqon; for a tariff according to their
States tari'ff g L Borden, as high as the United

2. The Cop WhICh. averages over fifty per cent.
Of the (g Servative policy is the same as that
whose onJ- nadian Manufacturers’ Association,
the tariff fhr‘ul‘rzose is to increase, by means of

3. The ’Lme Drice of all goods they have to sell.
Dolicy of reral policy is directly opposed to the
and politicia otection. The Conservative papers
Sifton, Fiel'dl'l‘s recognized this and vilify Messrs.
Who Thave ing and Fisher and other ministers
Sumerg | C Prominently championed the con-

4. Sy
for a lft?l?é‘; ’%g;{le Conservatives means support
Manufactypeq good‘g.m increase the price of all

ik
the II{I:)]:ISt not he amiss in passing to remind
int se that since this government came
the price of nearly all commodi-

P

in ¢ .

D Canada has increased by forty or
cent.

tl.tty per
poslief,“gé’fl‘t of the Liberals means support for a
o culated to make necessities low priced.
two part;matter what individuals may say, the
The Lib‘efrslsmnd distinctly divided on the tariff.
igh tal‘if; s for low tariff, the Cpr;*s;ervatwe‘s fr_)r
tarift mate, and any voter who is interested in
eXpressine TS can therefore have no dificulty in
W ng his opinion at the poll.
and %i’:}c? glad, I may say, to have this clear
iheral 1nc_t exposition of the policy of the
Dosition Pai‘{y in regard to the tariff, an ex-
b owrr hanch none of the Ministers of the
the pres ave had the courage to make up to
friend eI_llt time. I trust that my right hon.
Mims‘te“’“ not pain my hon. friend the
repu dia}["Of the Interior (Hon. Mr. Sifton) by
shoul d“;g any part of this programme and
literat eel pained if my reference to this
ure should result in any divergence

o T

i;terany friction between the hon. Min-

fl'iendOf the Interior and my right hon.
. I trust, therefore, that, when

%ﬁl r;%ht hon. friend arises in his place, he
basnis once accept this platform which has
Seat aid down for him by his friends in the
of théllllder phe guidance of the hon. Minister
e nterior and that he will at last explain
this doléﬁtgé% toi; thiilcountry in the terms of
165 14 i it b}glc y what the~ Liberal pol-

: At six o’clock, House took recess.

After Recess.

1'\I‘he House resumed at Eight o’clock.
Mr. R. L. BORDEN. M
ki N. Mr. Speaker, im-
ggdigtely before the House toollj; recess at
s coeclock, I had called attention to the ab-
i ].of any mention of tariff reform in the
ch from the "Throne ; an omission whici
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caught the eye of my hon. friend from North
Ontario (Mr. Grant), who specially referred -
to the subject. I regret that my hon.
friend is not in the House just now, for I
wish to say that I do not think he was quite
himself when he was referring to the fact
that the Hon. Geo. E. Foster had during
the past year gone to the United Kingdom,
on request, I believe, and delivered certain
speeches there in favour of mutual prefer-
ential trade within the empire. I would
have thought that my hon. friend (M.
Grant) might have spared any sneer, if it
were intended as a sneer, as to that; be-
cause 1 think that without regard to party.
we may all be proud that Mr. Troster, speak-
ing in the mother country as a Canadian,
was considered, next to Mr. Chamberlain
himself, as the ablest and most eloquent
advocate of that great policy of mutual pre-
ferential trade.

Now, there is one matter which was re-
ferred to in the speech from the Throne in
somewhat peculiar terms, and I call atten-
tion to it on account of the remarks of my
hon. friend from Haldimand (M. Thomp-
son) last session. We are told in the
speech :—

A Militia Bill will ke introduced containing
several important amendments to the present
law rendered necessary by the growth of the
force and calculated to promote its efficiency.

My hon. friend from Haldimand, who
speaks with the authority of an expert and
who has taken a greater interest in this
subject than perhaps any other hon. gen-
fleman on that side of the House did
not seem to consider last session that there
had been any very effective growth of the
militia force. I quote from Hansard what
he then said :

I have said that we are called upon to furnish
the skeleton of a skeleton. I now state that we
have actually turmed out the shadow of the
skeleton of a skeleton. Can anything so ghostly
be longer called a militia force.

The hon. gentleman from Haldimand thus
pronounced himself in the House, and no
reply was given to him owing to the un-
fortunate absence at the time of the Min-
ister of Militia ; but in the face of that, we
are told that a Militia Bill will be intro-
duced because it is rendered necessary by
the growth of the force. I shall be pre-
pared, however, to give the fairest possible
consideration to any measure of the gov-
ernment which will tend to the efficiency of
the militia force, and in saying so, I am
speaking for my hon. friends on this side
of the House, in so far as I at present know
their views.

There is another remarkable omission in
the speech from the Throne, and that is the
utter absence of any reference whatever to
the great question of provincial autonomy,
which so especially concerns the people of
the west. I believe that at the present time
the people of the Territories are almost a



